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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Lake Chautauqua is a 3,250-acre floodplain lake and wetland complex

located in Mason County, Illinois, within the LaGrange pool of the Illinois
Waterway between river miles 124 and 128 (see plate 1). The lake is formed
by a 9-mile perimeter levee and is divided into an upper and lower lake by
a cross dike. The area is presently managed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) for migratory waterfowl as part of the Chautauqua National
Wildlife Refuge.

Following the organization of the Chautauqua Drainage and Levee District
in 1916, the area was drained and leveed for farming. However, recurrent
flooding lead to the abandonment of the area in 1926. 1In 1936, the pur-
chase of the Chautauqua Drainage and Levee District by the Department of
Interior (USFWS) was approved, and Lake Chautauqua became a part of the
National Wildlife Refuge System. The levee was retained for refuge water
level control purposes. In 1969, a cross dike was constructed to divide
the lake into upper and lower management units.

The lakes have since deteriorated due to frequent flooding and sedimenta-
tion. Suspended sediments carried in by floodwaters impede submergent and
emergent plant growth by decreasing light penetration and creating a soft,
flocculent lake bottom. Since 1978, there has been a documented, long-term
decline in both the annual fall peak number of ducks in the refuge and the
total fall use days.

The goals for this project are the enhancement of waterfowl and fishery
habitats. In order to accomplish these goals, the following design
objectives were identified: (1) increase submergent and emergent
vegetation (2) create flowing side channel and deepwater slough habitat;
and (3) reduce sedimentation. Five alternatives were considered to meet
the stated objectives: (A) no Federal action, (B) improve water control,
(C) construct barrier islands, (D) excavate flowing side channel, and (E)
ralse levee elevations.

Evaluation of the project alternatives was accomplished through the
application of habitat value assessment methodologies. Aquatic models
developed by the Waterways Experiment Station (WES) were used to evaluate
existing aquatic and benthic resources and to quantify potential project
outputs. The Wildlife Habitat Appraisal Guide, a habitat assessment
methodology designed by the Missouri Department of Conservation in coop-
eration with the U.S. Soil Conservation Service, was used in the analysis
of wetland and terrestrial habitats. The alternatives were evaluated on
an individual and combined feature basis. As a result of the analysis,
the construction of water control structures and side channel excavation
(alternatives B and D) were recommended (see plate 2).

The proposed construction includes: raising approximately 3.8 miles of
existing levee and cross dike to a 10-year level of protection; modifying
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an existing radial gate structure; providing a pump station with 41,000 gpm
capacity; providing gated gravity outlets for the upper and lower lakes;
providing drainage channels to the pump station and gravity outlets;
providing a boat ramp for upper lake management purposes; excavating &
selected reach of side channel; and constructing a side channel entrance

closure structure.

Development of the selected plan features will provide about 3,250 acres of
manageable aquatic and wetland habitat and approximately 8,400 feet of
flowing side channel. Migratory waterfowl habitat value will be enhanced
by increasing the seasonal availability of reliable water, food resources,
and resting, loafing, and nesting opportunities. Fisheries benefits will
be accrued through the creation of off-channel, flowing water habitat and
deepwater slough habitat.

It is proposed that selected quantitative physical, chemical, and natural
resource parameter measurements, as specified in the project report, be
collected following completion of construction to evaluate project per-
formance with respect to the stated objectives. The Corps of Engineers
would have responsibility for this data collection. Additional field
observations would be gathered by the USFWS and submitted to the Corps
of Engineers as part of the annual project monitoring plan.

Average annual operation and maintenance of the project, estimated to cost
$29,800, will be satisfied through agreement between the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and the non-Federal project sponsor, the Illinois
Department of Conservation (IDOC).

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will be responsible for the Federal share
of any mutually agreed upon rehabilitation of the project that exceeds the
annual operation and maintenance requirements identified in the Definite
Project Report and that 1s needed as a result of specific storm or flood
events. Rehabilitation of the project is considered reconstructive work
which cannot be accurately estimated at this time.

The District Engineer has reviewed the project outputs and determined that
implementation of the identified plan is justified and in the Federal
interest. The project area is managed as a National Wildlife Refuge within
the meaning of Section 906(e) of the 1986 Water Resources Development Act.
Therefore, approval of the construction of Lake Chautauqua Habitat
Rehabilitation and Enhancement project is recommended by the Rock Island
District Engineer at 100-percent Federal expense estimated at $4,113,000.
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UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER SYSTEM
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
DEFINITE PROJECT REPORT
WITH INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (R-7F)

LAKE CHAUTAUQUA REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT
LA GRANGE POOL, ILLINOIS WATERWAY, RIVER MILES 124-128
MASON COUNTY, ILLINOIS

1. INTRODUCTION

a. Purpose. The purpose of this report is to present a detailed
proposal for the rehabilitation and enhancement of Lake Chautauqua. This
report provides planning, engineering, and sufficient construction details
to allow final design and construction to proceed upon approval of this

document.

b. Resource Problems and Opportunities. Sediment and turbidity have
been the principle problems associated with Lake Chautauqua. The accreting
lake bed has resulted in decreasing water depths within the lake. With the
limited depth, wind and fish-related turbulence results in resuspension of
bed sediments and increased turbidities. These turbidities have seriously
decreased water quality for migrating waterfowl benefits.

Sedimentation has been the major problem with Liverpool Ditch which runs
along the riverside of the lower Lake Chautauqua levee and is one of the
few side channel habitats in the Illinois Waterway. However, as a result
of clogging and sedimentation, this habitat has been severely degraded.
During low flows approaching flat pool elevations, Liverpool Ditch no
longer acts as a side channel.

Deficiencies of existing refuge levees and water control structures have
hindered the ability to manipulate water levels in upper and lower Lake
Chautauqua for moist soil plant production. Several hundred acres of
refuge are providing minimal to no benefit because of these deficienclies.

c. Scope. The project scope includes the Lake Chautauqua area and
the adjacent Liverpool Ditch. Lake Chautauqua is a 4,200-acre lake/wetland
complex within the floodplain of the Illinois River near Havana, Illinois,
as shown on plate 1. Lake Chautauqua is formed by a 9-mile perimeter levee
and is essentially divided into an upper lake and a lower lake by a cross
dike. The lake varies between .5 to 1.5 miles in width and is over 6 miles
long. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) presently operates the
lake for migratory waterfowl as part of the Chautauqua National Wildlife
Refuge.

Liverpool Ditch is a 3-mile-long side channel created when the area was
used as borrow for construction of the levee. The configuration of the
original ditch is not known because cross-sectional information is
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unavailable for the time period. However, based on data collected at a
later date, the ditch is estimated to have been between 12 to 15 feet deep
and approximately 100 feet wide at the top when it was excavated. At or
near flat pool, the current ditch section ranges from dry to a few inches
deep and anywhere from a few feet to 30 feet wide. These estimated ditch
sections are based on a flat pool elevation of 429.4 feet National Geodetic
Vertical Datum (NGVD). The ditch is located within the Chautauqua National
Wildlife Refuge.

The study focused on providing project features that would allow:

(1) operation of the upper lake as a stable level lake during most years;
(2) the independent operation of the lower lake as a moist soil management
unit; and (3) rehabilitation of scarce side channel habitat in Liverpool
Ditch. The ability to completely draw down the upper lake periodically was
considered essential to allow consolidation and desiccation of the bed
sediments, thereby improving water quality and encouraging the growth of
submergent vegetation.

Field surveys, aerial photogrammetry, and hydrographic soundings were done
to plan and assess proposed project alternatives. Soil borings were taken
to assess sediment types, to verify foundations for proposed structures,
and to determine excavation/dredging constraints. Water quality sampling
was initiated as part of the study and will continue through construction.

This report follows a general problem solving format. The purpose and the
problems are presented in Section 1. Section 2 provides an overview of how
and why Lake Chautauqua was selected as a project within the Environmental
Management Program. Section 3 establishes the baseline for existing
resources. Section 4 provides the objectives of the project. Sections 5
and 6 propose and evaluate project alternatives. Sections 7 and 8 describe
the selected plan. Section 9 assesses the environmental effects from the
proposed plan pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act. Section
10 provides a summary of project accomplishments or benefits. Sections 11,
12, and 13 describe operation and maintenance considerations, performance
monitoring, and detailed cost estimates for both initial construction and
annual operation and maintenance. Sections 14, 15, 16, and 17 provide a
summary of implementation requirements and coordination. Sections 18, 19,
20, and 21 present the conclusions, recommendations, Finding of No
Significant Impact, and literature cited, respectively.

Drawings (plates) have been furnished to provide sufficient detail to allow
review of the existing features and the proposed plan. Plates 1 through 6
show the project location, the recommended plan, and alternative plans.
Plates 7 and 8 provide 16 years of hydrographic record for the Illinois
River near the proposed project location. Plates 9 through 12 provide soil
borings that were used to evaluate foundation conditions and excavation
depths and methods. Plates 13 through 18 provide plan and profiles of the
perimeter levee and cross dike. Plates 19 through 21 provide typical
sections. Plates 22 through 25 and 27 provide structure details. Plate 26
provides the monitoring plan.



d. Authority. The authority for this report is provided by the 1985
Supplemental Appropriations Act (Public Law 99-88) and Section 1103 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-662). The proposed
project would be funded and constructed under this authorization.

Section 1103 is summarized as follows:

Section 1103. UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER PLAN
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Management Act of 1986.
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ted as the Upper Mississippi River

(2) To ensure the coordinated development and enhancement of
the Upper Mississippi River System (UMRS), it is hereby declared to be
the intent of Congress to recognize that system as a nationally signifi-

-
cant ecosystem and a nationally significant commercial navigation system.

Congress further recognizes that the system provides a diversity of
opportunities and experiences. The system shall be administered and
regulated in recognition of its several purposes.

(e)(1) The Secretary, in consultation with the Secretary of the
Interior and the States of Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, and
Wisconsin, is authorized to undertake, as identified in the Master Plan -

(A) a program for the planning, construction, and evaluation of
measures for fish and wildlife habitat rehabilitation and enhancement;

(B) implementation of a long-term resource monitoring program;

(C) implementation of a computerized inventory and analysis
system;

(£)(1) implementation of a program of recreational projects;

(2) assessment of the economic benefits generated by recreational
activities in the system; and

(h)(1) monitoring of traffic movements on the system.



2. GENERAL PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS

a. Eligibility Criteria. A design memorandum did not exist at the
time of the enactment of Section 1103. Therefore, the North Central
Division, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, completed a "General Plan” for the
implementation of the Upper Mississippi River System - Environmental
Management Program (UMRS-EMP) in January 1986. The USFWS, Region 3, and
the five affected states (Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, and
Wisconsin) participated through the Upper Mississippl Basin Assoclation.
Programmatic updates of the General Plan for budget planning and policy
development are accomplished through annual addenda.

Coordination with the States and the USFWS during the preparation of the
General Plan and annual addenda led to an examination of the Comprehensive
Master Plan for the Management of the Upper Mississippi River System. The
Master Plan, completed by the Upper Mississippi River Basin Commission in
1981, was the basis of the recommendations enacted into law in Section
1103. The Master Plan and General Plan identify examples of potential
habitat rehabilitation and enhancement techniques. Consideration of the
Federal interest and Federal policies has resulted in the following
conclusions:

(1) First Annual Addendum. The Master Plan report ... and the
authorizing legislation do not pose explicit constraints on the kinds of
projects to be implemented under the UMRS-EMP. For habitat projects, the
main eligibility criteria should be that a direct relationship should exist
between the project and the central problem as defined by the Master Plan,
i.e., the sedimentation of backwaters and side channels of the UMRS. Other
criteria include geographic proximity to the river (for erosion control),
other agency missions, and whether the condition is the result of deferred
maintenance ....

(2) Second Annual Addendum. The types of projects that are
definitely within the realm of Corps of Engineers implementation
authorities include the following:

- backwater dredging

- dike and levee construction

- island construction

- bank stabilization

- side channel opening/closures

- wing and closing dam modifications

- aeration and water control systems

- waterfowl nesting cover (as a complement to one
of the other project types)

- acquisition of wildlife lands (for wetland
restoration and protection.) Note: By letter
of February 5, 1988, the Office of the Chief
of Engineers directed that such projects not
be pursued.



A number of innovative structural and non-structural solutions which
address human-induced impacts, particularly those related to navigation
traffic and operation and maintenance of the navigation system, could
result in significant long-term protection of UMRS habitat. Therefore,
proposed projects which include such measures will not be excluded
categorically from consideration, but the policy and technical feasibility
of each of these measures will be investigated on a case-by-case basis and
recommended only after consideration of system-wide effects.

(3) Sudb seqhe Annual A .
which the Fifth Annual Addendum is the most recent, provide a vehicle for
reporting program progress and ensuring thorough coordination between the
participating State and Federal agencies.
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b. General Selection Process. The following steps provide an

verview of the process of prcjnnr galaction. The steps are interactive

with communication in both directions and occur through a continual
process.

(1) State/USFWS Project Nomination. Projects are nominated for
inclusion in the Rock Island District’s habitat program by the respective
State conservation agencies and the USFWS based on agency management
objectives. Rock Island District assists the States and USFWS agencies
in proposing habitat projects through an in-house task force that includes
staff members from the Engineering, Planning, Operations, and Construction
Divisions. As projects are being conceptualized, this group meets on-site
with State and USFWS personnel to examine as fully as possible what site-
specific enhancements would be both environmentally desirable and
engineeringly feasible.

(2) Fish and Wildlife Interagency Committee (FWIC) Ratings. To
assist in the project formulation process, the FWIC, a group composed of
State and Federal biologists who are assigned to aquatic and terrestrial
projects (refuges, wildlife areas) along the Mississippi River and Illinois
Waterway, has convened a series of meetings starting in 1986 to consider
critical habitat needs along the Mississippi and Illinois Rivers. At these
meetings, the available habitat is evaluated on a pool-by-pool basis.

These analyses reveal deficiencies (such as feeding, resting, and loafing
areas for migratory waterfowl, absence of deep water off the main channel
for diving ducks and fish) as well as types of habitat in abundant supply
(e.g., mature bottomland hardwood). (With this information, projects being
considered can most accurately reflect broader regional needs in addition
to representing the best site-specific choices.)

Projects then are ranked by the FWIC according to the biological benefits
that they could provide. Each project is considered and evaluated relative
to increasing habitat benefits for fish, waterfowl, and other wildlife.
Every project is ranked according to the outputs provided as high, medium,
or low.
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(3) River Resources Coordinating Team (RRCT) Rankings. The FWIC
rankings also are forwarded to the RRCT, an interagency policy group which
meets to coordinate Mississippl and Illinois River activities. The RRCT
examines the FWIC rankings and includes consideration of the broader policy
perspectives of the agencies submitting the projects. The RRCT makes a
recommended ranking.

(4) U.S. Army Corps of Engineers District Ranking. The FWIC and
RRCT recommended rankings are evaluated by the District. The District then
formulates a recommended program consistent with the EMP program guidance
and District requirements.

(5) U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, North Central Division
Prioritizing. The District then submits a recommended program to the
North Central Division. Additional coordination by the Division through
the Environmental Management Program Coordinating Committee is effected.
North Central Division then submits project fact sheets to the Chief of
Engineers and Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works for approval.
Fact sheets and schedules are subsequently published in the annual
addendums, thereby completing the project selection process.

c. Specific Site Selection. Recognition of changes occurring in
habitat composition and subsequent declines in waterfowl and fisheries
habitat quality and availability along the Illinois Waterway prompted the
proposal of several habitat rehabilitation and enhancement projects by the
Federal and State agencies responsible for natural resource management in
the area. Four of these projects, the Rice Lake Complex; the Banner Marsh
State Wildlife Area; the Chautauqua Refuge, encompassing sites adjacent to
the LaGrange Pool of the Illinois Waterway; and the Peoria Lake project,
located within the Peoria Pool, have been elevated to the active status
through the ranking and recommendation process detailed in Section 2.b.
of this report. These projects are currently in various stages of plan-
ning and design in preparation for implementation under the Environmental
Management Program.

Restoration of habitat at Thompson Lake (LaGrange Pool, RM 120 to 126)
through the acquisition of the Thompson Lake and Globe Drainage and Levee
Districts is being considered by the USFWS. This project has significant
land acquisition and development costs associated with it. The USFWS may
submit the rehabilitation and enhancement of this site as an EMP habitat
project at a later date should acquisition be accomplished.

All of these proposed or under-development projects address the specific
need for enhanced aquatic and wetland habitat along the central reach of
the Illinois River. The conversion of wetlands to farmlands throughout
central Illinois over the past several decades has greatly reduced the
availability of prime waterfowl habitat in this region. In addition,
increased sedimentation resulting from expanded agricultural activities
has brought about tremendous changes in the morphology of the Illinois
River, with the primary impacts being the loss of aquatic habitat depth
and diversity off the main channel and decreased water quality. Flowing



side channel and deepwater slough habitat is virtually nonexistent along
much of the Illinois Waterway, yet it is considered critical to fisheries.

The Lake Chautauqua area historically was part of a highly productive
freshwater ecosystem. Flooding in the 1940's started a decline in the
value of the lake’s habitat. The loss of rooted aquatic plants, combined
with sedimentation, has reached a point where wind fetch-generated wave
action is capable of resuspending bottom flocculents. The soft bottom
sediments are not allowed to compact due to this constant churning. The
resulting increase in turbidity levels has reduced photosynthetic activi-
ties within the lake. Submergent and emergent vegetation that does develop
under these conditions is unable to anchor itself to the lake bed, thereby
allowing the natural buoyancy of the vegetation to defeat its establish-
ment.

The Lake Chautauqua project site will provide tremendous opportunities for
waterfowl and fisheries habitat restoration and enhancement. The selection
of this site was based primarily upon project output potential; however,
influencing parameters such as land ownership status, conservation
management considerations, and navigational impacts have been considered.
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3. ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING RESOURCES

a. Related Studies and Reports. A number of studies have been
conducted which investigated the sedimentation problem in Lake Chautauqua.
These studies are summarized below.

(1) The Silting of Lake Chautauqua (Stall and Melsted, 1951)
presented a history of the lake and results of a 1950 sedimentation study.
The study included analysis of the rising lake bed elevation and the
fertility of the sediments. These analyses indicated that the lake was
filling in at a rate of 0.38 inch per year, and the sediment in the lake
had high fertility as measured in carbon and nitrogen.

(2) Turbidity and Sedimentation at Lake Chautauqua, Illinois
(Jackson and Starrett, 1959) studied turbidities due to wind and fish
resuspension of bottom sediments. This study concluded that due to the
soft nature of sediments in Lake Chautauqua, wind and fish activity
contributed to turbidity in the lake to the point that the lake rarely
became clear. The study also concluded that important duck food plants
had been adversely affected by a combination of sedimentation and severe
flooding.

(3) Sediment Deposition of Lake Chautauqua, Havana, Illinois
(Lee, 1976) studied the sedimentation from 1950 to 1976. It concluded that
the sedimentation rate during the study period was 0.3 inch per year.

b. Resource History and Description of Existing Features. Prior to
modern man’s arrival, the Illinois River floodplain around Lake Chautauqua
consisted of numerous lakes, sloughs, and backwaters. This was part of a
river ecosystem that was considered to be one of the most productive fresh-
water ecosystems in the world. In the early 1900's a combination of
deteriorating water quality from the discharge of Chicago sewage into the
Illinois River and construction of agricultural levees eliminated most of
these floodplain habitats. These and other perturbations have caused a
long-term decline in the ecological resources of the Illinois River Valley
(Mills, et al., 1966) which includes Lake Chautauqua.

The Chautauqua Drainage and Levee District was organized in 1916. The
district then proceeded to drain and levee the sloughs and backwaters of
the Illinois River for agriculture. The Lake Chautauqua area was farmed
until 1926 when it was abandoned due to recurrent flooding.

The Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge was created in 1936 with the
purchase of the Chautauqua Drainage and Levee District. Approximately

9 miles of levees were repaired and the 4,500-acre area (approximately
3,250 acres of water) began to be managed for migratory waterfowl. Water
levels were maintained by gravity flow only, relying on favorable water
levels on the river to either flood or to drain the lake.

Present ground elevations of the lake bed are approximately 430.5 NGVD.
The present elevations of the perimeter levee range from 441 to 449 NGVD



in the upper lake and from 436.5 to 442 NGVD in the lower lake. The
present elevations of the cross dike range from 439 to 446 NGVD, except
at the breach, where the elevation goes down to 428 NGVD.

Water control is achieved by the perimeter levee system, a cross dike
separating the north unit from the south unit, and other hydraulic con-
trols. The existing water control features are summarized in table 3-1.

Item

Northern
Perimeter
Levee

Southern
Perimeter
Levee

Cross Dike

Radial
Gate
Structure

West
Spillway

South
Spillway

TABLE 3-1

ist eatures Data

Location

North Unit

South Unit

Between North
and South Unit

North Unit

South Unit

South Unit

Description

3.0 miles of eroded
levee at average ele-
vation 442; heavy wooded
vegetation on outside
slopes; moderate wooded
vegetation on inside
slopes.

5.8 miles of eroded
levee at average ele-
vation 441; moderate
wooded vegetation in
most areas.

1.0 mile of eroded sand
levee with 12:1 (hori-
zontal:vertical) slopes
at elevation 441 with
light, woody vegetation

4 12-foot-wide radial
gates manually operated,
invert 433.5 NGVD.

2 components:

(a) 18 feet of stoplog
structure with sill at
433 with stoplog con-

trol to 437.5; and

(b) 300 feet of uncon-
trolled spillway at 437.5.

1,000 feet of uncontrolled
spillway at 437.5.

Remarks

Levee was re-
built to 446
circa 1960.

Levee was re-
bullt to 446
circa 1960.

Constructed in
1969 to elevation
4462; breached
circa 1970;
breach never
repaired.



TABLE 3-1 (Cont’'d)

Item Location Description Remarks
Gated Box On Quiver 2 components:
Culvert Creek in (a) Stoplog control of
South Unit Quiver Creek to make im-
poundment with spillway
at 439; and

(b) 3-foot x 3-foot slide
gate on box culvert for
water diversion to south
unit with invert at 433,

The existing cross dike was constructed in 1969 to divide the lake into
upper and lower pools of about 1,000 and 2,250 acres, respectively, in

order to improve water level management capability. Shortly after its

construction, wind and wave erosion created a breach in the cross dike

that prevented independent operation of each lake.

c. Land Use and Refuge Management Objectives. The boundaries of the
project area are approximately the same as those of the refuge. For the
purpose of habitat analysis, the project area 1s bordered by Meyer's Ditch
on the north, the riverward side of Liverpool Island on the west, the base
of the river floodplain bluff on the east, and the river side of the levee
at the downstream end. For the purpose of habitat analysis, the project
area has been classified into habitat types and acreages as shown in table
3-2.
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TABLE 3-2
S d ication

Ex abitat Classification

Non-Forested

Wetland
Aquatic (Shallow, Bottomland
(Deep Water) Open Water) Hardwoods, Grassland Total,
Component —Acres Acres _Acres —Acres _ Acres
North Unit
Upper Lake -- 1,000 100 -- 1,100
Upper Levee -- ~- 31 -- 31
Cross Dike -- -- 23 -- 23
South Unit
Lower Lake -- 2,250 300 -- 2,550
Lower Levee -- -- 64 -- 64
Liverpool Side
Channel Area
Liverpool Channel -- 70 -- - 70
Liverpool Island -- - 374 —_ 374
Total, Acres -- 3,320 892 -- 4,212

Currently, the mallard duck is the most important specles using the refuge.
Management operations are directed at providing shallow, flooded, moist
soil plants for migratory ducks (primarily dabblers), and open water areas
for loafing and sanctuary. When conditions permit, the elevation of the
lake(s) is drawn down in early summer to expose mudflats. Moist soil
plants such as smartweed, wild millet, and amaranth colonize the mudflats
and are allowed to mature until fall. The water elevation is gradually
raised approximately 6 to 12 inches, enough to flood the plants, yet leave
the seeds above the water. The entire drawdown, maturgtion, and flooeding
are timed to coincide with the fall migration of ducks.

Short- and long-range management goals are to increase submergent vegeta-
tion in the upper lake for diving ducks and secondarily for fish. Next in
priority are increasing moist soil plants in the lower lake for dabbling
ducks such as mallards. Outside of the leveed portion of the refuge,
objectives are to improve Liverpool side channel habitat and to create deep
water for wintering fish. Managers also will attempt to reestablish yellow
perch in the upper lake.

Previous plans for meeting the waterfowl management objectives for the

refuge included raising the entire 9-mile perimeter levee to an elevation
of 453 NGVD (an approximate 50-year river event), rehabilitating the cross
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dike, and installing a water control/pump structure to restore independent
operation of the upper and lower lakes. Refuge managers had been pursuing
these improvements prior to any EMP involvement.

In March 1988, the USFWS prepared an evaluation report generated from a
workshop on the restoration of Lake Chautauqua. The purpose of the work-
shop was to make recommendations concerning the future management and
developments of the refuge. Workshop participants from the State of
Illinois and the USFWS stated that the preferred option was raising the
entire perimeter levee to an elevation of 453 NGVD. The estimated cost

of this option ($22 million) made it unlikely to ever be implemented. The
USFWS's recommended alternative was a two-phase development of the upper
and lower lakes similar to the alternatives in this report.

In the forseeable future, the management goals and refuge operations

are unlikely to change. Productivity of aquatic and wetland (waterfowl)
resources available on the refuge are likely to deteriorate in the for-
seeable future without significant EMP involvement. Sedimentation is
projected to continue. As the bottom elevation increases due to sedimen-
tation, emergent aquatic vegetation (such as Sagittaria sp. and cattail)
should become reestablished. For a short period of time, waterfowl use
should improve somewhat., However, this will pass as the open water areas
succeed to scrub-shrub wetland dominated by willow (this is already
occurring in the lower lake near the overflow structure). Waterfowl use
of the area gradually will decline relative to the acreage of open water.

d. Wetland and Waterfowl Resources. The leveed area of Lower Lake
Chautauqua consists of about 2,250 acres of open water that is classified
as non-forested wetland. The average bottom elevation is approximately
431 NGVD. At a normal Illinois River pool elevation of 434 NGVD, the lake
averages only 2 to 3 feet deep. Approximately 364 acres of bottomland
hardwoods are present around the lower lake perimeter. Upper Lake
Chautauqua has approximately 1,000 acres of non-forested wetland (open
water) and 131 acres of bottomland forest. Submergent and emergent vege-
tation in both lakes varies from year to year depending upon the severity
of flooding that occurs from the Illinois River.

Species composition of the adjacent bottomland hardwood is mostly cotton-
wood, silver maple, and hackberry, except for a small parcel of pin oak
near the north radial gates. There are no mast-producing hardwoods in the
immediate floodplain vicinity. Overall, the forest stand age ranges from
sapling to mature parcels. Periodic levee maintenance over the refuge's
existence has resulted in a patchwork of successional stages of timber on
the levee itself.

Although the upper and lower lakes are currently managed as a single
(because of the breach in the cross dike) moist soil unit, they perform
this function very poorly due to the deleterious effects of irregular
flooding and siltation. These two impacts greatly hinder the reliable
production and availability of aquatic submergent and emergent food plants

12
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needed by migratory waterfowl. With a spillway elevation of only 437.5
NGVD (the elevation of the 2-year flood event is 443.5), the lower lake
is flooded at least once or twice annually.

Suspended sediments carried in by these floodwaters impede submergent and
emergent plant growth by decreasing light penetration and creating a soft,
flocculent lake bottom. This condition has been well documented at the
refuge by Bellrose, et al., (1979), which established an inverse relation-
Snlp between water level fluctuation and aquac1c pLdIlL g‘fOWLu The flood
of record that occurred in 1943 virtually eliminated from the refuge all
species of Potamogeton, which is highly preferred by waterfowl. Subsequent
floods eliminated other submergent aquatics such as coontail (Ceratophyllum
demersum) and wild celery (Vallisneria). Observations by refuge personnel
and Illinois Natural History Survey scientists indicate that these aquatic
arman o am ey e mnmt o tha 1alra ha in such ow densities that

pLd.llL bpeble:ﬁ dL e bLJ.J.J. pLesellu in e ilantc, Uut— 4All SuLil LU UTLIDOLLLITO uilau

they provide negligible benefits to waterfowl.

Following the decline of aquatic vegetation, waterfowl continued to use the
refuge in significant numbers, but they (primarily diving ducks) switched
to an alternate food source of fingernail clams (Spharidae spp.). In 1954,
however, the fingernail clam population precipitously declined due to a
combination of pollution factors (Mills, et al., 1966).

In addition to the detrimental effects of flooding, wind-generated waves
across the long fetch of the lake regularly resuspend clay and silt sedi-
ments. This resuspension further increases turbidity and liquifies the
bottom substrate. When aquatic vegetation was still present in the lake,
it minimized the effects of wind-generated resuspension (Jackson and
Starrett, 1959). This problem should be alleviated once a permanent
cover is reestablished.

The lack of aquatic vegetation is greatly exacerbated by the inability to
dewater the lake and to consolidate the sediments. The sill elevation of
the lower lake water control structure is 433 NGVD (which is 2 feet above
the average lake bottom elevation). Even when river water surface eleva-
tions permit, the lake can be drawn down far enough to expose only 200
acres (out of 3,300 total) of mudflats. This leaves 3,100 acres of floc-
culent lake bottom that rarely, if ever, dries out. The inability to com-
pletely dewater the lakes leaves the silty bottom sediments in a flocculent
and unconsolidated state. This condition has been well documented
(Starrett and McNeil, Jr., 1950). Any vegetation that does manage to
germinate on such substrates is frequently dislodged by wind-generated
waves,

Overall, waterfowl use at both the refuge and the entire Illinois River
Valley has declined significantly in the past 30 years (see figures 3-1

and 3-2). The downward trend in waterfowl use at Lake Chautauqua is well
documented from annual censuses performed by the Illinois State Natural
History Survey and the USFWS. Causes for the Illinois River Valley decline
have been well documented by studies such as Bellrose, et al. (1979).
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Other significant factors in this decline extend beyond the United States
border, such as the loss of breeding habitat in Canada.

Waterfowl use of the refuge and the Illinois River flyway has fluctuated
yearly since censuses began in the 1940’'s. However, since 1978, there has
been a steady decline in both the annual fall peak number of ducks in the
refuge and the total fall use days. In 1978, there was a peak of 215,000
ducks of all kinds at the refuge. This fell to a peak of only 56,000 in
1989. The total number of dabbling duck use days on the refuge in the fall
also declined from 6.4 million in 1978 to only 0.9 million in 1989. 1In
contrast to the dabblers, diving duck use of the river valley and the
refuge has remained fairly constant following a precipitous decline in
1955. From 1950 to 1954, total fall diving duck use days on the river
ranged from 8.5 to 16.0 million. From 1955 until present, fall use days
for divers has not exceeded 3.3 million. Bellrose, et al. (1979)
attributed this to "... a catastrophic loss of fingernail clams ...."

e. Aquatic Resources. Historically, Lake Chautauqua had a diverse
and productive fishery that was attractive to both commercial fishermen and
anglers. The health of the fishery seemed to decline in stages related to
certain biological, physical, and man-induced factors. The most detri-
mental effect was the artificial manipulation of water levels for waterfowl
and irregular flooding from the Illinois River. 1In spite of this, the
refuge’s fishery was still excellent in its early years (1930's).

A significant decline in the lake’s aquatic vegetation occurred following
two major flood events in the 1940's. This caused a further decline of the
fishery. A 10-year fishery investigation of the lake by Starrett and Fritz
(1965) from 1950-1959 still showed the presence of 64 species. That same
study also concluded that fluctuating water levels "... was probably the
single most important factor affecting the dynamics of the fish population
of Lake Chautauqua.” The 1960’'s and 1970's saw an even greater increase

in siltation rates (Bellrose, et al., 1983) that virtually eliminated any
quality fishery. The flocculent lake bottom, ongoing silt deposition, and
lack of vegetation have caused such a decline in the quality of the fishery
that it now consists mostly of rough fish; drum, catfish, and bullhead.

Periodic fish kills occur when water levels remain low for extended
periods. Because of the inability to drain the lower lake, fish are
trapped, even when the water control structure is open completely. At
present, use of the lake for a sport fishery is sporadic. During periods
of high water, other species such as bass, bluegill, and crappie will
sometimes temporarily utilize 1it,
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Immediately adjacent to the levee and surrounding the lake are Liverpool
Ditch (lower lake) and Meyer’s Ditch (upper lake). These channels were
created during the construction of the levee. At a point just above the
cross dike, Liverpool Ditch intersects the main river. The additional
water from the main river creates a "flowing” side channel for approxi-
mately 3 miles until it rejoins the river. It is one of the few remaining
side channels on the entire Illinois River (Havera 1980). Sedimentation
in the ditch, however, has eliminated most of its aquatic value. When the
ditch was excavated in about 1922, its elevation is estimated to have been
between 416 and 418 NGVD, or about 13 feet below flat pool elevation of
429.4. The average bottom elevation of the channel presently is 430 NGVD
and thus provides no permanent water. High flows during flood episodes
appear to maintain the channel boundary between the levee and the land mass
between Liverpool Ditch and the Illinois River, created by the silting in
of Liverpool Lake, henceforth referred to as Liverpool Island.

Management of the lake for fish is secondary to waterfowl. Fish management
is thwarted by the frequent overtopping of the levees which allows reintro-
duction of rough fish into the lake. Since the lake cannot be completely
drained, it is difficult to eliminate rough fish. There is no active fish
management other than the permitting of commercial fishermen to harvest
rough fish. 1In 1989, 13 permittees harvested 176,183 pounds of carp,
buffalo, and drum. At present, there is no fish sampling program within
Lake Chautauqua to provide information on sportfish.

The USFWS plans to reintroduce yellow perch to the refuge following
completion of the EMP project. Yellow perch, which were once common in
lakes along the Illinois River until 1943, have not been collected at Lake
Chautauqua since before 1975. They are now virtually extirpated from the
I1linois River . As the aquatic vegetation began to decline, so did the
yellow perch population.

f. WVater Quality. Water quality is possibly the most important
single factor that controls the health of the lake’s aquatic resources;
suspended sediments and dissolved oxygen probably are the two most
important parameters for aquatic organisms. The influx of sediments from
the Illinois River causes elevated turbidity levels that decrease light
penetration. This limits the depth at which rooted aquatic vegetation can
survive. As this suspended sediment enters the quiet water of the lake, it
settles out on the lake bottom. The levee around the refuge exacerbates
this problem by retaining silt-laden floodwaters after floodwaters recede.

Due to the long expanses of open water in the lake, wind-generated waves
(and rough fish to a lesser degree) tend to resuspend these sediments
during non-flood periods. This resuspension creates an additional problem
for aquatic vegetation because the lake bottom never solidifies. Vegeta-
tion that does manage to become established often is uprooted by wave/wind
action. This problem is well documented and discussed on the Illinois
River (Mills, et al., 1966).
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g. Bottomliand Hardwoods. The most significant non-aquatic habitat
within the leveed area is Melz Slough (see plate 2), a 100-acre parcel o
floodplain forest located in the southwest corner of the upper lake. This
is a mature stand of bottomland forest dominated by silver maple, cotton-
wood, ash, and hackberry. This stand produces most of the wood ducks
hatched on the refuge. Melz Slough also provides important habitat for
wintering bald eagles. The slough is a designated "Natural Area” repre-
sentative of high quality bottomland hardwood forest that was once common

along the Illinois River. Outside of the leveed area are approximately

800 acres of upland and bottomland forest. There is a wide variation in
the quality of this 800 acres. The 374 acres on Liverpool Island is mature
floodplain forest similar to that found in other tracts along the river.
Cottonwood, silver maple, green ash, and hackberry dominate the canopy.
Among this 800 acres is approximately 118 acres of second growth forest
located on the upper and lower lake levees and cross dike. This 118 acres
includes all forest growth from the riverward toe of the levee to the
lakeside toe. All of this forest has been classified as bottomland hard-
woods for this report, in spite of the fact that the elevation of much of
the levee is indicative of an upland environment, most noticeably on the
crown of the levee. Because of the narrow width of the levee, it was
difficult to delineate between upland and bottomland. Except for the
highest portions of the levee, where some species of oak (Quercus sp.) and
mulberry were growing, the species composition was relatively similar to
the adjacent floodplain forest. The maturity of these 118 acres varied
considerably. All of this forest is second growth timber originating no
earlier than when the levee was constructed in the early 1900‘s. Since
its construction, the upper and lower lake levees were repaired, as needed,
in specific locations. This has resulted in a patchwork of stands. Some
portions of the levee have trees that are up to 70 years old, while at
other locations where the levee has recently been repaired they may be
less than 10. All the trees on the cross dike have volunteered since its
construction in 1965 and consist of very low quality, immature stands that
are more of a scrub-shrub environment.

The eastern edge of the refuge is bordered by oak-hickory forest on a
sandy bluff about 70 feet above the lake. This eastern boundary is the
only portion of the refuge that is virtually free from flooding. Numerous
springs emerge from the bluff along the 4 miles of eastern shoreline.
These springs sometime generate enough flow to affect lake drawdown.

Approximately 28 species of mammals have been identified on the refuge, the
most common of which are red fox, eastern cottontail rabbit, raccoon, fox
squirrel, beaver, muskrat, and mice. Muskrats are of particular importance
due to the damage they inflict upon the refuge levee. White-tailed deer
are also common throughout the refuge.

h. Endangered Species. The federally endangered American bald eagle
is commonly found on the refuge during the winter months. Eagles commonly
use the Melz Slough area during the winter months as a roosting area and
feed on winter-killed fish in the refuge.
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The peregrine falcon also is observed occasionally during migration but
does not nest or remain on the refuge for extended periods.

There is a possibility that the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) could use the
Liverpool Ditch corridor since it provides a habitat very similar to that
favored by bats in the summer months. Indiana bats prefer small streams
with adequate riparian vegetation to form a closed canopy or tunnel-like
environment over the stream. The stream corridor approaches this habitat
type at some locations near the junction of Meyer’s and Liverpool Ditches.
However, to date there is no information to indicate their presence.

The decurrent false aster (Boltonia decurrens), which is a federally
threatened plant, has historically been found in Mason County and more
recently in adjoining Fulton County. No recent specimens have been found
in or near the refuge.

Several State-listed species also have been observed in the refuge
vicinity. A heron rookery is located north of the project area in Clear
Lake. 1In addition to the great egret and the great blue heron, the black-
crowned night heron is known to frequent that area. It is likely that the
black crown also uses the refuge area on occasion. The pied billed grebe
also is seen regularly on the refuge.

i. Cultural Resources. For more than 70 years, the Illinois River
has been known for the high frequency of prehistoric cultural resources
and major archeological investigations. Archeological assessment and
evaluation of the proposed Lake Chautauqua HREP to contain historic
properties potentially eligible to the National Register of Historic Places
was conducted through a joint effort of the State of Illinois, the Corps,
and the USFWS. Coordination with the Illinois State Historic Preservation
Office (SHPO) concerning the Lake Chautauqua HREP is required by the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended); Executive Order
11593; and Title 36 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 60-66 and 800
(as appropriate). The purpose of this section is to summarize the cultural
resources and coordination.

Rock Island District historic/cultural scoping revealed limited potential
for historic properties, due to the preponderance of inundated lands.
Documentary research indicated that the subject area was formerly wetlands.
The Corps provided this information and proposed project details to the
USFWS, Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, Minnesota, for coordination with the
SHPO.

On November 15, 1989, the SHPO recommended a Phase I archeological survey
along the areas of Liverpool and Meyer'’s Ditches, an archeological survey
following dewatering of the lake, and possible trenching to determine if
sedimentation had buried cultural deposits (Appendix A, page A-1). To
address these concerns, representatives from the SHPO; the Corps; the
USFWS; Western Illinois State University, Macomb, Illinoils; and the
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Illinois State Museum’s Dickson Mounds Museum, Lewiston, Illinois, met on
site December 11, 1989.

This meeting was convened to address the concerns of the SHPO and
interested parties in an attempt to reduce the potential for affecting
cultural resources through the avoidance of high potential areas through
protection and preservation. An informal reconnaissance of the levee
revealed disturbed sandy soil from previous levee construction. Dewatering
of the lake bed for historical/cultural investigative purposes would not
provide a stable, dry surface conducive to exploratory trenching.. By con-
fining proposed construction dredging to historic ditches and areas of low
relief, an archeological survey was determined to be unnecessary. Proposed
construction details also revealed that lake sediments and slurry remaining
after dewatering the lake would not provide suitable survey visibility, and
flocculate levels would prohibit surface testing and access.

During the December 1989 meeting, concerns also were expressed on effects
to the Liverpool Lake site, a National Register of Historic Places eligible
prehistoric occupation or village site, located adjacent to the Lake
Chautauqua HREP. Although the Liverpool Lake site is not located directly
within the Lake Chautauqua HREP, potential affects to the Liverpool Lake
site associated with excavating Liverpool Ditch were considered.

Increased flow and velocities from proposed construction in the area of the
entrance to Liverpool Ditch could increase erosion. Therefore, riprap was
proposed for this area to reduce erosion to Liverpool Island which contains
the NRHP eligible Liverpool Lake site. The riprap would be placed without
additional disturbance to the site. This remedial riprap would be moni-
tored annually by USFWS personnel.

On April 26, 1990, the USFWS provided the proposed dredging and riprapping
modifications to the SHPO for approval (Appendix A, page A-3). The SHPO
concurred with the Corps and USFWS finding of no significant historic
properties and stated that the Lake Chautauqua HREP was in compliance with
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (Appendix A,
pages A-5 and A-7).

Through December 1990 to January 1991, the Corps determined that the level
of existing flood protection throughout the Lake Chautauqua HREP was in
error due to levee damage from previous overtopping events. For the proj-
ect to be feasible, levee and cross dike repair became the primary objec-
tives, and the ensuing changes in design plans were provided to the USFWS
for recoordination with the SHPO. Due to the proposed cross dike repair,
the USFWS also recommended that the Corps consider the construction of a
boat ramp and parking area for access to the upper lake.

On January 18, 1991, the USFWS received notification from the SHPO that
the levee and cross dike enhancement, related dredging activities, the
boat ramp and parking area, and disposal areas would have the potential
to affect undocumented, buried historic properties. The SHPO recommended
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a Phase I archeological survey of the aforementioned improvements and
related activities.

On February 11, 1991, the SHPO requested that the Corps-documented finding
of no significant historic properties for the Lake Chautauqua HREP be docu-
mented by an Archeological Survey Short Report (ASSR). A documents search
and geomorphological analysis were conducted of the areas that the SHPO
recommended for a Phase I archeological reconnaissance or avoidance. The
Corps ASSR was provided to the USFWS and recommended project approval under
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Act, as amended, and
its implementing regulation, 36 CFR Part 800: "Protection of Historic
Properties.” On March 20, 1991, the SHPO concurred with the Corps and

the USFWS Finding of No Significant Properties for the proposed Lake
Chautaugua HREP (An
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j. Sedimentation. A sedimentation study was conducted to evaluate
sedimentation in Lake Chautauqua. The scope of this study, as presented
in this section, consisted of determining net erosion from 1909 (pre-
9-foot Illinois Waterway) through 1989 and evaluating proposed project
impacts on sedimentation.

Baseline elevations were established from 1909 and 1935 topographic maps.
Additional topographic photography was taken during 1988, and hydrographic
surveys were performed during 1988, 1989, and 1990. Elevations in 1909 and
1935 were compared with present elevations to determine net changes. All
the data were collected and input into a digital terrain modeling program.
This program analyzes the modeled surfaces and can produce a report showing
the volumetric change between the surfaces as cut (erosion) and fill (sedi-
mentation). This analysis gives an average sedimentation rate of 0.39 inch
per year in the entire lake.

Sedimentation in Liverpool Ditch was determined to estimate the life of
the proposed channel. The 1909 maps showed what is now Liverpool Ditch as
being the same elevation as the surrounding soil, approximately 431 NGVD.
The 1935 maps show a clearly defined ditch but give no soundings. It
appears that the ditch is actually the result of excavation of borrow for
the construction of the perimeter levee. No excavation plans or sections
were available. An estimate of the original excavation section was made
with knowledge of the original levee section and the borings. This infor-
mation leads to an original ditch at least 12 feet deep. The estimated
annual sedimentation rate in the ditch is approximately 1.94 inches per
year.
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4. PROJECT OBJECTIVES

a. Objectives and Potential Enhancement. The project goals,
objectives, and enhancement potential are summarized in table 4-1. The
first two columns of numbers indicate the number of Average Annual Habi-
tat Units (AAHUs) calculated over the 50-year project life. For example:
Over 50 years, an average of 2,099 Habitat Units (HUs) will be produced on
the upper and lower lakes without the implementation of any alternatives.
If water control is implemented, this will increase to an average of 3,655
HUs per year over 50 years. The second set of numbers shows that at pres-
ent there are only 200 acres of submergent/emergent vegetation on the two

fadm == mama e ~masn o mishema s ae

emergent vegetation. Potential alternatives were developed in considera-
tion of improving existing habitat weaknesses and utilizing resource
opportunities. Detailed development of alternatives is presented in
Section 5.

b. Criteria for Potential Alternatives. Table 4-2 presents general
and specific criteria developed to evaluate potential alternatives. Poten-
tial alternatives are presented in Section 5 and evaluated in Section 6.

c. Proposed Management Plan. Tables 4-3 and 4-4 present the proposed
management plan for the upper and lower lakes. These plans were prepared
by the USFWS and IDOC biologists in conjunction with Corps of Engineers
staff.

This proposed management plan is based on management practices implemented
at other waterfowl refuges where it has proven to be an effective strategy
for establishing submergent vegetation. This management technique has been
successfully used at Agassiz National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) in Minnesota,
Swan Lake NWR in Missouri, and DeSoto Bend NWR in Nebraska. Water level
drawdown with gradually increasing depths also is recommended as a standard
management practice in Smith, et al. (1989). It also takes fish management
objectives into consideration with negligible waterfowl impacts.
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TABLE 4-1
Project Goals, Objectives, and Enhancement Potential

Enhancement Potential

Habitat Units Generated

by WHAG Analysis Physical Value Based
Potential Without With Without With
Goal Objective Alternative Unit Alternative Alternative Unit Alternative Alternative
Enhance Increase sub- Provide Water Average v 2,099 3,635 Acres of 200 3,250
Waterfoul mergent and Control Annual Submergent/
Habitat emergent vege- Upper & Lower Habitat Emergent
tation Lake) Unit Vegetation
i
\ Barrier Average 722 75 Acres of 0 300
Istands 2/ Annual Submergent
(Upper Lake Habitat Vegetation
only) Unit
Enhence Create flowing Side Chan- Average 3 16 Surface Acres 0 10 ¥
Fishery side channel and nel Excava- Annual of Flowing
Habitat deepwater slough tion 74 Habitat Channel
habitat Unit
Reduce sedimenta- Raise Levee 2/ 2/ 2/ Annual Acre- 100 50
tion Above Minimum feet of
Management Plan Sedimentation
Requirements

v The average number of habitat units generated over the 50-year project life for target species only.

2/ A Barrier Island would consist of a formed embankment which would function as a breakwater to dampen wave action and reduce re-suspension
of

sediment. This alternative affects the upper Lake only.

3/ side Channel Excavation would consist of excavating & side channel of the Illinois Waterway that would provide flowing water habitat.

4/ This does not include any benefits from the 4 acres created by the pump station access channel.

3/ Not assessed due to economic infeasibility.



A.

B.

C.

TABLE 4-2

Potential Alternatives Development Criteria

Item

General Criteria

Locate and construct features
consistent with EMP directives.

Construct features consistent with
Federal, State, and local laws.

Develop features that can be
monitored.

Locate and construct features
consistent with best engineering
practice.

Water Control

Locate on lands that enhance
waterfowl support.

Locate excavation in areas of
lowest historical elevations.

Provide features that allow
independent operation of the
north and south units.

Provide reliable levee system
consistent with management goals.

Side Channel Excavation Site Criteria

Locate channel to enhance
fishery habitat.

Design channel diversion point
to provide stable flows.

Locate site on Government-
owned lands,
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Purpose of Criteria

Comply with Public Law
99-662 regarding enhancement
of fish and wildlife habitat.

Comply with environmental
laws.

Provide baseline of project
effects (e.g., sedimentation,
stability, water quality).

Provide basis for project
evaluation and alternative
selection.

Improve existing habitat
suitability for waterfowl.

Minimize possibility of
encountering archeological
sites which exist in area.

Allow south unit to be
operated as a moist soil unit
and the north unit to be
operated as a stable level
lake.

Provide flood protection to
meet seasonal/annual goals.

Improve existing habitat
suitability for fish.

Ensure navigation channel
and archeological sites are
not affected.

Meet program guidance and
provide clear ownership of
material placement sites.



TABLE 4-3

ho] 1
rroposecu i

Year Management Action
1 Dewater the lake following a

levee overtopping river elevation
exceeding a 10-year event.

2 Gradually increase water levels
using spring flow and stock with
yellow perch and other predatory
sport fish,

3-10 Maintain optimum water depths
for diving ducks of 3 to 4 feet
in summer/fall, up to 6 feet in
winter (434-436), and re-stock
as necessary.

Month

June-September

October-December

January-May

Purpose

Solidify lake bottom,
establish submergent
vegetation, and eliminate

Establish submergent
vegetation and reestablish
predatory fish to control

rough fish.

TABLE 4-4

Management Action

Dewater lake by gravity or
pump station.

Gradually increase average
water depth.

Maintain water levels as
high as possible (437.5
maximum due to existing
elevations of spillways) by:

a. Using Quiver Creek diver-
sion gate; or

b. Capturing river flows
exceeding 433 (concrete sill
of existing west spillway stop-
log structure).
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Provide optimum water depths
for waterfowl resources. Max-
imum elevation of 436 mini-
mizes impacts to bottomland
hardwoods in Melz Slough.

Proposed Annual Management Plan for Lower Lake

Purpose

Establish moist soil
vegetation.

Provide moist soil
plants for dabbling
ducks during fall
migration.

Minimize overtopping
flood damage and enhance
fishery and furbearer
habitat.



5. ALTERNATIVES

Habitat enhancement alternatives consist of construction features in com-
bination with appropriate resource management that meet specific habitat
goals and objectives. Alternatives were developed using the following
process: (1) Existing habitat weaknesses and opportunities were identified
through existing data or application of habitat analyses (i.e., WHAG);

(2) goals and objectives then were developed in response to these habitat
weaknesses/opportunities; and (3) alternatives then were developed to meet
specific objectives. Alternatives normally should be measurable from a
physical sense (acres, turbidity, etc.) and from a habitat value sense
(habitat suitability index, habitat unit, etc.).

a. Alternative A - No Federal Action. No Federal action would
consist of no Federal funds being provided to meet the project purposes.
State and local funds would be required to restore and enhance wetland and
aquatic habitat.

b. Alternative B - Water Control. This alternative consists of
hydraulically separating the upper lake from the lower lake by repairing
the existing breach in the cross dike and by raising the upper lake levee
system. The upper lake then would function as a stable level lake with the
intent to establish submergent vegetation throughout the 1,000-acre lake.
The lower lake with approximately 2,250 acres would be operated as a moist
soil unit.

This alternative consists of 7 construction features: (l) a cross dike and
upper lake perimeter levee raise; (2) modification of the existing radial
gate structure; (3) construction of a pump station; (4) construction of a
gravity outlet for the upper lake; (5) construction of a stoplog structure
in the lower lake; (6) excavation of drainage channels in the lower lake;
and (7) construction of a replacement boat ramp.

Floodwater entry would be prevented by raising the perimeter levee system
to a 10-year event elevation, which is considered the minimum height to
meet the management plan presented in table 4-3. Adjacent borrow would be
used for levee construction. During operational dewatering of the upper
lake, drainage would follow the natural sloping terrain to the south,
intercept the adjacent borrow ditch of the cross dike, and be pumped out by
the pump station. See Section 8 for additional levee height considerationms
and levee embankment erosion protection.

Interior water control would be provided by a combination of the new pump
station and an existing radial gate structure in the upper lake. Lower
lake water control would be provided by a combination of new stoplog
structure, pump station, excavation of drainage channels, and the existing
Quiver Creek diversion structure. In the upper lake, water supply for
filling purposes would come from natural seepage springs. Quiver Creek
would be the water supply source for the lower lake.
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This alternative also includes replacing the existing boat ramp which
presently serves the south unit. Because the lower lake unit will be
operated as a moist soil unit with full drawdown capability and the breech
in the cross dike will be closed, the existing boat ramp will essentially
become nonfunctional. Operation of the upper lake as a stable water unit
(average depth of 3 to 4 feet) will necessitate a boat ramp for management

purposes.

c. Alternative C - Barrier Islands. This alternative consists of
constructing earthen embankments that would function as breakwaters. Wind-
generated waves would be prevented from reaching the leeward side of the
islands. With the elimination of significant waves, unconsolidated bottom
sediments would consolidate and provide suitable substrate for the estab-
lishment of submergent vegetation.

d. Alternative D - Side Channel Excavation. This alternative
consists of excavating sediments from Liverpool Ditch to provide usable
flowing side channel habitat. Currently, while the ditch flows at normal
pool elevations, the existing condition provides very little benefit. At
flows near flat pool, the existing ditch is approximately 1 inch deep.

Consideration was given to excavating 1.2 or 3.6 miles of side channel.
Flowing side channel could be provided by excavating along the existing
Liverpool Ditch and exiting at the existing confluence, a distance of 3.6
miles paralleling the existing levee system. Side channel also could be
provided by excavating the same ditch with exit through Liverpool Island,
a distance of 1.2 miles. These distances are both measured from the water
control pump station to distinguish additional side channel habitat from
the required channel to the pump station which is needed for water supply
purposes.

Regardless of the selected lengths, this alternative consists of four
general features/reaches: (1) channel excavation from the mouth to the
pump station needed for water supply purposes; (2) channel excavation from
the pump station to the river confluence; (3) a channel entrance closure
structure to minimize future side channel sedimentation; and (4) a deep-
water slough off of the main channel for wintering fish.

e. Alternative E - Sedimentation Reduction. This alternative con-
sists of raising the entire perimeter levee to the 50-year flood event,
approximately 453 NGVD.
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6. EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE PLANS

The alternatives listed in Section 5 were evaluated based on engineering
considerations, local restrictions or constraints, and their ultimate
contribution to the project goals and objectives. These development
criteria are summarized in table 4-2. Alternatives that were not feasible
for engineering or other considerations were not subject to further evalua-
tion. Once this screening was completed, the remaining alternatives were
evaluated from an incremental cost viewpoint., The average annual costs
were compared to the AAHUs to determine the optimum size and configuration
of the altermnatives.

A numerical habitat appraisal methodology was used to evaluate existing
conditions, to predict the future with- and without-project conditions,

and to ultimately derive the HU values that were used in the incremental
analysis procedure. The selected methodology was developed by the Missouri
Department of Conservation (MDOC) and the Soil Conservation Service and is
known as the Wildlife Habitat Appraisal Guide (WHAG). WHAG incorporates
concepts from a similar technique known as HEP (Habitat Evaluation Proce-
dures) developed by the USFWS, whereby wildlife habitat value can be
quantified numerically.

Qualitative and quantitative assessments of the habitat types were accom-
plished by the WHAG study team comprised of members from the IDOC, USFWS,
and the Corps. The team developed Habitat Suitability Indices (HSIs) for
each habitat type based on the numeric ranking of site characteristics.

The HSI values provide an indicator of the habitat quality for a particular
target specles based on the life requisites (food, cover, etc.) of the
target species. HUs then were generated by multiplying HSI values by the
acreage of that particular habitat type.

The annual calculated HUs for each alternative are subsequently annualized
over the 50-year life of the project and compared to the summation of the
annualized first cost and the estimated annual operation and maintenance
costs. The increment with the minimum cost per HU then was identified.
This comparison is shown in table 6-1.

a. Alternative A - No Federal Action. This alternative would not
meet the project objectives of improving wetland and aquatic habitat.

b. Alternative B - Water Control. Providing water control in the
upper lake would increase submergent vegetation on nearly 1,000 acres of
wetland. The increment of adding the lower lake would increase the wetland
vegetation by approximately 2,250 acres of emergent vegetation with minimal
additional cost. The incremental analysis in table 6-1 shows that pro-
viding water control capability in both the upper and lower lakes is the
best use of funds on a cost-per-HU basis. Section 8 provides additional
design and construction considerations regarding the levee height and levee
embankment erosion protection.
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TABLE 6-1

rison Alternatives and Incr tal Analyses

Habitat Value Gain Cost Per Gained Habitat Value

Annual Cost 1__

Total
Annualt  Incremental Incremental Incremental
Alternative Increment $ $ AAHU AAHU $/AAHU $/AAHU
Water Upper 258,700 627 413
Control Lake
26,000 909 29
Upper and 284,700 1,536 185
Lower Lake
Barrier 2.0 Miles 51,400 53 970
Island
Side 1.2 Miles 2 76,900 13 5,900
Channel

1 annualized costs include initial construction costs and annual operation and maintenance costs based on a
50-year project life, 8.750 interest rate.

2 channel increment from pump station downstream to confluence with main river channel.
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c. Alternative C - Barrier Islands. Barrier islands in the upper
lake would break up the approximately 2-mile wind fetch distance. Barrier
islands of approximately 2 miles in length would be required to provide
protection from wave-related resuspension of sediments on the leeward side
of the islands. This should enhance consolidation of the soft sediments
to allow establishment of submergent vegetation. The acreage of submergent
vegetation would be limited to the acreage in the shadow of the islands.

d. Alternative D - Side Channel Excavation. Excavation to provide
flowing side channel is considered to be very beneficial because of the
conspicuous lack of flowing side channel on the Illinois River (Havera
1980). The 3.6-mile reach was eliminated as a potential increment due to
an Iinitial high cost of approximately $2.6 million. Increments of other
lengths for Liverpool Ditch excavation were not evaluated for the following
reasons: (1) The 1.2-mile reach is the only route short of dredging the
entire ditch that avoids cutting through Liverpool Lake; (2) shorter
lengths would cause the channel connection to be excavated through loca-
tions of known archeological sites; and (3) the proposed alignment follows
a former natural side channel bed. It is also noted that the existing WHAG
model cannot differentiate fish benefits based on differences in channel
lengths alone. For example, a 0.5-mile channel will have one-half the
benefits of a 1-mile channel and one-fourth the benefits of a 2-mile
channel.

Figure 9-1 shows that the Average Annual Habitat Units (AAHUs) generated
by the side channel improvement increase from 3 AAHUs without the project
to 16 with the project. is was a 400+ percent improvement, or the
highest of any alternatives evaluated. The fact that the WHAG analysis
showed an increase of only 13 AAHUs is not an indication that Liverpool
Channel improvement is a marginal benefit. The low numerical increase is
misleading for the two reasons discussed below.

The species models for walleye, catfish, and largemouth bass only calculate
the benefits to fish in Liverpool Ditch. Actually, the side channel and
backwater pocket will provide wintering habitat for fish from more distant
locations in the pool. Fisheries studies have shown that overwintering
fish will migrate several miles to utilize temporary winter habitats. At
this time, the fish models cannot quantify the benefits accruing to the
fishes in other locations of LaGrange pool. If one could determine the
amount of these additional acres and calculate their Habitat Suitability
Indices (HSIs), the resulting AAHU improvement would be several times
greater than the 13 generated in this analysis. Such an analysis would

be possible but would demand considerably more time and effort than is
possible in the preparation of the Definite Project Report.

The HSI for channel catfish, walleye, and largemouth bass under existing
conditions is 0.1 for each species (where 0 equals no habitat value for
that species and 1 means that all life requirements are met). By target
year 20 after construction, the HSI increases to .61 for catfish, .54 for
walleye, and .72 for largemouth bass. The fact that only 13 AAHUs were
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generated is due more to the fact that only 11.6 acres of habitat are
affected compared to the several thousand improved for waterfowl.

e. Alternative E - Sediment Reduction. Sediment reduction would
be desirable to prolong the useful life of this valuable wetland habitat.
Raising the cross dike to protect from a 50-year event was briefly con-
sidered. This level of protection is considered a minimum to significantly
reduce sediment. This alternative was eliminated from further considera-
tion because it was prohibitively expensive at $15 million. 1In addition,
50-year levee elevations have typically not been supported by cost-benefit
analyses completed for similar projects.
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7. SELECTED PLAN WITH DETAILED DESCRIPTION

a. General Description.

The alternatives of water control and

flowing side channel (see plate 2) were selected to be recommended for

project construction.

These alternatives were individually evaluated

relative to the project goals and objectives as presented in Section 6.

b. Water Control.
table 7-1.

tem
1. Existing cross dike
and perimeter levee
raise
2. Existing radial gate

structure modifica-
tion

3. New pump station

4. New gravity outlet
in upper lake

5. New stoplog struc-
ture in lower lake

REVISED JUNE 1991

The water control features are summarized in

TABLE 7-1

Water Control Features

Description

Raised levee to a 10-year

elevation (449 NGVD)

Existing concrete sill
elevation raised 4 feet

with integral gated
gravity openings

Concrete gated structure
with 41,000 gpm capacity

Concrete gated structure

with 60-inch diameter
plpe

Concrete stoplog structure

with 4 bays of 5 feet
opening reach
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Feature's Purpose

Provides flood protec-
tion against 10-year
events

Structure modification
provides 10-year level
of protection and al-
lows gravity drainage
to existing sill ele-
vation of 433

Provides capability
to: (1) dewater upper
and lower lakes; (2)
pump from the river to
the upper and/or lower
lake; and (3) connect
the upper and lower
lakes by gravity flow

Provides capability
to: (1) gravity con-
trol/dewater the upper
lake; and (2) allow
river water supply to
the upper lake

Provides capability to
gravity dewater the
lower lake



TABLE 7-1 (Cont'd)

Item De tion Feature's Purpose
6. New drainage chan- Excavated drainage chan- Ensures gravity flow
nels in the south nels/ditches from the south lake to
lake the proposed stoplog
structure and pump
station
7. Replacement boat Single-lane ramp with Provides lake access
ramp in upper lake associated parking for management person-

nel and mitigates the
loss of boat ramp
usage of the south
lake during drawdown
periods

Tables 4-3 and 4-4 summarize proposed management plans to meet project
goals and objectives for the upper and lower lakes, respectively. The
selected water control features of table 7-1 are consistent with these
plans. General water control instructions for the upper and lower lakes
are presented in table 11-2,

The upper lake will be managed as a stable water lake to meet fishery and
waterfowl objectives. The improved levee system will provide a 10-year
level of protection. The modified radial gates will allow floodwater entry
prior to forecasted overtopping events, which will minimize levee over-
topping damage. Floodwaters in the lake will drainm by gravity back to the
river through: (1) the same radial gates; (2) the gated openings of the
modified radial gate sill; and (3) through the upper lake gravity outlet
structure. The gated openings of the modified radial gate sill and the
upper lake gravity outlet will allow partial dewatering by gravity during
seasonal low river flows. The pump station will provide complete dewater-
ing capability. After dewatering, water levels in the upper lake will be
established and maintained by using: (1) the adjacent bluff seepage flows;
(2) diverted Quiver Creek flows; and/or (3) the pump station, respectively.

The lower lake will be managed as a moist soil unit during June through
December of each year. Water should be drained by gravity through the
proposed stoplog structure when low river levels allow. The pump station
will have the capability to completely dewater the south unit. Once moist
soil plants are established, water levels will be increased gradually from
1 to 2 feet in depth during the fall migration by using the existing Quiver
Creek diversion as the water source. After the fall migration, water
levels could be increased until the spillway elevations are reached
(approximately 5 to 6 feet in depth), if it was determined to be beneficial
by the site manager.
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(1) Cross Dike and Upper Lake Perimeter Levee. To achieve the
goal of separate operation of the upper lake as a stable level lake and the
lower lake as a moist soil management unit, it is necessary to have a
functional cross dike and perimeter levee. The purpose of this section is
to present the selected construction plan of the cross dike and perimeter

levee.

It is proposed to raise and strengthen the cross dike and upper lake levee
by excavating adjacent soil for placement as levee embankments. The levees
will be raised to elevation 449, a 10-year river event. The side slopes of
the cross dike will be 6:1 Horizontal:Vertical (H:V) on the downstream
slope with 4:1 on the upstream slope. The perimeter levee slopes will be
4:1. The completed embankment will be seeded. Maintenance mowing will be
required on a central 30-foot-wide zone. Within this zone on the cross
dike, a 10-foot-wide crushed stone access road will be provided for access
to the pump station. A 40-foot-wide non-disturbed zone will separate the
borrow edge from the levee toe. The borrow will be approximately 50 feet
wide at the top, 25 feet at the bottom, and 10 feet deep.

It is proposed to require the north lake to be dewatered during construc-
tion, which will serve several purposes: (1) facilitates excavation and
embankment placement; (2) provides consolidation of lake bed sediments; and
(3) provides opportunity to eliminate all rough fish which impact rooted
vegetation growth and increase suspended sediments. To most efficiently
eliminate rough fish, it is proposed that the upper lake be maintained in
a dewatered condition over several winter months. Due to the presence of
spring flow, fish populations may still survive. It is proposed to apply
a fish toxicant (rotenone) at recommended rates/precautions to accomplish
complete rough fish removal. Application of this treatment after ice melt
and prior to flood flows would increase toxicity due to water temperature.
This process has been used successfully on several Illinois river lakes by
the IDOC.

(2) Modification of the Existing Radial Gate Structure. The
top of the steel gates of the radial gate structure is elevation 445.5.
An approximate 4-foot raise is needed to meet the proposed 10-year level
of protection. A 4-foot-high concrete sill will be placed on the existing
concrete sill to provide this equivalent protection. Stoplogged openings,
each 3 feet high by 4 feet wide, through this sill will be provided to
allow gravity drainage of the upper lake to the existing gate sill eleva-
tion of 433.5. A total of 8 such openings in conjunction with the pump
station gates and upper lake gravity outlet were required to provide
interior water levels within 0.5 foot of exterior river levels within
7 days of the river reaching a constant elevation. Riprap will be placed
around the structure to minimize erosion damage.

(3) Pump Station. It was required to have the flexibility to
pump from both the upper and lower lakes and from the river to either lake
to meet the management plan (see tables 4-3 and 4-4). Therefore, the pump
station was located at the intersection of the cross dike and the perimeter
levee. The pump station was sized to meet several drawdown scenarios. To
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meet the management objectives shown in tables 4-2 through 4-4, a station
capacity of 41,000 gpm was selected. Operational drawdown times are pre-
sented in table 11-2. The selected pump will be a horizontal propeller
type with a 36-inch discharge tube.

(4) Gravity Outlet for Upper Lake. A gravity outlet is needed
to meet drawdown requirements of the upper lake. This structure will be
a 60-inch-diameter culvert with a sluice gate/gatewell on the river side.
Trash racks will be provided at both ends due to potential flow reversal
and associated debris. The structure will be enveloped with riprap. See
discussion in 7b(2) for hydraulic sizing.

(5) Stoplog Structure for Lower Lake. The purpose of this
structure is to allow gravity drawdown of the lower lake. The structure
consists of 4 openings, each 5 feet wide, for a total hydraulic opening of
20 feet. The structure was sized to work in conjunction with the existing
west stoplog structure. The existing structure only allows gravity draw-
down to 433. The proposed structure will allow complete gravity drawdown
under favorable river conditions. (Elevation 431 1s considered empty).
The sill of the proposed structure at 429 will enhance gravity drawdown
and drainage within the lower unit during drawdown. The structure will
be enveloped with riprap. The structure was sized to ensure that interior
water levels would be within 1 foot of exterior levels within 7 days after
the river reaches a constant elevation. Continued gravity drainage could
occur if favorable river levels prevail or the pump station could be
activated.

(6) Drainage Channels for Lower Lake. Both drainage channels
are proposed to facilitate drainage to the stoplog structure and the pump
station. Typical channels will be approximately 35 feet in width and
2 feet deep with an elevation of 429. Excavated material will be sidecast.

(7) Replacement Boat Ramp. Because the existing boat ramp of
the south unit will become disfunctional during south unit drawdown, a
replacement ramp was selected to meet the changed water control plan.
The ramp will be located off of the northern perimeter levee and will
Include a short access road and improvement of an existing parking lot.

c. Side Channel Excavation. The proposed channel excavation located

in Liverpool Ditch is shown on plate 2. Table 7-2 provides a summary of
the construction features of this alternative.
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TABLE 7-2

Side Channel Excavation Features

Item

. Channel from mouth to

pump station

Description

Trapezoidal excavated
channel with 35 feet

bottom width and ini-
tial bottom elevation

Feature'’s Purpose

1) Provides reliable
water source to the
pump station, and

2) Provides flowing

10 feet below flat side channel habitat

pool

Provides flowing side
channel habitat

Trapezoidal excavated
channel with 35 feet
bottom width and ini-
tial bottom elevation
10 feet below flat
pool

2. Channel from pump
station to river
confluence

1) Prevents excessive
diversion of river
flows, and

2) Reduces side chan-
nel sediment deposi-
tion

Rock-filled closure dam
with top elevation at
flat pool

3. Channel entrance
closure structure

Provides deepwater
overwintering fish
habitat

Trapezoidal excavated
channel, 300 feet long,
with 35-foot bottom
width and initial bot-
tom elevation 16 feet
below flat pool

4. Deepwater slough area

Excavation depth in Liverpool Ditch was based on providing a flowing side
channel for the project life of 50 years. In this phase, "flowing side
channel” is defined as providing a minimum water depth of 2 feet in the
excavation channel from a flat pool elevation of 429.4 NGVD. With an
estimated sedimentation rate of 1.94 inches per year in the ditch, a
10-foot-deep channel would be needed.

(1) Channel from Mouth to Pump Station. The proposed excavation
can be divided into two reaches. Both reaches will have the same section,
with bottom widths of 35 feet, side slopes of 2:1, and bottom elevations
of 419.4. The first reach consists of approximately 2,200 feet which will
serve the purpose of providing a reliable water supply for the pump
station. Material from the excavation will be placed on the adjacent
levee.

(2) Channel from Pump Station to River Confluence. The second
reach continues 6,200 feet down Liverpool Ditch and meets the objective of
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providing flowing side channel habitat. Material from the excavated
channel adjacent to the levee will be placed on the levee. The remainder
of the excavated material will be sidecast onto the adjacent willow and
brush area. The location of this excavation was selected to take advantage
of an existing channel and to minimize cutting through original land.

(3) Channel Entrance Closure Structure. Potential problems
associated with excavating Liverpool Ditch were considered. The opening
of Liverpool Ditch may result in the capture of an unacceptable amount
of Illinois River flow. The channel currently captures approximately
2 percent of the river flow. Under the proposed side channel configura-
tion, the side channel would capture 8 to 10 percent of the river flow.
A rock control structure is proposed at the entrance of Liverpool Ditch
which will limit the diversion of river flow from 4 to 8 percent.

The increased side channel flows also have the potential of increasing the
sedimentation rate of the newly excavated channel. The rock structure also
will reduce the sedimentation rate in the side channel.

Increased flows and velocities in the area of the entrance to Liverpool
Ditch could increase erosion. Therefore, riprap has been recommended for
this area to reduce erosion to Liverpool Island which contains the National
Register of Historic Preservation (NRHP) eligible Liverpool Lake Site. The
riprap would be placed without additional disturbance to the site. This
remedial riprap will be monitored annually by USFWS personnel.

(4) Deepwater Slough Area. This component of the side channel
excavation is proposed to provide deepwater for overwintering fish pur-
poses. This area will be approximately 300 feet long and have the same
cross-sectional dimensions as the adjacent side channel, except with a
construction depth of 16 feet from flat pool.
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8. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS

a. Levee Heights. 1t is proposed to repair both the cross dike and
the north levee to a 10-year elevation and to use adjacent borrow as part
of Alternative B. The purpose of this section is to present the basis for
selection of the level of protection for the cross dike and upper lake
levee and to suggest a levee height for the south lake which could be
implemented under future stages.

A 10-year event system is the minimum frequency which will allow the pro-
posed management plan (see tables 4-3 and 4-4) to operate. It is noted
that a 10-year event has a probability of occurrence in any one year of
10 percent. Because there is a 10-percent chance of this event in any
given year, the following 10-year operating scenario is presented to
provide "the average” scenario.

The north unit will be dewatered in Year 1. Further dewatering of the
north unit should not be needed for the next 9 years (on the average),
assuming Year 1 follows a major flood event. During this interval, fish
stocking may occur as desired, and water levels may be increased in the
north unit as desired by the existing radial gates, or natural seepage/run-
off. After Year 1, the pump in the pump station should be operationally
changed in position to dewater the south unit. With a 2-year levee in the
south (future development), the south unit could successfully operate free
of flood events as a moist soil unit 50 out of 50 years during a July,
August, and September drawdown based on 50 years of records. Table 8-1
shows overtopping frequencies versus various elevations.

A lower event levee in the north (such as a 2-year or 5-year levee) is not
compatible with the desired management plan. It is desired to maintain
dewatered conditions in the north for 2 to 4 years to allow submergent/
emergent vegetation to become firmly established. Near the end of the
5th year, the north unit would be established and fully available to
provide submergent/emergent vegetation in stable water levels. With a
2-year or 5-year levee, the north unit would require full dedication of
the pump station due to recurrence of events to maintain low water levels.
These events would typically iasﬁ 1 month and would require at least

1 additional month for dewatering. A 5-year levee also would allow over-
topping just when vegetation is predicted to be at a maximum benefit.
There would be no stable (flood-free) period following the predicted year
of maximum vegetation value. Fish stocking efforts under these scenarios
also would be less profitable.

Although a levee higher than a 10-year event height would decrease
overtopping events, a higher levee was not selected principally due to
significant floodway flood height impacts. The selected 10-year event
produces an increase of 0.1 foot in flood heights, which is the maximum
allowable under Illinois floodplain permit regulations. For the same
reason, freeboard on top of the 10-year elevation was not added.
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Because the pump station is economically designed to pump from one unit

at a time, the south unit could not be dewatered for moist soil operation
during drawdown of the north unit. Without pump dewatering of the south
unit, the south unit cannot reliably or consistently be drawn down for
moist soil operation due to normal river stages during July, August, and
September. For example, river elevation 429 is needed for complete gravity
drawdown of the south unit. However, elevation 429 has been exceeded 50
out of 50 years of record during each of the months of July, August, and
September (see table 8-1). Consequently, the pump station is needed on an
annual basis for the south unit which is only possible with infrequent use
for the north unit, such as in once in 10 years. Therefore, a 10-year
levee in the north and a 2-year levee in the south meets management
objectives and is pperationally efficient.

It is suggested that the south lake levee system be constructed at a future
date to the 2-year event elevation plus 2 feet. The existing spillways
would be modified/raised to the 2-year event with length sized to allow

1 foot of uncontrolled spillway water head to fill the interior lake prior
to overtopping with less than 1 foot of head differential from outside to
inside.

b. Levee Embankment Erosion Protection. Three principal mechanisms
have contributed to the erosion of the existing cross dike and perimeter
levee system. These mechanisms are interactive and consist of: (a) embank-
ment material type; (b) overtopping erosion; and (c) wave erosion. Each
aspect will be discussed separately as a basis of consideration for the
proposed design presented in Section 7.

(1) Embankment Material Type. Both the north levee sand slopes
and the sand cross dike slopes have eroded extensively, principally due to
overtopping erosion. The overtopping erosion pattern is evident on the
northern dike by a sand plume downstream of the levee and by a virtual lack
of dike vegetation on the downstream dike slope due to a continual loss of
soil substrate. This same sand plume pattern is evident on the cross dike.

Where woody vegetation has survived on the downstream/inside dike slopes,
exposed 2 to 3 feet of upper root masses connect larger trees to the soil
substrate. Surviving trees'are predominantly anchored into the underlying
clay substrate. Previously placed small riprap (2- to 4-inch size pileces)
are generally also now lying on the firm underlying clay substrate.
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TABLE 8-1

Flood Overtopping Events by Month by Select Elevation
Number of Times Overtopped in 50 Years

1

West 2-Year 5-Year 10-Year
Spillway West Event, Event, Event,
Stoplog Spillway River River River
Elev. Sill Elev. Stoplog Elev. Elev. Elev. Elev.
Month 429.0 433.0 437.95 443,2 446.8 449 .0
January 50 40 20 2 -- --
February 50 44 24 5 -- --
March 50 49 34 9 3 3
April 50 49 38 11 4 1
May 50 48 36 9 4 1
June 50 43 28 4 2 1
July 50 39 23 1 -- --
August 50 25 7 -- .- --
September 50 17 7 -- -- --
October 50 18 8 1 1 --
November 50 22 8 1 2 --
December 50 35 13 2 - --

1 Period of Record - 1940-1989 (50 years), at river mile 129.4 (radial gate

structure)

Sand is considered to be a highly erodible material when exposed to running
water. Velocities less than 1 foot per second will roll sand particles;
velocities greater than 2 feet per second will physically pick up or scour
most fine to medium sands. With each overtopping event, the sand was
transported downstream and now forms a relatively stable beach with slopes
of 10-20:1.

Overtopping damage may have oécuﬁred in the past if the existing radial
gates were not opened in suffitient time to allow interior pool levels to
approximately equalize river stages before levee overtopping. However,
overtopping damage is preventable by use of proper soil types and proper
operation of the existing radial gates. An embankment constructed from
select clay and maintained with seeded turf is considered erosion resis-
tant. Using velocity as an indicator of erosion resistance, clay will
tolerate velocities up to approximately 6 feet per second without appre-
ciable scour. Clay with liquid limits greater than 40 and with plasticity
index plotting above the "A" line (which is a geotechnical index line used
to classify soils based on the soil’'s fluid properties) is considered
erosion resistant. This type of clay is available as adjacent borrow. The
adjacent clay borrow consists principally of fat clays with in-situ water
contents of 30 to 50 percent. The liquid limits of the actual borrow vary
from 46 to 91, and all soils plot above the "A” line.
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The erosion-resistant clay will receive additional protection by a main-
tained seeded turf with foreshore woody vegetation. The perimeter levee
and cross dike will be reconstructed to least disturb existing woody
vegetation (willows). Eventual dominance by bottomland hardwoods (as

on the exterior of the perimeter levee) is anticipated.

(2) Overtopping Erosion. With the proposed cross dike in place,
(elevation 449) the existing radial gates, the gravity outlet structure,
and the pump station gravity gates can be operated to prevent overtopping
damage of the upper lake levee. (A flood monitoring and response plan
will be developed as part of the project operation and maintenance manual.)
Gates should be fully opened when the river reaches elevation 446 with
stages higher than 449 predicted. When the gates are operated in this man-
ner, interior pool levels will equalize with river levels within 2-3 days.
Table 8-2 provides a summary of river elevation versus interior pool levels
when the gates are fully opened as shown.

TABLE 8-2

Operating Scenario of Upper Chautauqua Lake

for Predicted River Stages Exceeding a 10-Year Event

End Time River Upper Lake Differential Head Between
Period in Days Elevation Elevation River and Upper Pool, feet

0.0l 446.0 435.0 11.0

0.5 446.5 437.7 8.8

1.0 447 .0 440.5 6.5

1.5 447.5 443.7 3.8

2.0 448 .0 447.0 1.0

2.5 448.5 448.0 0.5

3.0 449.0 448.5 0.5

1 All 4 radial gates fully opened; the upper lake gravity outlet fully
opened, and the pump station gravity gates fully opened.

To facilitate opening these gates to minimize overtopping damage, all

gates will be fitted with gate operators that allow a portable power wrench
to quickly open the gates. A power wrench will be provided to the site
manager for off-site storage.

(3) WVave Erosion. Another form of potential erosion on the
cross dike is from wind-generated waves. A wave analysis was performed
to estimate wave effects. Results of this analysis and other design
considerations are presented in table 8-3.

The design wave of 3.5 feet will break on the slope at a water depth of
approximately 6 feet. The predominant energy of the wave is released
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Design Parameters

Wind

Water depth

Fetch for downstream
cross dike slope

Significant wave on
downstream cross
dike slope

Cross dike slope
- Downstreanm

- Upstream

Water depth at wave
breaking

Breaker travel distance

Distance to shoreline
from end of breaker
travel distance

Cohesive (clay)

embankment liquid
limit

Embankment cover

TABLE 8-3

Wave Analysis for Cross Dike

Value

70 mph
8 feet
4 miles

3.5 feet

6:1 H:V

4:1 H:V

6 feet
13 feet

40 fget

55 percent

Seeded turf
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Remarks

Fastest mile adjusted for height
and over-water conditions
(closely approximates 100-year
wind with 6-hour duration).

Normal high water (25 percent
exceedence/elevation 437.7).

Consistent with design wind
direction, averaged over 24-
degree arc,

At toe of cross dike, period =
3.6 seconds, minimum wind dura-
tion = 21 minutes.

Based on existing 6:1 stable
slopes of north levee, same soil
type, adjusted for fetch/wind
direction.

Same above explanation.

May vary from 5 feet to 7 feet.
Measured from point where water
depth causes wave breaking.

May vary from 29 feet to 52 feet.

Clay is considered erosion
resistant when the liquid limit
is greater than 40 and plasticity
index plots above the ”"A" limit
line.

Eventual dominance by naturally
colonized woody growth.



The design wave of 3.5 feet will break on the slope at a water depth of
approximately 6 feet. The predominant energy of the wave is released
during the next 13 feet of wave travel distance. This is the critical zone
of wave impact that is the basis for traditional revetment protection or
structural design. An additional 40 feet of distance is available to the
shoreline after this breaker zone due to the flat 6:1 slope. The actual
wave/energy delivered to the shoreline is a small fraction of the unbroken
design wave.

For the above reasons, a flat slope of 6:1 combined with a cohesive (clay)
soil meets design standards and is consistent with engineering judgment in
providing a stable cross dike. A 4:1 slope on both sides of the upper lake
levee and on the upstream side of the cross dike is considered to be
adequate.

c. Construction Sequence. The probable construction sequence is
summarized in table 8-4.

d. Permits. A Public Notice, as required by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act, will be made prior to submission of this report for final
approval. A Section 401 water quality certificate from the State of
I1linois and a Section 404(b) (1) Evaluation are included in this report.

A floodplain construction permit from the Illinois Department of Transpor-
tation, Division of Water Resources will be obtained prior to
advertisement.

e. Lower Lake Future Improvements. The purpose of this section is to
present findings from this study for the lower lake which were determined
during the course of normal study for the upper lake.

As presented in section 8a, a 2-year levee for the lower lake area will
meet management goals of providing accessible, moist soil plants during the
fall migration. A 2-year elevation has only been exceeded once for 1 month
for 50 years of record during the July, August, and September period.

The present project 20-foot stoplog structure is adequate for gravity
draining of the south unit. However, additional inflow capacity is needed
to allow year-round frequent, non-damaging overtopping events to occur.
Elimination of the west and south spillway (including the existing stoplog
structure) is necessary in raising the existing levee to the 2-year event.
Construction of a second 20-foot stoplog structure in future phases with
sill at 429 and a 700-foot spillway structure at the exact 2-year elevation
will allow inflow without significant overtopping damage. Due to this
spillway, the levee system should be constructed at the 2-year event plus

2 feet, which allows a 1-foot head on the new spillway.

The pump station at the present project will meet the drawdown requirements

of the lower unit. Similar construction methods using adjacent clay borrow
should be used for embankment construction.
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LE 8-4

Probable Construction Sequence

Construction
Sequence Work Item

1 Close cross dike
breach

2 Dewater upper lake

3 Clear specified vege-
tation from cross
dike and upper peri-
meter levee

4 Excavate embankment
fill/allow consoli-
dation/repeat as
necessary

5 Shape uncompacted
levee

6 Seed levee

- Pump station, water
control structures,
drainage channels,
side channel excava-
tion

Special
Instructions

Use existing sand
from top of cross
dike

Furnish portable
pumps

Place debris in
piles

a) Perimeter levee:

place base of pile
below elev. 434

b) Cross dike:
place debris adja-
cent to toe of new
embankment

Use adjicent
borrow

No sequence
required

Purpose

Allows required
dewatering of
upper lake

Allows excavation
in the dry and
allows lake sedi-
ment consolidation
during excavation

Required for
embankment prep-
aration

a) Provides fish
habitat

b) Provides slope
erosion protection

Multiple passes
required for
material stand-up

1 Embankment material between station 16 to 35:+ (Melz Slough) will be used

from stockpiled material near either station 16 or 35.

for borrow through Melz Slough will not be permitted.
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9. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

a. Summary of Effects. Overall, the project will result in an
increase of waterfowl and fish habitat consistent with the management
objectives of the Lake Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge. It also
supports the goals and objectives of the North American Waterfowl
Management Plan. Increased water level control in the upper lake will
create additional submergent aquatic vegetation preferred by diving ducks
and some fish such as yellow perch and largemouth bass. Water level
control in the lower lake will increase the acreage of moist soil plants
used by dabbling ducks. Excavation of Liverpool side channel will create
aquatic habitat diversity and wintering fish habitat by restoring flow and
deep water. Figure 9-1 summarizes the total change in average annual
habitat values for key target species evaluated. (Note: Target species
for alternatives Bl, B2, and C are diving ducks and mallards. Target
species for alternative D are channel catfish, walleye, and largemouth
bass.)

These improvements will impact bottomland forest and non-forested wetland.
Approximately 7.3 acres of marginal bottomland forest on the upper lake
levee will be cleared for construction access, dredged material placement,
and pump station construction. Another 6.1 acres of non-forested wetland
in the upper lake will be converted to scrub-shrub wetland and bottomland
forest habitat from a drainage channel excavation. Cross dike repair will
temporarily eliminate 14 acres of early successional bottomland hardwoods.
Restoration of Liverpool Channel will temporarily eliminate 11.2 acres of
adjacent bottomland forest. Most of these impacts to wetlands or forest
are temporary In that the successional stage of the habitat will be set
back several years. Figure 9-2 summarizes the percentage of habitat
improvement for target species.

In cases where habitat loss is permanent (i.e., levee access road and pump
station), the overall improvements to wetlands overcome the short-term
losses. This is clearly shown in the habitat analysis. The impacts to
these resources were accounted for in the WHAG habitat analysis. "Mitiga-
tion for these habitats as a separate plan is not necessary since the
proposed improvements include their own "mitigation.”

b. Economic and Social Impacts.

(1) Community and Regional Growth. No impacts to community or
regional growth would result from the project.

(2) Displacement of People. No residential displacements would
be necessitated by the proposed environmental enhancement project.

(3) Community Cohesion. No significant impacts to community
cohesion would result, given the nature of the project and its limited
area of influence. The site is managed as a national fish and wildlife
refuge by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and is located in a rural
surrounding with limited residential development.
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{(4) Property Values and Tax Revenues. The potertlal value o
property within the project area could increase slightly as a result of the
proposed habitat improvement project. This land is in Federal ownership,

however, so an increase in its value would not increase local tax revenues.

~F
UL

(5) Public Facilities and Services. The proposed environmental
enhancement project would maintain and enhance fish and wildlife habitat
within a national wildlife refuge. The project would increase submergent
vegetation and moist soil plants for both waterfowl and fish. The habitat
improvement project also would create deep water areas for wintering fish
and would improve side channel habitat. Without the project, increasing
sedimentation would transform this important fishery and migratory
waterfowl area into lowland brush habitat.

Lo L oas = - PR 7111312 €. DoFrsga o 7one
The Lake Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge is zoned for low

recreation and serves as an important fishing and hunting area for the
general public in Mason County and outlying areas. The proposed habitat
improvement project at Lake Chautauqua would enhance the attraction of the
refuge and surrounding areas for fishing, hunting, and related recreation
activities.

(6) Life, Health, and Safety. The Lake Chautauqua Refuge poses
no threat to life, health, or safety of recreationists or others in the
vicinity. The proposed habitat improvement project would not affect cur-
rent conditions in regards to these areas of concern.

(7) Employment and Labor Force. Project construction would
result in a slight increase in short-term employment opportunities in the
project vicinity. The project would not directly affect the permanent
labor force or employment rate in Mason County, Illinois, or surrounding
areas.

(8) Business and Industrial Activity. No significant change
in business and industrial activity would result during or after project
construction. The project would require no business relocatioms.

(9) Farm Displacement. No farms or farm lands would be affected
by the proposed environmental enhancement project, as the project site is
in public ownership.

(10) Noise Levels. Heavy machinery would generate an increase
in noise during project construction. This increase would disturb wildlife
and recreationists within the vicinity of the refuge. However, the project
site is located in an area with limited residential or other development,
and no significant long-term noise impacts would result.

(11) Aesthetics. The proposed habitat improvement project would
enhance and maintain the aesthetics of the affected refuge. The project
would increase water cover over barren or sparsely vegetated grounds and
would increase the growth of submergent and moist soil vegetation.
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Improved water quality in both the upper and lower lakes also would enhance
aesthetics.

c. Natural Resources Impacts. Impact of the proposed construction
on aquatic, wetland, and terrestrial resources of the refuge was evaluated
using a modified Habitat Evaluation Procedure (HEP) developed by the
Missouri Department of Conservation and the Soil Conservation Service.
This Wildlife Habitat Appraisal Guide (WHAG) compares existing and pro-
jected future habitat values with habitat values resulting from the
proposed project. The WHAG calculates both positive and negative impacts
to habitat. The WHAG evaluation was performed by the USFWS and the Corps
of Engineers in coordination with IDOC biclogists. Results of the WHAG
evaluation are summarized in table 9-1 for the species of primary interest
and a more detailed analysis is included in appendix K.

(1) Aquatic Resources. A detailed discussion of the aquatic and
water quality impacts 1is contained in Appendix B - Clean Water Act, Section
404(b) (1) Evaluation.

Upper Lake - Improved water level control will result in an increase in
submergent aquatic vegetation in the upper lake needed by migratory
waterfowl (primarily divers) and fish. Approximately 1,000 acres of low
quality wetland will be improved. Aquatic plants such as Potamogeton sp.,
Valisneria sp., and Ceratophyllum demersum will increase throughout the
upper lake as a result of the capability to periodically dewater sediments
and maintain stable water levels. As discussed previously under "Wetland
and Waterfowl Resources,” some submergent aquatic vegetation still
reappears in the lake. Although no recent investigations have been done,
Illinois Natural History biologists and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
refuge biologists believe that an ample seed bank still exists (as
evidenced by the occasional growths of submergents). The benefits of
devatering upon submergents have been shown at many waterfowl management
areas throughout the country. It is recommended as a management practice
by Korschgen, Stuzenbaker, and Weller in Habitat Management for Migrating
and Wintering Waterfowl in North America (Smith, Pederson, and Kaminski,
1989).

Fish kills in the upper lake should decrease with the ability to maintain
deeper water in the winter. The ability to dewater the upper lake will
allow the eradication of any rough fish that may become established.

Along with a stable water level, the biggest benefit to fish will be an
increased habitat diversity created by submergent vegetation. This should
create conditions favorable to several species of fish; yellow perch in
particular.

Lower Lake - Improvements in Lower Lake Chautauqua will not create or
improve permanent deep water aquatic habitat as will the upper lake, since
it will be drained yearly. As previously discussed, the lower lake levee
is overtopped once or more yearly. During the critical drawdown and
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TABLE 9-1

Chautauqua National Wildlife RefugeHREP -~ WHAG Analysis Summary

ALTERNATIVES

b - 5O ACTION
B1 - UPPER POOL WATER LEVEL CONTROL

B2 - LOWSR POOL WATER LEVEL CONTROL

¢ - UPPER POOL BARRIER ISLANDS

D - LIVERPOOL DITCH CLEANQUT - UPPER LD

TITHOUT COLONXS FOR ALL ALTERNATIVES B1 - D = ALTERNATIVE L
¥E - §OT EVALUATED
AMRD - AVERAGE ANNUAL BABITAT UNIT

PERCENT CEANGE - POSITIVE NUNBER INDICATES TNCREAST IN RABITAT UNITS, NEGATIVE NJXBER INDICATES DECREASE IN RABITAT UNITS

ATERNATIVE Bl PERCERT . ALTERNATIVE B2 PERCENT ATTRATIVE ( PERCEN? ALTEREATIVE D PERCENT
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* NALLARD 1 618 508 679 1498 121% Y (1Y) " 109 14 1y MEC'S
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waterfowl migration periods (approximately July-December), it is overtopped
every other year on the average. The lower lake gravity drainage improve-
ments will not change the frequency of flooding, but will significantly
increase the acreage that can produce moist soil plants from 200 existing
to 2,250.

Construction of the new water control structure will allow the lower lake
to be completely drained for moist soil plant production. Proper manage-
ment (and favorable river stages) will promote the growth of annual plants
such as smartweed, millet, pigweed, and rice cutgrass favored by dabbling
ducks. Other wetland birds such as rails, herons, and songbirds also will
benefit. Aquatic mammals such as muskrats will be impacted due to elimina-
tion of all standing water during drawdown.

The existing water control structure’s elevation of 432.5 NGVD now allows
extensive areas of ponded shallow (1 to 2 feet) water to remain over
several hundred acres of the lower lake. These shallow areas which contain
some fish will be eliminated. Fish that are able to utilize these shallow
ponds are mostly rough fish such as carp and buffalo. Elimination of these
fish from the lower lake will be beneficial because their activities impact
desirable aquatic vegetation. Material excavated from the proposed 7,500
feet of drainage channels will be side cast onto the adjoining wetland.
Since the existing lake bottom is mostly devoid of any kind of vegetation
(submergent or emergent), the placement of silt on silt will cause no loss
of habitat. The slight increase in bottom elevation could be a benefit in
terms of vegetation diversity. (See Appendix G - Water Quality and
Appendix B - Section 404(b)(1l) Evaluation.)

Liverpool Side Channel - Excavation of Liverpool Ditch will create 16.1
acres of 9-foot-deep flowing water. Excavation of the first 2,200 feet
upstream of the new pump station is needed for efficient pump station
operation. Excavation of the remaining 6,200 feet will provide the
downstream connection with the main river. Near the downstream mouth of
Liverpool Channel, a backwater "pocket” will be constructed. This 0.7-acre
pocket will be 16 feet deep, providing deep oxygenated water with low
velocity. This type of habitat is critical to wintering fish but is almost
totally absent on the river. ‘Wintering fish must find habitat that is
oxygen rich but with little velocity. High velocity waters cause fish to
expend energy reserves needed to sustain their metabolism throughout the
winter. Most locations on the river with low velocity also are shallow
with low dissolved oxygen. Conversely, areas with good dissolved oxygen
levels (i.e., main channel) have unacceptably high velocities,

(2) Bottomland Hardwoods. Approximately 48.6 acres of woodland
habitat will be impacted by the project. These acres vary markedly in
their quality. The 14 acres occurring on the cross dike were not clas-
sified as bottomland hardwoods because of their low quality and the fact
that they were growing on an almost 100 percent sand substrate (which was
transported from an upland location when the cross dike was constructed
in the mid-1960's). The remaining 34.6 acres is located on the north
levee and along the Liverpool Channel excavation, 17.7 acres and 16.9

51 REVISED JUNE 1991



acres, respectively. The following discussion focuses on the location
and nature of these impacts.

Upper Lake - The most notable effect of the proposed project in the upper
lake will be the loss of various types of woodland. Reconstruction of the
cross dike will impact about 14 acres of sapling to pole-sized scrub-shrub
woodland (consisting mostly of silver maple, cottonwood, and mulberry),
not classified as bottomland hardwoods. Approximately 17.7 acres of the
north levee from the intersection of the cross dike upstream will be
cleared. Most of this clearing will be along the levee top and the
interior slope, except for about 3.5 acres of the levee's riverside slope
which will be cleared immediately upstream of the cross dike. Several of
the trees are mature cottonwood and silver maple.

Most of the levee acreage is second growth, which has developed since the
levee was built in the early 1900’'s. Cottonwood, silver maple, green ash,
and mulberry account for more than 80 percent of tree cover. Valuable
mast-producing species such as pin oak are virtually absent. Proper
maintenance of the levees in past years normally would have prevented this
second growth forest from becoming established. Impacts to more valuable,
pre-levee bottomland forest along the levee'’s interior slope and adjacent
floodplain in the Melz Slough area will be avoided by transporting borrow
from outside the slough.

About 90 percent of the approximately 80 acres of bottomland hardwoods
in Melz Slough lie at an elevation below 435.8 NGVD. Melz Slough could
experience some minimal adverse effects from the long-term maintenance
of 3- to 4-foot water depths in the upper lake. Although Melz Slough is
frequently flooded in excess of the projected lake management levels, it
is rarely for extended periods of time.

At present, upper lake levels cannot be drawn down below the sill elevation
of 433.5 NGVD. The average fall/winter elevations now range from 434 to
436 NGVD. The proposed management plan for the upper lake, after con-
struction, calls for an average summer depth of 3 to 4 feet and a winter
depth of 5 to 6 feet, if necessary, to protect fish resources. This would
increase the average water depth'by approximately 1 foot. Since the
increase would occur during the winter months when trees are dormant, it
is possible, but unlikely, that the project would cause any impacts to
timber. The WHAG evaluation showed no adverse impacts, probably because
it was not sensitive enough to discriminate a long-term average increase
of 1 foot. USFWS and Corps of Engineers foresters did not believe that
any long-term adverse impact to bottomland hardwoods 1is likely to occur.

lower lake - Construction of a water control structure and drainage chan-
nels in the lower lake will not adversely impact any bottomland hardwoods.
Installation of the new sill (elevation 429 NGVD) will allow water levels
to be drawn down 2 feet below the currently obtainable minimum. This could
result in an increase of woody vegetation around the lower lake.
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Liverpool Channel Excavation - Material excavated from the inlet channel
will be placed on the levee. The levee vegetation 1is predominantly
pole/mature size silver maple and cottonwood with mulberry common on the
levee tops. A total of 5.0 acres of the lower lake's levee downstream of
the cross dike and 6.2 acres on Liverpool Island will be cleared for mate-
rial placement. Another 5.7 acres of Liverpool Island will be excavated
for the channel itself, resulting in a total initial loss of 16.9 acres of
bottomland forest from the Liverpool side channel improvement. Except for
the 5.7 acres of woodland converted to channel, all of the cleared acreage
eventually should succeed to bottomland forest. A backwater slough of

.7 acre and 16 feet deep at flat pool will be created just upstream of the
mouth. This will remove an equal area of bottomland forest. Excavated
material will be placed among the trees adjacent to the slough.

(3) Endangered Species. Based on current information and
the CAR, no effects to endangered species are anticipated. The USFWS,
however, has indicated that they are planning a bat survey for portions
of the refuge. They have indicated that even if Indiana bats are found
to be present, it will not jeopardize implementation of any recommended
alternatives. If necessary, special conditions will be placed in the
construction plans and specifications to protect any bat habitat.

(4) Mineral Resources. There are no known mineral resources
present in the project area.

d. Cultural Resources. The documents search revealed that the area
was historically comprised of wetlands, sloughs, and intermittently and
seasonally inundated floodplain. Little improvements were made to the
lands presently contained within the Lake Chautauqua HREP until the early
twentieth century. Ar this time, attempt:; at draining and dikiug for
cultivation were partially successful under the direction of the Chautauqua
Drainage and Levee District between 1916 and 1926, when it was abandoned.
For approximately 10 years, the abandoned district was susceptible to
flooding and heavy siltation.

In 1936, the land was purchased from the Chautauqua Drainage and Levee
District and became part of the National Wildlife Refuge System. Since
this time, the levees were repaired to retain water for migratory water-
fowl management, but also function as flood storage and for conservation
and recreation use. No significant historic properties relative to the
historic assessment of the Lake Chautauqua HREP were discovered in the
aforementioned articles, river charts, and photographs, nor in the
references and sources described and listed within the ASSR.

As a result of the November 15, 1990, request by the SHPO for a Phase I
archeological investigation, the Corps undertook a geomorphological
analysis to locate historic properties and determine the potential for
buried cultural deposits at the Chautauqua Wildlife Refuge on February 7
and 8, 1991. Frozen ground and accessibility precluded more conventional
methods of soil investigation. However, the use of a portable gasoline-
povered auger, in conjunction with sampling tubes and bucket augers,
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provided information regarding subsurface soil conditions along the north-
eastern and northwestern margins of the refuge.

From the geomorphological analysis, Lake Chautauqua was determined to be

a wetland slough and backwater area throughout its recent geologic past.
Although the wetland area now included within Lake Chautauqua may have been
used during prehistory, wet, riverine histosols were not conducive to occu-
pations. Surface relief within Lake Chautauqua is minimal, further limit-
ing the potential for prehistoric sites.

The documentary search and geomorphological analysis indicate that, as
designed, the Lake Chautauqua HREP has little potential for disturbing
historic properties eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places. It is the documented opinion of the Corps, the USFWS,
and the SHPO that no significant historic properties will be affected by
the Lake Chautauqua HREP (Appendix A, pages A-1, A-3, A-5, A-7, and A-29).

The Lake Chautauqua HREP has been designed to reduce turbidity and
accretion through levee and cross dike repair and to avoid and preserve
areas potentially sensitive to buried, undocumented historic properties.
Although this is the case, if undocumented significant historic properties
are encountered during construction of the proposed Lake Chautauqua HREP,
the Corps and the USFWS will resume consultation with the Illinois State
Historic Preservation Office, as required by Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. ’

e. Adverse Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided. The most significant,
unavoidable adverse effect is the clearing of bottomland hardwoods for
the cross dike, construction access, and placement of excavated material.
These impacts are not permanent, although it will require 50 or more years
to replace some of the cleared timber. Liverpool Channel and interior
drainage channel excavation temporarily will degrade water quality,
primarily from increased turbidity.

Loss of fish due to the complete drawdown of the lower lake is unavoidable.

f. Short-Term Versus Loﬁg-Tprm Productivity. Short-term productivity
of the refuge is impaired due to the inability to control water levels and
halt the ongoing sedimentation in the lake. Refuge productivity will con-
tinue to be impaired if the proposed project is not constructed. Continued
sedimentation eventually will convert the refuge lakes to woody vegetation.
Improved water level control can offset the adverse effects of sedimenta-
tion and prolong the refuge’s ability to provide waterfowl habitat.

g. Irreversible or Irretrievable Resource Commitments. Other than
fuel, construction materials, and manpower none of the proposed actions are
considered irreversible.

h. Compliance With Environmental Quality Statutes. Environmental
laws and regulations applicable to the proposed project are listed in
table 9-2.

REVISED JUNE 1991 © 54



TABLE 9-2

Compliance of the Preferred Plan with
WRC-Designated Environmental Statutes

federal Policies compliance

Archeological and Historic Preservation Act, 16 U.S.C. 469, et seq. Full compliance
Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 165h-7, et seq. Full compliance
Clean Water Act (Federal Water Pollution Control Act) 33 U.S.C. 1251, et seq. Full compliance
Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. 1451, et seq. Not applicable
Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. 1531, et seq. Full compliance
Estuary Protection, 16 U.S.C. 1221, et seq. Not applicable
Federal Water Project Recreation Act, 16 U.S.C. 460-1(12), et seq. Full compliance
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, 16 U.S.C. 661, et seq. Full compliance
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act, 16 U.S.C. 4601, et seq. Full compliance
Marine Protection Research and Sanctuary Act, 33 U.S.C. 1401, et seq. Not applicable
National Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq. Full compliance
National Historic Preservation Act, 16 U.S.C. 470a, et seq. Full complience
River and Harbors Act, 33 U.S.C. 401, et seq. Full compliance
Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act, 16 U.S.C. 1001, et seq. Full compliance
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, 16 U.S.C. 1271, et seq. Not applicable

NOTES:

a. Full compliance. Having met all requirements of the statute for the current stage of planning (either
preauthorization or postauthorization).

b. Partial compliance. Not having met some of the requirements that normally are met in the current stage of
planning. Partial compliance entries should be explained in appropriate places in the report and referenced in
the table.

c. Noncompliance. Violation of a requirement of the statute. Noncompliance entries should be explained in
appropriate places in the report and referenced in the table.

d. Not applicable. No requirements for the statute required; compliance for the current stage of planning.
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i. Mitigation. The habitat evaluation (WHAG analysis) performed for
this project indicates that, over the 50-year life of the project, there
will be a net gain in wildiife habitat. Following the construction phase,
the analysis shows a net decrease in habitat for a few years due to loss of
forest habitat. However, these losses are overcome by project benefits and
reestablishment of forest losses by natural succession. Although not dis-
cussed in detail (but a critical part of the WHAG analysis), the future
without-project condition of the refuge indicates that a decline in non-
forested wetland habitat will occur by the end of the 50 years. Much of
the non-forested wetland will succeed to other habitat types of lower value
to waterfowl and fish. In other words, if the project is not built, there
is a strong likelihood that wetland habitat needed to meet refuge
objectives at Lake Chautauqua will decline.

The WHAG analysis has been criticized for being biased toward only a few
particular (target) species and failing to consider impacts to other
species. There was some concern that these non-target species, impacted
by the project, should be mitigated. The primary purpose of the WHAG was
to determine the optimum project design for improving fish and waterfowl
habitat. According to law, the USFWS must direct their primary management
efforts at Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge toward migratory birds and
fish. This was the basis for selection of target species. Analysis of
impacts to other species, although important, was considered to be
secondary.

The WHAG analysis was performed on 12 species for the forested wetland
habitat type (includes bottomland hardwoods). These included such non-
target species such as beaver, northern parula, king rail, and others.
These species were included in the preliminary analysis but not carried
through the complete 50-year evaluation. This preliminary analysis gave
an adequate indication as to whether or not any non-target species impacts
would be unacceptable. When the consequences of an action are considered
for this many species, it is inevitable that some species will gain at the
expense of others. No matter how the project is designed, some species
will be affected. As stated previously, even the "no action” alternative
will result in species impacts. Based on the preliminary analysis, it is
felt that no mitigation for any non-target species is needed.

The construction of Liverpool Channel and improvement of the upper lake
levee will impact 34.6 acres of bottomland hardwoods of varying quality.
Of this 34.6 acres, only the 11.9 acres to be cleared on Liverpool Island
is considered to be of any value. No mitigation was considered necessary
for two reasons: (1) The resulting deepwater aquatic habitat is much
scarcer on the Illinois River and, hence, considerably more valuable on an
acre-per-acre basis; and (2) although there is a net loss, the continuity
of the forest resource on the entire woodland on Liverpool Island and
adjacent areas remains intact. 1In addition, the refuge has an ongoing
forestry program that establishes and improves bottomland forest resources
on Lake Chautauqua refuge.

56
REVISED JUNE 1991



10. SUMMARY OF PROJECT ACCOMPLISHMENTS

The proposed project consists of the construction of water control features
in both the upper and lower lake to allow the independent operation of the
upper lake as a stable level lake and the lower lake as a moist soil
management unit. A selected reach of Liverpool Ditch will be excavated

to restore flowing side channel habitat.

Water control features in the upper lake will include raising the upper
levee and cross dike to a 10-year event elevation (includes closing an
existing breach) construction of a pump station, modification of an
existing radial gate structure, and construction of a gravity outlet.
These features will provide for annual operation as well as periodic draw
down for bed consolidation. These functions will improve water quality
and allow establishment of submergent vegetation to benefit the diving
duck target species. Also, plans to stock and operate the upper lake in
an attempt to reestablish yellow perch, which were abundant in the lake
at one time, have been developed.

Water control features in the lower lake will include drainage channel
excavation and construction of a stoplog water control structure. The pump
station is designed to pump from both lakes. These features will provide
the ability to operate the lower lake as a moist soil management unit to
the benefit of migrating dabbling ducks.

Excavation of approximately 8,400 feet of Liverpool Ditch will restore
flowing side channel habitat at this location. Excavation of a 300-foot
slough off the new channel will provide overwintering fish habitat for a
significant portion of the LaGrange Pool's fish population.

A summary of habitat unit improvement for the proposed alternatives are

presented in figure 9-1. A summary of percentage improvement of habitat
for the proposed alternatives is presented in figure 2-2.
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11. OPERATION, MAINTENANCE, AND REHABILITATION CONSIDERATIONS

a. Project Data Summary This section provides an overview of the

........ Bt A

operation, maintenance, and rehabilitation aspects of this project and
serves as a preliminary first draft of the Operation and Maintenance
manual. Table 11-1 presents a summary of project data.

TABLE 11-1

Lake Chautaugua Project Data Summary

Feature Measurement Unit of Measure

Upper Lake Perimeter Levee

Length 15,400 Feet
Crown width 12 Feet
Side slopes 4:1 Worizontal:Vertical
Level of protection 10 Year event
Elevation 449.0 NGVD
Embankment volume 196,000 Cubic yards
Riprap 2,400 Tons
Cross Dike

Length 4,950 Feet
Crown width 15 Feet
Side slopes

Upper lake 4:1 H:V

Lower lake 6:1 H:V
Level of protection 10 Year event
Elevation 449.0 NGVD
Embankment volume 121,000 Cubic yards
Permanent erosion matt 1,500 Square yards
Temporary erosion mett 6,000 Square yards
Crushed stone access road 1,600 Tons

Modification of Radial Gate Structure‘

New sill elevation - 437.5 NGVD
New level of protection 10 Year event
Top of closed gate elevation 449.5 NGVD
Riprap 3,000 Tons
Hydraulic openings through new sill
Number of stoplog openings 8 Each, 3 feet x 4 feet
Sill elevation of gates 433.5 NGVD
58
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Feature

Pump Station
Submersible pump
Station invert
Trash racks
Slide gates
Discharge pipe

Diameter

Length

Flap gate diameter
Power

Electric

Transformer

Buried primary feeder length
Riprap

Gravity Outlet for Upper Lake
Slide Gate
Concrete pipe culvert
Diameter
Length
Station invert
Trash rack

Riprap

Stoplog Structure for Lower Lake
Hydraul ic opening
Concrete sill elevation
Riprap

Drainage Channels for Lower Lake
Length
Invert
Bottom width
Excavation volume

Replacement Boat Ramp
Ramp width
Access road
Parking lot

TABLE 11-1 (Cont’d)

Measurement

424.0

N W

140
429.0

429.0
155

7,500
429.0
50
29,500

W

59

Unit of Measure

41,000 gpm at 7.0 TOH
NGVD

Each, 3" bar spacing
Each, 5 feet x 5 feet

Inches, welded steel
Feet
Inches

Phase, 12,500/480 volt
KVA

Feet

Tons

Each, 5 feet x 5 feet

Inches

Feet

NGVD

Each, 3% bar spacing
Tons

Feet
NGVD
Tons

Feet
NGVD
Feet
Cubic yards

Feet

Lineal feet

Management vehicles
with trailers
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ABLE -1 (Contid)

Feature Measurement Unit of Measure

Side Channel from Mouth to Pump Station

Length 2,200 Feet

Construction bottom elevation 419.4 NGVD (10 feet deep)

Construction bottom width 35 Feet

Side slopes 2:1 LH

Excavated volume 44,900 Cubic yards

Surface area 4 Acres at flat pool

Side Channel from Pump Station to River Confluence

Length 6,200 Feet
Construction bottom elevation 4104 NGVD (10 feet deep)
Construction bottom width 35 Feet
Side slopes 2:1 H:V
Excavated volume 139,000 Cubic yards
Surface area 1" Acres at flat pool
Side Channel Entrance Closure Structure
Top elevation 429.4 NGVD
Rock fill 800 Tons
Riprap 5,570 Tons
Boat access opening
Width 15 Feet
Water depth at flat pool 3.5 Feet
Deepwater Slough Area
Length 300 Feet
Construction bottom elevation 413.4 NGVD (16 feet deep)
Construction bottom width 35 Feet
Side slopes 2:1 H:V
Excavated volume 12,000 Cubic yards
Surface area 0.7 Acres at flat pool

b. Operation.

Table 11-2 summarizes the general operating

requirements to manage water levels in the upper and lower lakes.

Estimated annual operation costs are presented in table 13-2.

c. Maintenance. The proposed features have been designed to ensure
low annual maintenance requirements with the estimated annual maintenance
costs presented in table 13-2. These quantities and costs may change
during final design.
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TABLE 11-2

Operating Reguirements to Manage Water Levels

i

Desired Function Operating Scenario

Emergency Fill of When river levels reach

th r er Lakes
Operating Time Remarks

3 days to equalize Prevents over-

Upper Lake 446 with stage higher levels between river topping damage
than 449 predicted, com- and upper lake
pletely open all 4 radial
gates, slide gate upper,
and both gates of the
pump station
Independent 1) Open radial gates and 1) Dependent on 1) --
Dewatering of slide gate upper for river stage
Upper Lake gravity draining until
radial sill elevation of
437.5 is reached
2) Close radial gates 2) -- 2) --
3) Open radial gate stop- 3) Dependent on 3 --
logs until sill elevation river stage
of 433.5 is reached
4) Close gates when 4) -- 4) --
river reaches lowest
elevation
5) Use pump station to 5) 32 days 5) Operating time

complete dewatering

Fill Upper Lake
Using:

Close all gates and allow
spring flow to fill unit

Spring Flows

based on an initial
upper lake elevation
of 437.5 (radial
gate sill elevation
and 50 percent June
elevation duration
during a 10-year
flood season)

Approximately 1 Operating time based

year on filling to eleva-
tion 435 with an ef-
fective spring flow
of 5 cfs.
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Desired Function

Operating Scenario

Quiver Creek

River

Open both gates at the
pump station and divert
water from Quiver Creek.
Close all other gates.

1) Open pump station upper

slide gate

2) Open pump station flap
valve

3) Close all other gates

4) Activate the pump station

to pump from the river to
the upper unit

TABLE 11-2 (Cont’'d)

Operating Time

Remarks

Approximately 3
months

30 days

Operating time based
on existing capacity
of Quiver Creek
diversion structure
and includes filling
both the lower and
upper units to ele-
vation 435

Operating time based
on filling to eleva-
tion 435

Dewater Lower Lake

Fill Lower Lake
Using:

Quiver Creek

1) Close Quiver Creek
water supply gate

2) Open west spillway and
lower unit stoplog struc-
ture for gravity draining

3) Close both stoplog

structures

4) Use pump station

1) Close both stoplog
structures and pump
station lower gate

1 --

2) Dependent on

river stage

3) --

4) 30 days

1 -
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2) Continue gravity
draining during
low, favorable
river stages

3 .-

4) Operating time
based on an initial
elevation of 435
(approximately 10
percent exceedence
probability of low-
est monthly July
elevations)
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Desired Function

River

Operating Scenario

2) Open Quiver Creek water

diversion gate

1) Close both stoplog
structures

2) Open pusp station lower
gate. Maintain upper gate

pump station closed.

3) Activate pump station
from the river to the lower

unit.

TABLE 11-2 (Cont‘d)

ating Time Remarks
2) 20 deys 2) Operating time

based on filling to
433 and adequate
Quiver Creek flows.
Filling time timited
by size of existing
gated diversion

structure.

1) -- -

2) -~ 2) -~

3) 30 days 3) Operating time
based on tiltfng to
433.
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12. PROJECT PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT

This section summarizes the monitoring and data collection aspects of the
project. The primary project objectives are to: (1) Increase submergent
vegetation in the upper lake; (2) increase the availability of moist soil
plants in the lower lake; and (3) restore flow and deep water to Liverpool
Side Channel. Vegetation monitoring is the primary element in determining
the success in meeting the first two objectives. Post-construction aerial
photographs and ground-truthing of the refuge will be compared to vegeta-
tion maps prepared prior to the project. Fishery use of Liverpool Channel
will be sampled by IDOC and/or USFWS biologists. Sedimentation transects
of the channel also will be taken by the Corps of Engineers.

Table 12-1 presents the principal types, purposes, and responsibility of
monitoring and data collection. Table 12-2 provides a summary of actual
monitoring and data parameters grouped by project phase and also shows data
collection intervals.

Table 12-3 presents the post-construction evaluation plan. The monitoring
parameters of this plan were developed to measure the effectiveness of

the stated goals and objectives. As shown in table 12-1, these post-
construction quantitative measurements will be the responsibility of the
Corps of Engineers. The USFWS field personnel also should follow table
12-3, as shown, to make annual field observations. The annual field obser-
vations and the quantitative monitoring parameters will form the basis of
project evaluation.
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TABLE 12-1

Monitoring and Performance Evaluation Matrix

Project

Type of

Responsible Implementing Funding
Phase Activity Purpose Agency Agency Source Remarks
Pre- Sedimentation System-wide problem USFWS USFWS LTRM --
Project Problem definition. Evaluates (EMTC)
Analysis planning assumptions.
Pre-Project Identify and define problems Sponsor Sponsor Sponsor --
Monitoring at HREP site. Establishes need
of proposed project features.
Basel ine Establish baselines for Corps Field station or sponsor LTRM See Table 12-2.
Monitoring performance evaluation. thru Cooperative
Agreements or Corps.
Design Data Include quantification of proj- Corps Corps HREP See Table 12-2.
Collection ect objectives, design of
for Design project, and development of
performance evaluation plan.
Construction Construction Assess construction impacts; Corps Corps HREP See State Section
Monitoring assures permit conditions 401 Stipulations.
are met.
Post- Performance Determine success of project Corps (cpantita; Field station or sponsor LTRM See Table 12-3.
Construction Evaluation as related to objectives. tive) and sponsor thru Cooperative
Monitoring (field observa- Agreement, sponsor thru
tions). 08M, or Corps.
Biological Evaluate predictions and assump- Corps Corps LTRM --
Response tions of habjtat unit analysis
Moni toring beyond the scope of performance

evaluation.
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TABLE 12-2

Resource Monitoring and Data Collection Summary 1

WATER QUALITY DATA ENGINEERING DATA NATURAL RESOURCE DATA Remarks
Type Measurement Pre- Post- Pre- Post- Pre- Post-
Project Design Const. Project Design Const. Project Design Const.
Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase
POINT MEASUREMENTS APR- OCT- APR- OCT- APR- OCT-
Stations 3 SEP MAR SEP MAR  SEP MAR Corps Pre-Project
Turbidity v M
Photosynthetically Active
Radiation NN
Secchi Disk Transparency M
Dissolved Oxygen ™M M
Specific Conductance ] M
Water Temperature u M
Velocity M M
Hater Depth u M
Water Elevation 2 M
Percent Ice Cover - M
Ice Depth - M
Percent Snow Cover - M
Snow Depth - M
Substrate Particle Presence M M
Substrate Hardness M M
pH v M
Chlorophyll v M
Suspended Solids oM M
Wind Direction ] M
Wind Velocity i) M
Wave Height oM M
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TABLE 12-2 (Cont’d)

WATER QUALITY DATA

ENGINEERING DATA

NATURAL RESOURCE DATA

Remarks

Type Measurement Pre- Post- Pre- Post- Pre- Post-
Project Design Const. Project Design Const. Project Design Const.
Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase
POINT MEASUREMENTS APR- OCT- APR- OCT- APR- OCT-
Stations * SEP MAR  SEP MAR  SEP MAR Corps Design Phase
Turbidity rd) M
Photosynthetically Active
Radiation ra'} M
Secchi Disk Transparency re] M
Dissolved Oxygen 2w M
Specific Conductance 2u M
Water Temperature r M
Velocity M M
Water Depth W M
Water Elevation 2w M
Percent Ice Cover - M
Ice Depth - M
Percent Snow Cover - M
Snow Depth - M
Substrate Particle Presence 6K oM
Substrate Hardness [ -
pH M M
Chlorophytt r4 M
Suspended Solids e M
Wind Direction r M
wind velocity ra] M
Wave Height ra M
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TABLE 12-2 (Cont’d)

WATER QUALITY DATA ENGINEERING DATA NATURAL RESOURCE DATA Remarks
Type Measurement Pre- Post- Pre- Post- Pre- Post-
Project Design Const. Project Design Const. Project Design Const.
Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase
POINT MEASUREMENTS APR- OCT- APR- OCT- APR- OCT- LTRM/Corps
Stations 5 SEP MAR SEP MAR  SEP MAR Post-Construction
Turbidity 2 M
Photosynthetically Active
Radiation 2w M
Secchi Disk Transparency ré] M
Dissolved Oxygen r M
Specific Conductance 2w M
Water Temperature 2W M
Velocity M M
Water Depth 24 M
Water Elevation , 2 M
Percent lce Cover - M
Ice Depth - M
Percent Snow Cover - M
Snow Depth ) - M
Substrate Particle Presence M 6M
Substrate Hardness M 6M
pH 2w ]
Chlorophyl L ra] M
Suspended Solids ré M
Wind Direction o L]
Wind velocity ra] M
Wave Height o M
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WATER QUALITY DATA

TABLE 12-2 (Cont’d)

ENGINEERING DATA

NATURAL RESOURCE DATA Remarks
Type Measurement Pre- Post- Pre- Post- Pre- Post-
Project Design Const. Project Design Const. Project Design Const.
Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase
POINT MEASUREMENTS APR- OCT- APR- OCT- APR- OCT-
stations SEP MAR _ SEP MAR _ SEP MAR
Bulk Sediment and Corps

Etutriate
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Type Measurement

WATER QUALITY DATA

TABLE 12-2 (Cont’d)

ENGINEERING DATA

NATURAL RESOURCE DATA

Pre- Post-
Project Design Const.
Phase Phase Phase

Pre- Post-
Project Design Const.
Phase Phase Phase

Pre- Post-
Project Design Const.
Phase Phase Phase

Remarks

APR- OCT- APR- OCT- APR- OCT-
SEP MAR  SEP MAR SEP MAR

Select Point Locations

Soil Borings 2

Corps

JRANSECT MEASUREMENTS

Iransects 7

Leke Sedimentation
Transects

Corps

Transects 8

Side Channel Sedimenta-
tion and Velocities

Corps

7

Transects

Vegetation

2y

Iransects - Levee System

Cross section at even
500-foot intervals and
profile of cross dike
and perimeter levee

Corps

AREA MEASUREMENTS

Vertical Stereo

Areal Photographs (1:5000)
Land Topographic Mapping

(1! contours)

Corps

Corps
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1, 2,3 --- = number of times data is collected within designated project phase

TABLE 12-2 (Cont’d)
Legend

= Continuous
= Weekly
Monthly
= Yearly

< X £ o
n

nC = n-Day continuous

M = n-Week interval
nY = n-Year interval

See monitoring plan drawing for locations of ssmpling points, transects, areas except as noted.

See soil boring location drawing.

Water Quality Stations, Pre-Project Phase

Water Quality Stations, Design Phase

Water Quality Stations, Post-Construction
Phase

Water Quality Bulk Sediment & Elutriate
Stations

Current Station Code

W-1126.87
W-1130.8w

W-1124.8R
W-1128.7W
W-1128.8F
W-1129.2v

W-1124.8R
W-1127.9%
W-1128.87
W-1128.8v
W-1129.41

W-1126.6P
W-1126.9M
W-1126.8"
W-1128.7W
W-1128.8F
W-1129.47
W-1129.6F

Previous Designation

LCL-1
ucL-3

ucL-1
Lb-1
ucL-2

LCL-2
Lb-2
LCL-1
ucL-1
LD-1
ucL-2
MD-1

1987 only
1989 only

initiated 1990
initiated 1989
initiated 1990
initiated 1989

Lower Lake
Liverpool Ditch
Lower Lake
Upper Lake
Liverpool Ditch
Upper Lake
Meyer’s Ditch



CL

7 Corps Lake Sedimentation/Vegetation Transects

8 Corps Side Channel Sedimentation Transects

S-1124.8P
v

S-1126.0P
v

$-1126.9P
v

S-1127.9p
v

S-1128.8P
v

S-1129.0P
v

$-1129.4P
v

S-1127.6N
S-1128.0N
S-1128.6N
$-1128.7M

TABLE 12-2 (Cont’d)

Lower Lake

Lower Lake

Lower take

Lower Lake

Upper Lake

Upper Lake

Upper Lake

Liverpool Ditch, Cross Section
Liverpool Ditch, Cross Section
Liverpool Ditch, Cross Section
Liverpool Ditch, Thalweg



Goal

Enhance
Waterfowl
Habitat

14

Enhance
Fishery
Habitat

1

Objective

Increase areal

Alternative

Enhancement
Feature

Water

extent of submergent Control

and emergent vegeta-
tion for waterfowl

Provide flowing side Flowing

channel aquatic
habi tat

gside
channel

Aquatic
vegetation
bed

Improved
water

qual ity

Perimeter
levee and
cross dike

Side
channel
excavation

TABLE 12-3

Post-Construction Evaluation Plan

Enhancement Potential

Year 50
Target
With

Year 0
Without
Alternative

Year X
With

Unit Alternative!

Acres 200 --
of

aquatic
vegetation

3,250

mg/t 200 .- S0
suspended
solids

Lineal
feet of
eroded
levee

20,400 - 0

Surface 0 .- 12
acres of

flowing

channel

Cross- 0 -- 500
sectional

sq ft of

flowing

channel

Velocity 0 -- 1
of flowing

channel

feet/sec

This column is completed for the year the enhancement feature is monitored.

Alternative

Feature
Measurement
Reference

Table 12-2

perform vegetation tran-
sects note 7, table 12-2
and serial photography

Perform water quatity
tests at stations note 5,
table 12-2

Perform levee gystem

transects and profiles

Perform gedimentation
transects note 8, table
12-2

As above

As above

Annual Field
Observations
by Site
Manager

Estimate acres of
emergent/submer-

gent and floating
vegetation

Describe presence of
resuspended sedi-
ments due to rough
fish/wind

Describe effects of
erosion, distin-
guishing between wave
and overtopping
erosion

Describe presence of
snags, channel sedi-
mentation, or vege-

tation

Describe bank ero-
sion (if any) at mouth
of Liverpool Ditch for
protection of historic
site



13. COST ESTIMATES

A detalled estimate of project design and construction costs is presented
in table 13-1. A detailed estimate of operation, maintenance, and

rehabilitation costs is presented in table 13-2. Table 13-3 presents the
estimated annual monitoring costs as described in Section 12. Quantities

may vary during final design.
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TABLE 13-1

CHAUTAUQUA LAKE
REHABILJTATION AND ENHANCEMENT EMP
IL RIVER MILE 124 - 129.5

PROJECT COST SUMMARY
DIVISION OF COST

MARCH 1991
CURRENT FULLY FUNDED
WORKING ESTIMATE ESTIMATE
ACCOUNT FEATURE (CWE) . (FFE)
FEDERAL NON - FEDERAL FEDERAL NON- FEDERAL
06. FISH AND WILDLIFE FACILITIES 3,740,000 4,026,110
30. PLANNING, ENGINEERING AND DESIGN 669,000 676,309
31. CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT 245,000 258,990
SUBTOTAL 4,654,000 0 4,961,409 0

SUMMARY OF COST APPORTIONMENT

CWE EFE
1. TOTAL COST SUMMARY
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS 4,654,000 4,961,409
NON-FEDERAL LANDS & DAMAGES 0 0
ESESESRZ=I=TSE RETSE=STEI=EE
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS
SEE NOTE 1. 4,654,000 4,961,409
2. NON-FEDERAL COSTS
REQUIRED NON~FEDEQAL _CASH
CONTRIBUTION . 0 0
NON-FEDERAL LANDS & DAMAGES 0 0
EETTEESIEEES TS EESSEEssST
TOTAL NON-FEDERAL COST (] 0
3. FEDERAL COST
TOTAL FEDERAL COSTS 4,654,000 4,961,409
GENERAL DESIGN, DEFINITE
PROJECT REPORT (541,000) (541,000)
-+ ¢+ ¢t + 4 + 31 ¢+ SSSSE==STE=S=SR
REMAINING FEDERAL COSTS 4,113,000 4,420,409

NOTES:

1. TOTAL PROJECT COST 1S 100% FEDERAL COST; PROJECT LANDS ARE GOVERNMENT OWNED.

2. CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULED FOR MAR 92 - SEP 93. FULLY FUNDED ESTIMATE (FFE) 1S BASED ON MIDPOINT OF CONSTRUCTION
DATE OF DEC 92, RESULTING IN INFLATION FACTORS OF 1.0571 FOR SALARIES AND 1.0765 FOR ALL QTHER COSTS
FER CECW-B MEMD, 3 APR 90, SUBJECT: FACTORS FOR THE FY 1992 BUDGET SUBMISSION.

v
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TABLE 13-1 (Cont'd)

CHAUTAUQUA LAKE
REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT EMP
PROJECT COST ESTIMATE
MARCH 1991 PRICE LEVEL

ACCOUNT
CODE ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE  AMOUNT  CONTINGENCY CON % REASONS
06. FISH AND WILDLIFE FACILITIES
06.-.-.- UPPER LAKE WATER CONTROL, PUMP STATION
06.0.5.B DEWATERING 1 s 22000.00 22,000 5,500 25.0% 1
06.0.5.C STRUCTURAL CONCRETE 360 CY 450.00 162,000 24,300 15.0% 4,6
06.0.5.E SLIDE GATES, 5'X 5’ 2 EA 12000.00 24,000 3,600 15.0% 3,6
06.0.5.E TRASH RACK ASSEMBLYS 3 EA 4300.00 12,900 1,935  15.0% 4,6
06.0.5.E DISCH PIPE 48" STEEL 200 LF 240.00 48,000 9,600 20.0% 4,6
06.0.5.E FLAP GATE, 48" 1 EA 4000.00 4,000 600 15.0% 3,6
06.0.5.8 RIPRAP 620 TON 27.00 16,740 5,022 30.0% 2.3
06.0.5.R BURIED PRIMARY FEEDER 5500 FT 11.75 64,625 9,694 15.0% 1,5
06.0.5.R TRANSFORMER 1 EA 12300.00 12,300 1,845 15.0% 6
06.0.5.R MISC. ELECTRICAL 1 s 7670.00 7,670 1,53% 20.0% 6
06.0.5.R ELECT PLATFORM ASSEMBLY 1 Ls 15300.00 15,300 2,295 15.0% 6
06.0.5.E SUBMERSIBLE PUMP & ACCS 1 Ls 101000.00 101,000 20,200 20.0% 3,6
TOTAL 490,535 86,125
06.-.-.- NORTHERN LEVEE REPAIR
06.0.1.8 STRIPPING 5800 CY 1.50 8,700 1,740 20.0% 1,5
06.0.1.B UNSUITABLE SOIL EXCAVATION 12500 CY 2.40 30,000 4,500 15.0% 1,5
06.0.1.8 CLEARING/GRUBBING 17.7 ACR 1810.00 32,037 6,407  20.0% 1,5
06.0.1.B SEEDING 17.7 ACR 1150.00 20,355 4,071 20.0% 5,6
06.0.1.B EMBK FILL, PLACE & SHAPE 176000 CY 3.55 624,800 124,960 20.0% 1,5
06.0.1.B EMBK FILL, SHAPE 20000 CY 1.60 32,000 6,400 20.0% 1,5
06.0.1.8B RIPRAP « % 2400 TON 28.00 67,200 20,160 30.0% 2,3,5
TOTAL 815,092 168,238
06.-.-.- CROSS DIKE REPAIR
06.0.A.- MOB & DEMOB 1 Ls 19100.00 19,100 1,910 10.0% 2
06.0.1.B EMBK. FILL, PLACE AND SHAPE 121000 cY 3.40 411,400 82,280 20.0% 1,5
06.0.1.8 CLEARING AND GRUBBING 5.2 ACR 1810.00 9,412 1,882 20.0% 1,5
06.0.1.B SEEDING 11 ACR 1150.00 12,650 2,530 20.0% 5,6
06.0.C.B CRUSHED STONE (PERM. ACCESS RD.) 1600 TON 19.30 30,880 6,176 20.0% 2,3
06.0.1.B PERMANENT EROSION MATT 1500 SY 10.00 15,000 3,000 20.0% 1,6,3
06.0.1.B TEMP EROSION CNTRL MATT 6000 SY 1.25 7,500 1,500 20.0% 1,6,3
TOTAL 505, 942 99,278
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ACCOUNT

06.-.-.-

06.0.1.8

06.-.-.-

06.0.5.8
06.0.5.B
06.0.5.8
06.0.5.E
06.0.5.E
06.0.5.8

06.-.-.-

06.0.5.3
06.0.5.8
06.0.5.E
06.0.5.E
06.0.5.R
06.0.5.a
06.0.5.8

TABLE 13-1 (Cont'd)
CHAUTAUQUA LAKE
REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT EMP
PROJECT COST ESTIMATE
MARCH 1991 PRICE LEVEL

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT CONTINGENCY CON % REASONS
FISH TOXICANT TREATMENT
FISH TOXICANT TREATMENT, UPPER LAKE 1 LS 60000.00 60,000 12,000 20.0% 4,6
UPPER LAKE GRAVITY OUTLET

DEWATERING 1 LS 17000.00 17,000 4,250 25.0% 1

STRUCTURAL CONCRETE 47 cY 450.00 21,150 3,173 15.0% 4,6

60% RCP 172 LF 240.00 41,280 6,192 15.0% 1,3,5

TRASH RACK ASSEMBLY 1 ts 2300.00 2,300 345 15.0% 4,6

SLIDE GATE ASSEMBLY 1 LS 12100.00 12,100 1,815 15.0% 3,6

RIPRAP 380 TON 27.00 10,260 3,078 30.0% 2,3
TOTAL 104,090 18,853

MODIFICATION OF EXISTING RADIAL GATE STRUCTURE

SITE PREPARATION 1 LS 10000.00 10,000 3,000 30.0% 1,5,6
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE 110 cy 455.00 50,050 7,508 15.0% 4,6
STOP LOG ASSEMBLY 8 EA 2000.00 16,000 3,200 20.0% 4,6
BAR GRATES 8 EA 1000.00 8,000 1,600 20.0% 4,6
PORT GATE POWER GENERATOR 1 EA 3000.00 3,000 600 20.0% 3,6
GEARED GATE LIFTERS 4 EA 1200.00 4,800 960 20.0% 4,6
RIPRAP A 3000 TON 27.00 81,000 264,300 30.0% 2,3,5
TOTAL 172,850 41,168

LWR LAKE WATER CONTROL, STOP LOG STRUCTURE

DEWATERING 1 LS 15800.00 15,800 3,950 25.0% 1,4
EXCAVATION 325 CY 3.95 1,284 193 15.0% 1
STRUCTURAL BACKFILL 250 CcY 17.20 4,300 1,075  25.0% 2,3,4
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE 211 ¢y 365.00 77,015 11,552 15.0% 2,3,5
STEEL POSTS W/SAFETY CHAIN 25 LF 22.00 550 110 20.0% 6
STOP LOGS 310 LF 2.55 791 158  20.0% 6
RIPRAP 155 TON 27.00 4,185 1,256 30.0% 2,3
TOTAL 103,924 18,293
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TABLE 13-1 (Cont'd)

CHAUTAUQUA LAKE
REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT EMP
PROJECT COST ESTIMATE
MARCH 1991 PRICE LEVEL

ACCOUNT

CODE ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT CONTINGENCY CON X REASONS
06.0.5.B LOWER LAKE EXCAVATION 29500 -CY 3.80 112,100 28,025 25.0% 1,5
06.-.-.- BOAT RAMP REPLACEMENT 1 Ls 60500.00 60,500 15,433 25.0% 1,4,6

06.-.-.- SIDE CHANNEL EXCAVATION

06.0.A.~ MOB AND DEMOB 1 1s 80,200.00 80,200 8,020 10.0% 2
06.0.1.8 CLEARING/GRUBBING 16.9 ACR 1,810.00 30,589 6,118 20.0% 1,5
06.0.1.8B EXCAVATION 195900 CY 1.90 372,210 55,832 15.0% 1,5
06.0.1.B  ROCKFILL 800 TON 29.85 23,880 3,582 15.0% 2,3,5
06.0.1.B RIPRAP 5700 TON 33.70 192,090 28,814 15.0% 2,3,5
06.0.1.B SEEDING 19 ACR 1,150.00 21,850 4,370 20.0% 5,6
TOTAL 720,819 106,735
SUBTOTAL, FISH AND WILDLIFE FACILITIES 3,145,852
CONTINGENCIES; AVERAGE OF 18.9% 594,148
06. TOTAL, FISH AND WILOLIFE FACILITIES 3,740,000

.

REASONS FOR CONTINGENCIES: 1. UNKNOWN SITE CONDITIONS, 2. UNKNOWN HAUL DISTANCE, 3. UNIT PRICE UNKNOWN,
4. QUANTITY UNKNOWNS, 5. DIFFICULT SITE ACCESS, 6. UNKNOWN FINAL DESIGN

30. PLANNING, ENGINEERING AND DESIGN 669,000
DEFINITE PROJECT REPORT 541,000
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 112,000
ENGINEERING DURING CONSTRUCTION 16,000

31. CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT 245,000
CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 91,000
REVIEW OF SHOP DRAWINGS 9,000
INSPECTJON AND QUALITY ASSURANCE 145,000

TOTAL 4,654,000
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TABLE 13-2

Estimated Annual Operation and Maintenance Costs
(March 1991 Price Level)

Unit Total
Qty Unit Cost ($) Cost ($)

Operation
Pump station power 67,200 kWh .075 5,040
Pump station operation 120 Hr 23.00 2,760
Gate operation 80 Hr 23.00 1,840
Maintenance
Levee inspection 40 Hr 23.00 920
Levee mowing (once/yr min.) 21 Ac 45.00 945
Pump replacement ($125,000 in
year 25, annualized) 1 Job SUM 1,400
Pump station maintenance 20 Hr 100.00 2,000
Access road crushed stone 20 Ton 20.00 400
Debris removal 40 Hr 50.00 2,000
Sediment excavation 1 ($245,000 in year 1 Job SUM 2,700
25, annualized)
Stoplog replacement 10 Ea 10.00 100
Riprap 120 Ton 28.00 3,360
Levee erosion control 20 Hr 100.00 2.000
Rehabilitation 2
Subtotal 25,465
Contingencies 4,335
TOTAL 29,800
1

For pump station channel maintenance, the upper portion of Liverpool Ditch
will require re-excavation in approximately 25 years.

2 Rehabilitation cannot be accurately estimated. Rehabilitation is recon-
structive work that significantly exceeds the annual operation and mainte-
nance requirements identified above and which is needed as the result of
major storms or flood events.

79



TABLE 13-3

Estimated Post-Construction Annual Monitoring Costs (S)
(March 1991 Price Level)

Annual

Item Cost (%)
Water Quality Data 1 6,400
Engineering Data 1 3,000
Natural Resource Data 1 _2.000
Subtotal 11,400
Contingencies 1,710
Subtotal 13,100
Planning, Engineering, Design 2 1,300
Contract Management _1.000
Total 15,410

1 Reference tables 12-2 and 2-3.

2 Includes cost of annual evaluation report.
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14. REAL ESTATE REQUIREMENTS

a. General. All project features are located on lands owned by the
Department of the Interior, USFWS.

b. Local Cooperation Agreements/Cost-Sharing. The project 1s pro-
posed for 100 percent Federal funding for first costs. The Lake Chautaugqua
project area is part of the Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge. The Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-662) is the basis for
first cost Federal funding and provides:

Section 906. FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION.

(e) ... the first cost of such enhancement shall be a Federal cost
when -

(3) such activities are located on lands managed as a national
wildlife refuge.

c. Construction Easements. All project features are located on lands
owned by the Federal Government. The USFWS has provided a letter of con-
sent authorizing work on Department of Interior lands.
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15. SCHEDULE FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION

Table 15-1 presents the schedule of project completion steps.

TABLE 15-1

ro t Im tat edule

Requirement Scheduled Date

Submission of Draft DPR to Corps of Engineers,

North Central Division for Review Aug 90
Distribution of DPR for Public and Agency Review Mar 91
Submission of Final and Public Reviewed DPR to

North Central Division Jun 91
Receive Plans and Specifications Funds Jun 91
Construction Approval by Assistant Secretary of the Army

(Civil Works) Nov 91
Submit Final Plans and Specifications to North Central

Division for Review and Approval Dec 91
Obtain Approval of Plans and Specifications Jan 92
Advertise Contract Jan 92
Award Contract Mar 92
Complete Construction / Sep 93
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16. IMPLEMENTATION, RESPONSIBILITIES, AND VIEWS

a., Corps of Engineers. The Corps of Engineers, Rock Island District,
is responsible for project management and coordination with the USFWS, the
State of Illinois, and other affected agencies. The Rock Island District
will submit the subject detailed project report; program funds; finalize
plans and specifications; complete all NEPA requirements; advertise and
award a construction contract; and perform construction contract
supervision and administration.

b. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The USFWS is the Federal sponsor
of the project and will determine that all project features are compatible
with Refuge purposes and in compliance with the National Historic Preserva-
tion Act. The USFWS will ensure that operation and maintenance functions,
described in table 13-2 of this report, are performed in accordance with
Section 906(e) of the 1986 Water Resources Development Act. A draft
Memorandum of Agreement between the Corps of Engineers and the USFWS is
included in appendix C. These functions will be further specified in the
Project Operation and Maintenance Manual to be provided by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers prior to final acceptance of the project by the sponsor.
Authorization has been provided to the Corps of Engineers for construction
on USFWS-owned lands,

c. Illinois Department of Conservation. The IDOC, the non-Federal
sponsor of the project, has provided technical and other advisory
assistance during all phases of the project and will continue to provide
assistance during project implementation. The IDOC will cooperate with
the USFWS to ensure that operation and maintenance, and any mutually
agreed-upon rehabilitation, will be accomplished in accordance with the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986,
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17. COORDINATION, PUBLIC VIEWS, AND COMMENTS

a. Coordination Meetings. Close coordination between the Corps of
Engineers, the USFWS, and the IDOC was effected during the study period.
A listing of meetings follows:

(1) November 15, 1988. On-site meeting conducted with IDOC,
USFWS, and CENCR to scope proposed project.

(2) November 28, 1989. Off-site meeting conducted with USFWS,
IDOC, and CENCR to develop design alternmatives.

(3) December 11, 1989. On-site meeting conducted with USFWS,
SHPO, and CENCR to discuss archeological sites known to exist on the site
and SHPO concerns.

(4) March 26, 1990. On-site meeting conducted with IDOC, USFWS,
and CENCR to discuss feasibility of alternatives.

(5) January 3, 1991. Off-site meeting conducted with IDOC,
USFWS, and CENCR to coordinate design changes and confirm management plan.

(6) April 15, 1991. A public information meeting was jointly
conducted by the USFWS, CENCR, and IDOC.

b. Environmental Review Process. This project meets the requirements

of the National Environmental Policy Act as evidenced by the attached
Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact.
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18. CONCLUSIONS

Lake Chautauqua has experienced deterioration of its habitat value as a
result of sedimentation and inability to manage water levels. Waterfowl
usage of this area has declined. Fisheries have been severely impacted by
reduced water quality, depths, and lack of preferred habitats. The lake's
wetland communities have lost prime habitat as a result of sedimentation.
The broad expanse of the lake, in combination with the extremely soft
sediments which make up the lake bed, promote wind fetch and rough fish
generated turbidity, thereby inhibiting photosynthetic activity and lake
bed consolidation. This, combined with the inability to dewater the lakes
efficiently, precludes aquatic vegetation rooting, growth, and survival.

The proposed construction features meet the project objectives of increas-
ing submergent and emergent vegetation in the upper and lower lakes and
creating flowing side channel and deepwater slough habitat. By reestab-
lishing Liverpool side channel flow and improving water control capability
for both the upper and lower lakes of Lake Chautauqua, the project area and
its environments should realize improved fisheries and expanded waterfowl
usage throughout the 50-year project life expectancy.

Complete implementation of these project features will result in the
following habitat outputs: increased submergent vegetation in the upper
lake needed by waterfowl (primarily divers) and fish; increased moist soil
plants in the lower lake for dabbling ducks and other wetiand birds; off-
channel deep water for wintering fish; flowing side channel habitat; and
stable levels to benefit freshwater fishery resources.
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19. RECOMMENDATIONS

I have weighed the accomplishments to be obtained from this habitat
rehabilitation and enhancement project against its cost and have con-
sidered the alternatives, impacts, and scope of the proposed project.
In my judgment, this project, as proposed, justifies expenditures of
Federal funds. I recommend that the Secretary of the Army for Civil
Works approve construction to include: raising approximately 3.8 miles
of existing levee and cross dike; construction of a pump station,

2 gravity outlet structures, and requisite drainage channels; and

side channel excavation.

The estimated construction cost of this project is $4,113,000. Total
project cost estimate, including general design, is $4,654,000. All
project costs are to be 100 percent Federal costs.

At this time, I further recommend that funds in the amount of $112,000
be allocated for the preparation of plans and specifications.

ohn R. Brown
Colonel, U.S. Army
District Engineer
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
FOR
LAKE CHAUTAUQUA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT

Having reviewed the information contained in this Environmental
Assessment, 1 find that the proposed project will have no significant
adverse impacts on the environment. This action is not a major Federal
action, and therefore preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) is not required. This decision may be reevaluated if developments

warrant it.

Factors that were considered in making the determination that an EIS is
not required were:

a. Implementation of the selected plan will benefit nationally
significant waterfowl and wetland resources.

b. The proposed action is complementary to the Lake Chautauqua
National Refuge goals and objectives.

c. There were no significant adverse comments received on the
project from public review.

d. Adverse effects on fish and wildlife resources from construction
are temporary.

/8 ﬂa.us-/yf/ ohn R. Brown
Date Colonel, U.S. Army

District Engineer
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Illinois Historic
——="=- Preservation Agency

Old State Capitol » Springfield, Illinois 62701  (217) 782-4836

217/785-4997

Mason County

Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge
Lake Chautauqua Habitat Rehabilitation
and Enhancement Project

IHPA Log #89103001

November 15, 1989

United States Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Attn: Matthias A. Kerschbaum

Federal Building, Fort Snelling

Twin Cities, Minnesota 55111

Dear Sir:

Thank you for requesting comments from our office concerning the possible
effects of the project referenced above on cultural resources. Our comments
are required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966,
as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800: “Protection of
Historic Properties®.

We have reviewed the above referenced project and are concerned about the
extent of mechanical dredging of the Liverpool ditch, Meyers ditch and the
excavation of the lake bottom for island construction. WKhile your statement
that underwater archaeology is problematieal is valid, we are more concerned
about impacts of this project on the ditch edges (widening), disposal areas
for the dredged material and disturbance of possibly now inundated sites
located on the lake bed. Prehistoric occupations were often located on small
floodplain ridges, and as noted in your letter, these are the very places most
likely for excavation of materifal for island construction.

We are unsure from the project submittal if the lake level will be lowered
during the project activities. If so, this would present an opportunity to
conduct an archaeological survey at that time of any exposed land surface. If
not, a review of the cores taken from the lake bed by an archaeologist may
provide insights into the potential location of prehistoric sites in the
dredging areas.

At this time, it is our opinion a Phase I archaeological reconnaissance survey
should be conducted along the areas of Liverpool and Meyers ditches to be
dredged and all disposal area for dredged materials that have not been
previously disturbed. The Phase I archaeological reconnaissance survey would
possibly require trenching to determine if sedimentation has buried cultural
~ccupations.



Illinois Historic
————"- Preservation Agency

]lA'_ Old State Capitol ® Springficld, lllinois 62701 * (217) 782-4836

Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge
Lake Chautauqua Habitat Rehabilitation
and Enhancement Project

Page 2

We would like additional information on the extent of lowering of Lake
Chautauqua and the amount of land potentially exposed.

Enclosed you will find an attachment briefly describing Phase I surveys and
1isting archaeological contracting services. A copy of our letter should be
provided to the selected professional archaeological contractor for his

information.

If you have any further questions, please contact Paula G. Cross, Staff
Archaeologist, I11inois Historic Preservation Agency, 01d State Capitol,
Springfield, I1linois 62701, 217/785-4998.

ely,
Z{ j -
Theodore KW. Hild

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

TRH:PGC:kh

Enclosure - Arch. Cont. Surv.



FWS/ARW-SS APR 2 6 1990

Mr. Michael Devine

State Historic Preservation Officer
Illinois Historic Preservation Agency
Preservation Services Division

0ld State Capitol

Springfield, Illinois 62701

Dear Mr. Devine:

This letter is a continuation of consultation regarding the Lake Chautauqua
Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project at Chautauqua National Wildlife
Refuge in Mason County. Your letter dated November 15, 1989 (IHPA Log
#89103001), identified potential for the project to affect archeological
resources and led to an on-site meeting on December 11, 1989. Since that time
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Rock Island District, has modified the
project in an effort to address the concerns raised by Ms. Paula Cross of your
office. On April 25, 1990, John Dobrovolny of our office discussed these
recent developments with Ms. Cross.

Enclosed for your information are drawings of the modified project including
penciled-in changes provided by the Rock Island District. The substantive
project modifications are listed as follows. The multiple-branched channel
originally proposed for the Upper Lake has been replaced by one channel that
will be confined to inundated floodplain of historically low relief, areas
probably devoid of prehistoric habitation because of wetland conditions.
Channel dredging in the Lower Lake would be restricted to two short segments,
similarly placed in areas of low relief. Dredging of existing ditches would
be limited to removal of accumulated silt. At the opening of Liverpool Ditch
at the Illinois River, both banks would be riprapped to prevent any erosion,
which would thus protect the prehistoric Liverpool Lake Site.

In our opinion these project modifications succeed in avoiding impacts to
archeological properties that meet the criteria for the National Register of
Historic Places. If you disagree, please provide us with a suggested research
strategy to guide an archeological study. Otherwise we would appreciate your

A-3



Mr. Michael Devine 2.

concurrence that this redefined project will have no effect on eligible
properties. The Rock Island District has requested decisions be made by June

1990, so we would appreciate your response as soon as possible before May 31,
1990.

Sincerely,

o um
/s/ Matthics A. Kercchbault

Matthias A. Kerschbaum

Enclosure

bece: CTQ
COE, Rock Island
SS



Illinois Historic
~—=——="Preservation Agency

L Old State Capitol ® Springfield, Ilinois 62701 e (217) 782-4836

217/785-4997

MASON COUNTY

Chautaugua National Wildlife Refuge

Lake Chautauqua Habitat Rehabilitation
and Enhancement Project

May 25, 1990

Mr. Matthias A. Kerschbaum

United States Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Federal Building, Fort Snelling

Twin Cities, Minnesota 55111

Dear Sir:

Thank you for the additional information on the above referenced project. The revisions
proposed address our previous concerns regarding this project and its potential affect
on historic resources. Riprapping of both banks should prevent erosion of the Liverpool
Lake site (11-Mn-163), located adjacent to the proposed activities. Accordingly, it is
our opinion no significant archaeological, historical or architectural resources are
located within the project area and that the preventive measures (riprapping) will cause
the project activities to have no effect on the Liverpool Lake site.

Please retain this letter in your files as evidence of compliance with Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended.

If you have any further questions, please contact Paula G. Cross, Senior Staff
Archaeologist, I11inois Historic Preservation Agency, O1d State Capitol, Springfield,

I11inois 62701, 217/785-4998.
Sipcerely ]

kheodore H. Hild
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer
TWH:PGC:bb

cc: Bi1l1 Callahan
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

-
I

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

:

CBAUTAUQUA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
R. R. 2, BOX 61-B
HA7TANA, ILLINOIS 62644
Telephone 309/535-2290

Szptember 12, 1990

District Engineer

U 5. Army Engineer District, Rock Island
ATTN: Planning Division

Clock Tower Building - P. O. Box 2004
Rock Island, IL 61204-2004

Dear Sir:

T would like to comment on the Draft Definite Project Report for

-

Lake Chautaugqua, Illinois, Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement
Project.

Water Control Structure. The text calls for the water control
structure on the south end to have a sill elevation of 429.0' NGVD
(page 37). This appears to me to be an adequate elevation.
However, if I read the design properly on Plate 16, the sill is to
be at 431.0' This elevation would not adequately drain the lake.

Cross Dike Repair. I am again concerned that riprap was not
included to protect the dike. During high water and high southwest
winds, the 3-1/2 mile open stretch of water creates waves of 3 -
4 feet. Even with slopes at 6:1 grade, waves of that magnitude
will devastate the unprotected levee. Even if we were fortunate
to have grass become established before high water comes, which is
doubtful, 1long periods of high water which have happened
historically here, including 1990, will kill the grass. I do not
want to see a repeat of the 1969 dike construction which failed due
to lack of armoring. Since money 1is an obstacle, I recommend
eliminating the pump station from this proposal. The monies saved
could be used to purchase riprap. The pump station would be
useless without a functional cross dike. Some riprap is found on
the existing dike and could be re-used. Some form of structure at
the pump site would still be needed to allow full dewatering of the
Upper Lake through the Lower Lake if river conditions allowed.

The only way I see the cross dike holding without riprap is to
construct the slopes at similar grade as exists on natural beaches.

Sincerely yours,

r £

Glen R. Miller
Refuge Manager

GRM/ac Ak
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Illinois Historic

—=—=—>:" Preservation Agency
E LE‘ Old State Capitol Springfield. Illinots 62701 (217) 782-4836
i Suite 4-900 State of Illinois Center 100 W. Randolph Chicago. 1L 60601 (312) 814-1409
217/785-4997
MASON COUNTY IKPA LOG #89103001

Chautauqua National HWildlife

Refuge Lake Chautauqua Habitat Rehabilitation
and Enchancement Project

September 21, 1990

Mr. Jerry A. Skalak, Manager

Rock Island District Habitat Program
District Engineer, US Corps of Engineers
Clock Tower Building

Post Office Box 2004

Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004

Dear Sir:

Thank you for requesting comments from our office concerning the possible effects of the
project referenced above on cultural resources. Our comments are required by Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and its implementing
regulations, 36 CFR 800: "Protection of Historic Properties”.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Lake Chautauqua Rehabilitation and
Enchancement Draft Report. Our staff has reviewed this document and has determined that
adequate consideration was given to cultural resources in the planning stages of this
project. As presently proposed, no significant historic, architectural, and
archaeological resources are located within the area to be impacted by construction
activities.

If you have any further questions, please contact Joyce A. Williams, Staff
Archaeologist, I11inois Historic Preservation Agency, O1d State Capitol, Springfield,
I1linois 62701, 217/785-1279.

Si rely,

1

Theodore W. Hild
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

TWH:JAW:bb0968A/75



United States Department of the Interior _A;_uu;__-=-
SR
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE — B
Fisheries Assistance Office - -
P. 0. Box J
IN REPLY REFER TO: Carterville, Illinois 62918

(618) 997-6869
12/7/90

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Clock Tower Bldg.

P.O. Box 2004

Rock Island, IL 61204-2004

ATTN: Planning Division
Dan Holmes

Dear Mr. Holmes

This is in response to a request by Chautauqua National
wildlife Refuge to comment direct on some important changes
to the Lake Chautaugqua DPR.

My understanding of the major change is to delete the deep
dredging in the interior of the North Pool and raise the
North Pool levee to protect from 10-year flood events.
Interior borrow for the levee would provide some deep water

habitat along the levee base.

I support the revisions 100 percent. Flood related
sedimentation at the site is a major problem and any thing
that can reduce this is a worthwhile investment.

Problems related to insufficient deep water overwintering
habitat should be solvable with a water management plan
which permits us to hold water above winter pool level in
the Illinoils River.

This is short and sweet but I hope it address your concerns.
If you have questions please call 618-997-6869.

Sincerely,

oA

Charles J. Surprenant
Project Leader



@ [llinois Environmental Protection Ageney © PoO. Box 192700 Springfield, 11 62794-9276

217/782-1696

Rock Island District Corps of Engineers
Lake Chautauqua EMP
Log #C-864-90

December 13, 1990

Mr. Jerry Skalak

Rock Island District Corps of Engineers
Planning Division

Clock Tower Building

Post Office Box 2004

Rock Island, Illinois 51204

Dear Mr. Skalak:

We have reviewed the revision to Alternative B of the Lake Chautauqua EMP
project, dated November 26, 1990. We have no objection or comment on the
deletion of plans to excavate the Upper Lake drainage channel and reconstruct
the cross dike and northern levee,

The proposed levee work, using material excavated from adjacent borrow areas
within the lake, must have adequate erosion and sediment controls to prevent
loss of this material to the Take or unnecessary resuspension during

dredging. We recommend that all in-lake construction be conducted in the dry,
as noted in the draft report (p. 30).

Please advise this office of any subsequent changes to the Lake Chautauqua EMP
project. If you have any questions on these matters, contact Bruce Yurdin of

my staff.
L b

Thomas G McSw1gg1n
Manager, Permit Sect1 on .
Division of Water Pollution Control

Very truly yours,

TGM:BY:bjh/4251n/99

cc: IEPA Records



CHAUTAUQUA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
Established 1936

Compatibility study
LAKE CHAUTAUQUA REHABILITATION

Establishment Authority:

Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge was established on December 23, 1936, by
Executive Order 7524.

Purpose for Which Established:

The lands purchased under Executive Order 7524 were acquired as a refuge and
breeding ground for migratory birds and other wildlife.

Description of Proposed Use:

The proposal 1is a Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project (HREP)
authorized by the Water Resource Development Act of 1986 (Public Law No. 99-
262). The Army Corps of Engineers (COE), as part of the environmental management
program derived from construction of a new dam and enlarged lock at Alton,
Illinois, has proposed to construct a HREP project located on Lake Chautauqua,
Mason County, Illinois, adjacent to the Illinois River between river miles 124
and 128. The project area includes a 3,500 acre floodplain lake and wetland
complex managed by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

The project area has formerly been extensively used by migratory waterfowl.
Historically, this wetland complex supported substantial populations of
waterfowl, including large numbers of both dabbling and diving ducks. This use
has declined as a result of the detrimental effects of sedimentation, which has
resulted in the subsequent decline of aquatic vegetation and loss of wetland
habitat. High wind fetch has further contributed to the resuspension of
sediment. Additional problems include irregular flooding and structural in-
adequacies which currently make habitat management difficult and only marginally

effective.

The proposed project would involve the repair of the existing cross dike between
the upper and lower pools to a l0-year flood event elevation of 449 NGVD.

Additionally, the northern perimeter levee would be repaired to a 10-year flood
event elevation of 449 NGVD.

The project will also include installation of a pump at the intersection of the
cross dike and perimeter levee to further enhance water management capabilities.

An additional project feature will be a stoplog structure placed in the lower
lake to facilitate lake drawdown.
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The project will also involve excavation of lower lake drainage channels to
provide drainage to the pump station and stoplog structure for enhanced water
level management capabilities.

A total of approximately 8,300 feet of Liverpool Ditch will be excavated. This
feature will provide a continuous water source for the pump station and will
additionally provide flowing side channel habitat. Excavated material will be
used in raising the cross dike and perimeter levee. The resulting flowing side
channel habitat will also provide significant benefits for fish.

Anticipated Impacts on Refuge Purposes:

As a result of the project, waterfcwl and fisnh habitat will be improved and
increased, which should subsequently result in increased waterfowl and fish
populations. This will be a direct benefit toward maintaining and accomplishing
refuge purposes.

Justification:

The proposed project will contribute to refuge objectives.

Determination:

The proposed project is compatible with the purpose for which the refuge was
established.

CZW C 7W\ or-11-7/

Determined by:

Project Leader Date
Reviewed by: &ﬁ&i é Zzﬁ&a %’%_\ /' //‘ ?/
Wildlife Associate Manager Date
| ,"‘ e /.. .Y
Concurred by: e _ lo- 7/
-» " Regional Director Date
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United States Department of the Interior E—
PRIDE IN s

Fish and Wildlife Service AMERICA s

Rock Island Field Office (ES) e ————————

1830 Second Avenue, Second Floor —- -
Rock Island, Illinois 61201

In Reply Refer to: COM: 309/793-5800
FTS: 782-5800

March 19, 1991

Colonel John R. Brown
District Engineer
U.S. Army Engineer District
Rock Island
Clock Tower Building, P.O. Box 2004
Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004

Dear Colonel Brown:

This constitutes our Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act report on the Chautauqua
National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project
(HREP), Illinois River, Mason County, Illinois. The project is a component of the
Upper Mississippi River System Environmental Management Program authorized by the
1985 Supplemental Appropriations Act (Public Law 99-88) and Section 1103 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-662). The authority for this
report is contained in Section 2 of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958
(Public Law 85-624).

The area proposed for the Chautauqua NWR HREP project is United States property
currently managed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). The property was
acquired in 1936 and incorporated into the National Wildlife Refuge System. Therefore,
provisions of the National Wildlife Refuge Administration Act require that a
compatibility statement, finding of no significant impact and a special use permit be
approved by our Regional Directory prior to construction. The project planning process
dictates that our statement be completed at the same time as your final report and
environmental statement. It is for this reason that we have been designated as a
cooperating agency for the purposes of compliance with Natjonal Environmental Policy
Act.

BACKGROUND

The goal of the Upper Mississippi River System Environmental Management Program is
to implement "...numerous enhancement efforts...to preserve, protect, and restore habitat
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that is deteriorating due to natural and man-induced activities." The objective of these
enhancement activities is to recover some of the riparian habitat diversity that has been
lost due to construction of the Mississippi and Illinois River Navigation Projects and
sedimentation. The Illinois River in particular suffers from a loss of backwater terrestrial
and aquatic habitats. Oxbow lakes, riverine wetlands and bottomland hardwood forests
have become scarce along the waterway.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Chautauqua NWR HREP project is located within the boundaries of the
Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge. The area currently consists primarily of non-
forest wetland and bottomland hardwoods. Prior to Federal acquisition the tracts were
part of a levee and drainage district. The outer levee still serves as a water level control
structure for interior habitats. The FWS manages the area primarily for migrating
waterfowl. Water level manipulations are utilized as much as possible, to encourage
moist soil plant growth to improve habitat conditions for migrating birds. These
manipulations are dependent on the stage of the river, and structural inadequacies and
failures currently make habitat management activities difficult and only marginally
effective.

The proposed project would involve repairing the cross dike between the upper and
lower pools, raising the elevation of the outer levee from a two-year to a 10-year level of
protection installing a pump system to provide effective water level management
capabilities to both pools, and replacing the water level control structure on the south
end of the lower pool. The objective is to improve habitat condition principally for
diving ducks in the upper pool and dabbling ducks in the lower pool. In addition, a
portion of the Liverpool Channel would also be dredged to improve fish habitat
conditions in this area of the Illinois River.

METHODOLOGY

In order to quantify the existing habitat conditions and the impacts of the proposed
features on the Chautauqua NWR HREP project area a habitat evaluation was
performed at the site. The methodology selected was the Wildlife Habitat Appraisal
Guide (WHAG) procedures developed by the Missouri Department of Conservation and
the U.S.D.A. Soil Conservation Service. A list of variables for each habitat type are
measured on site and from these an estimation of existing habitat values, measured in
habitat units, can be made for several wildlife species. Once existing habitat values are
determined, the variables affected by proposed project features are re-evaluated to
calculate impacts to the selected evaluation species resulting from project
implementation.

For project planning and impact analysis purposes, project life was established as 50
years. In order to provide a standard of comparison for the 50-year analysis, target year
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conditions were established at years 0 (existing conditions), 1, 5, 10, 25 and 50, and
average annual habitat units were calculated for each evaluation species, based on
expected habitat conditions over the evaluation period.

Mallard (dnas platyrhynchos) and diving ducks, a multi-species guild consisting of
canvasback (Aythya valisineria), redhead (Aythya americana), lesser scaup (Aythya affina),
greater scaup (Avthya marila), ring-necked duck (dythya collaris), common goldeneye
(Bucephala clangula), and bufflehead (Bucephala albeola) were selected as the primary
species of concern for this project, in keeping with established refuge goals. Wood duck
(dix sponsa) and green-backed heron (Buforides striatus) were also selected as evaluation
species for the same reason. In addition, channel catfish (Ictalurus punctatus), walleye
(Stizostedion vitreum), and largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides) were selected as
evaluation species to determine the impacts of proposed project features on aquatic
/fisheries habitat values within and adjacent to the refuge.

EXISTING FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES

Existing aquatic and terrestrial resources at the Chautauqua NWR project site are
summarized in the following table.

Table 1 - Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge, Havana, IL
Existing Aquatic and Terrestrial Resources

Liverpool Channel

Totai Non-forested Wetland

Lower Levee

Liverpool Island

Total Bottomland Hardwood Wetland

Gramland

TOTAIL ACRFS IN PROJECT AREA
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Historically, L.ake Chautauqua, which is now divided into an upper and lower pool by a
cross dike, provided a diverse and productive fishery. Over the past 50 years, however,
the fishery has declined for a number of reasons. The combination of water level
manipulations to manage that area for waterfowl, unpredictable and periodic flooding
from the adjacent river, and increased sedimentation over the last 20 years have all
affected aquatic plant growth, water quality and depths, reducing fisheries values. At
present, the most common fish species utilizing the area include carp (Cyprinus carpio),
freshwater drum (dplodinotus grunniens), buffalo (Ietiobus spp.) and bullhead (Ictalurus
spp.). Other species, such as channel catfish, walleye, largemouth bass, and smallmouth
bass (Micropterus dolomieui), crappie (Pomoxis spp.), and bluegill (Lepomis macrohirus)
also use the area seasonally, when water conditions are favorable.

Immediately adjacent to the levee which forms Lake Chautauqua, on the riverward side,
is the Liverpool Channel. This channel was created as a result of the levee construction
during the early part of this century. It connects with the river just upstream of the
cross-dike and forms an intermittently flowing side channel for about three miles, until it
rejoins the river near the downstream end of the refuge. It currently is one of the tew
remaining flowing side channels on the Illinois River. Over the last 70 or so years since
its construction, sedimentation has eliminated most fisheries values associated with the
channel. It currently provides fish habitat only during high water periods.

The area within the levee consists of approximately 3247 acres of non-forested wetland -
997 acres in the upper pool and 2250 acres in the lower pool, separated by a cross-dike.
These areas are currently managed as a single pool because shortly after its construction
in 1969, a breach occurred in the cross-dike between the two pools, making independent
management impossible. When river levels permit, the pools are drawn down to sill
elevation to encourage aquatic plant growth within the pools. The existing sill elevation
of the upper pool water level control structures is 433.5 feet National Geodetic Vertical
Datum (NGVD), and the lower pool sill is at 433.0 NGVD. Average bottom elevation of
both pools is about 431 NGVD, some 2.5 feet below existing sill elevation. Even when
river water levels permit, pool levels can only be drawn down enough to expose about
200 acres of bottom substrate. The remaining acres rarely, if ever, dry out. This inability
to completely dewater the pools leaves the bottom in an unconsolidated condition,
vulnerable to resuspension by wind generated waves.

In addition, the existing levee surrounding both pools has an emergency spillway, located
in the lower pool, which allows river tlood waters to enter Lake Chautauqua at an
elevation of 444.6 NGVD, the pools are usually flooded at least once or twice per year.
Suspended sediments carried in by these flood waters greatly increase turbidity and add
to the supply of flocculants susceptible to resuspension.

These factors have greatly reduced the extent of historic aquatic plant communities

within the lake, reducing and limiting its value for migratory waterfowl, as well as other
fish and wildlife species. Waterfowl use on the refuge has declined significantly since
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waterfowl censuses began on the refuge in the 1940°s. Peak annual numbers of
waterfowl] using the refuge have dropped from over 600,000 ducks in 1954, to
approximately 200,000 in the 1970°s and were only about 56,000 in 1989.

Aside from waterfowl, great blue herons (Ardea herodias), greenbacked herons, great
egrets (Casmerodius albus) and blackcrowned night herons (Nycticorax nycticorax) are
among the more common avian species found on the refuge. White-tailed deer
(Odocoileus virginianns), squirrels (Scirurs spp.), skunks (Mephitis mephiris), opossums
(Didelphis virginiana), red fox (Vidpes vuipes), muskrat (Ondatra zibethicus), beaver
(Castor canadensis), and mink (Mustela vison) are also common.

The bald eagle (Haliacetus leucocephalus) and the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) are the
only federally listed threatened or endangered species that would be expected to utilize
habitats on Chautauqua NWR. There are no bald eagle nesting sites on the refuge, but
they do winter on the area, generally arriving in October and staying until the ice melts in
spring. Habitat conditions on and around the refuge appear suitable for Indiana bats
and some tree removal will be required to complete the proposed project. However, the
amount of cleaning required will have no impact on potential bat habitat.

FUTURE WITHOUT THE PROJECT

WHAG model results based on our assumptions for future trends indicate that habitat
conditions on Chautauqua NWR will decline for most evaluation species over the next 50
years. Table 2 summarizes future without project (Alternative A) habitat unit (HU’s)
changes for each evaluation species over the 50-year evaluation period.

TABLE 2 - CHAUTAUQUA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE EMP - FUTURE WITIIOUT PROJECT
(ALTERNATIVE A) HABITAT CHANGES

r UPPER POOL LOWER POOL LIVERPOOL CIIANNEL
TARGET YEAR PERCENT TARGET YEAR PERCENT TARGET YEAR PERCENT
HU's CHANGE HU's CHANGE HU's CHANGE
EVALUATION SPECIES TYO TY 50 TYO TY 50 TY O TY 50
MALLARD 374 a4 3% 340 8325 34% 112 100.5 -10
DIVING DUCKS 350 270 0% 7815 015 3% NE NE NE
WOOD DUCK 89.1 86.5 -3% NE NE NE 202 pARN Y 5%
GREEN-BACKED HERON 7885 849.2 8% 1440 15525 8% 1571 193 V%
CHANNEL CATFISH 100 100 0 pAN 28 e 0.7 07 (G
WALLEYE 100 100 0 s 225 0 0.7 0.7 0
LARGEMOUTH BASS 100 100 L3 pall 225 % Q7 0.7 %

NE - NOT EVALUATED
PERCENT CHANGE - POSITIVE NUMBER INDICATES NET INCREASE IN HABITAT VALULES, NEGATIVE

NUMBER INDICATES NET DECREASE IN HABITAT VALUES
HU'S - HABITAT UNITS
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Habitat Units are a reflection of habitat suitability (value) for a particular species
multiplied by habitat available for that species. The changes in HU’s over the evaluation
period are a function of changes in the habitat suitability for each species (assuming
acreages remain constant over time). This is the case in both refuge pools. In the
Liverpool Channel area, bottomland hardwood wetland acreage will increase through

succession so changes in HU’s are related to changes in both parameters.

AVALRLaQAA e 22UV ARSI 122 L2

primarily as a result of continuing sedimentation, which will lead to more shallow
emergent marsh. Habitat conditions within the Liverpool Channel will deteriorate to
some degree, primarily as a result of continuing sedimentation, and succession from
shallow non-forested wetland to bottomland hardwood wetland.

Mallard habitat conditions within the refuge will improve over the 50-year timeframe,

Diving duck habitat conditions within the refuge will decline, as continuing sedimentation
will result in the lake succeeding to more shallow emergent marsh that is less attractive
to those species. Habitat conditions for divers were not evaluated in Liverpool Channel,
primarily because the area is not suitable as diving duck habitat in its current condition.
Also, the proposed project features would result in insignificant impacts to these species
in this area.

Wood duck habitat conditions will deteriorate slightly in the upper pool, as a result of
continuing sedimentation and its effects on the forested wetlands. Habitat conditions in
the Liverpool Channel will improve as a result of the succession of approximately 28
acres of non-forested wetland in the area to bottomland hardwood wetland. Habitat
conditions for wood ducks were not evaluated in the lower pool because proposed
project features will not affect bottomland hardwoods in that area. Changes in habitat
conditions similar to those in the upper pool can be expected in the lower pool over the
same period.

Habitat conditions for green-backed herons will improve throughout the refuge and
Liverpool Channel area, primarily as a result of the succession of both the non-forested
wetland and bottomland hardwood wetland habitats. Continuing sedimentation will lead
to more shallow emergent marsh, natural woodland succession will make both habitat

types more attractive to herons.

The existing aquatic model is not sensitive enough to detect any changes in habitat
conditions for the three fish species evaluated. However, it is apparent that aquatic
habitat conditions will continue to decline over the 50-year period, as sedimentation
reduces average water depths, and shallow open water areas convert to more vegetated

marsh.



FUTURE WITH THE PROJECT

Four structural increments were analyzed over the 50-year project life. The first
increment (Alternative B1) includes the repair of the cross dike between the upper and
lower pools and the construction of a pumping station at the cross-dike to facilitate water
level management of the pool. In order to facilitate the repair of the cross dike,
approximately 21 acres of forested levee (bottomland hardwood wetland) will be
converted to grassland. For analysis purposes it was assumed that this conversion would
be permanent. Approximately 2200 feet of channel within the Liverpool Channel will
need to be dredged to allow effective use of the proposed pumping station. Dredged
material obtained from the channel will be used to repair the cross dike. In addition,
approximately 8800 feet of channel will be excavated in the upper pool to provide the
capability to fully dewater the pool. Material excavated from this channel will be side-
cast in the pool to form approximately six acres of small islands that would be managed
as grassland habitats. Neither the future grassland habitat on the levee nor the islands
were evaluated, as the current WHAG grassland model does not contain variables to
measure values for breeding waterfowl. The islands were indirectly evaluated, however,
through their beneficial effects on the production of aquatic vegetation within the pool.
The islands will serve to some degree as breakwaters to reduce wind-induced turbidity,

thus improving conditions for plant growth.

After completion of the improvements in this increment, the upper pool will be managed
on an approximately 10-year cycle. Following is a summary of the proposed management

cycle.
YEAR 1 - dewater pool to consolidate bottom substrate

YEAR 2 - reflood and maintain water depth of six to eight inches to promote
aquatic vegetation growth

YEAR 3 - increase water depth to three or four feet. Attempt stocking yellow
perch fingerlings or broodstock, and largemouth bass fingerlings. Raise water
after migration and maintain winter pool average depth of five to six feet.

For WHAG analysis purposes the cycle was assumed to be 10 years. Actual
management will be based upon habitat conditions, and may differ from the proposed
plan depending on those conditions, and responses to management activities.

The second increment (Alternative B2) includes Alternative B, plus the construction of
a new outlet/water level control structure on the south end of the lower pool. Two
channels, totalling approximately 7500 feet in length, will also be excavated within the
lower pool to provide the capability to fully dewater that pool. One of the two channels
will run upstream to the pumping station, and the other will run downstream to the new
outlet water level control structure to be constructed at the south end of the pool.
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Dredged material obtained from these channels will be side-cast along the channels in an
alternating fashion, creating several elevated arcas approximately one to two feet higher
than the surrounding ground. These raised areas will be managed as part of the moist
soil unit, and were evaluated as such.

The third increment (Alternative C) involves the construction of several barrier islands
within the upper pool. In contrast to the islands to be constructed in Alternative B1, the
purpose of these islands is to reduce fetch, and thus the ability of wind generated waves
to resuspend bottom sediments. This would result in reduced turbidity that would
encourage the growth of aquatic plants within the pool. Three parallel islands would be
constructed perpendicular to the prevailing winds, using materials dredged from
immediately adjacent to the islands. These islands were evaluated as a completely
separate feature to obtain an indication of their true capability to reduce sedimentation
resuspension and promote aquatic vegetation growth. The islands would be managed as
grassland habitat, and were not evaluated as habitat using the model.

The last increment (Alternative D) includes the excavation of 6750 feet of the Liverpool
Channel to improve fisheries habitat conditions along this reach of the lllinois River.
Excavation will begin at the upstream end of the Liverpool Channel to a point some
4550 feet downstream of the cross-dike. At that point a new channel would be excavated
through Liverpool Island, reconnecting the excavated portion of Liverpool Channel with
the main channel of the Illinois River. Approximately 14.8 acres of bottomland
hardwood wetland would be converted to some other habitat type to accomplish this
increment. Some 4.3 acres of hardwoods on the levee would be converted to grassland
to facilitate dredging of the Liverpool Channel. An additional 4.3 acres would be
converted to aquatic habitat during the construction of the new connecting channel (3.6
acres), approximately 0.7 will be excavated to provide a deep backwater area for fish
wintering habitat. In addition, approximately 6.2 acres will be cleared on the island as a
dredge material disposal site. This area was assumed to revert to bottomland hardwood
wetland over time and was evaluated as such. Table 3 summarizes the acreages of each
habitat type for each increment evaluated.

Table 3 - Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge, Havana, IL

PlAiN Bl B2 (o} P
ALTERNATIVE PLAN HABITAT ACREAGES

AQUATIC 10 0 3 6.
NON-FORESTED WETLLAND 981 2250 984 0
BOTTOMLAND HARDWOOD WETLAND 103 300 103 374
BOTTOMLAND HARDWOOD LEVEE 33 64 54 0
GRASSILAND 27 L] 0 43

8
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TABLE 4 - CHAUTAUQUA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE EMP - WHAG ANALYSIS SUMMARY

ALTERNATIVE Bt ALTERNATIVE B2 ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D
EVALUATION SPECIES PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT

WITHOUT WITH CHANGE WITHOUT WITH CHANGE WITHOUT WITH CHANGE WITHOUT WITH CHANGE
MALLARD 412 618 50% 679 1498 121% 412 4“2 % 109 124 14% AAHU'S
DIVING DUCKS 310 n1 136% 698 788 13% o 3133 % NE NE NE AAHU'S
WOOD DUCK 88 82 -1% NE NE NE 88 88 % 12 240 13% AAHU'S
GREEN-BACKED HERON 819 87 % 1501 1039 1% 819 896 % 178 275 54% AAHU'S
CHANNEL CATFISH 100 194 H% 228 228 0% NE NE NE 1 5 400% AAHUS
WALLEYE 110 213 94% 225 228 % NE NE NE 1 H 400% AAHUS
LARGEMOUTH BASS 110 281 155% 225 22 0% NE NE NE 1 3 500% AAHUS

ALTERNATIVIES

A - NO ACTION

31 - UPPER POOL WATER LEVEL CONTROL

B2 - LOWER POOL WATER LEVEL CONTROL

C - UPPER POOL BARRIER ISLANDS

C - LIVERPOOL DITCH CLEANOUT - UPPER END

WITHOUT COLUMNS FOR ALL ALTERNATIVES B1 - D = ALTERNATIVE A

NE - NOT EVALUATED

AATIU - AVERAGE ANNUAL HABITAT UNIT

PERCENT CHIANGE - POSITIVE NUMBER INDICATES INCREASE IN HABITAT UNITS, NEGATIVE NUMBER INDICATES DECREASE IN [IABITAT UNITS

T
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Figures 1 through 5 summarize the percent change in average annual habitat units
(AAHU’s) from without project conditions for each increment and cvaluation species.

Alternative Bl (Upper Pool Water Level Control) will provide a 50 percent increase from
without project conditions in AAHU’s for mallards, and diving duck values will be more
than doubled. These increases are the result of water level management capabilities, and
the effects these capabilities will have on bottom substrate consolidation, sediment
resuspension, and ultimately on aquatic vegetation growth within the pool. Wood duck
values will be reduced slightly - by seven percent, as a result of the loss of bottomland
hardwood wetland along the levees. Heron values will remain essentially the same.
Whag model results indicate an increase in AAHU’s of two percent.

Alternative B2 (Lower Pool Water Control) provide a 121 percent increase from without
project conditions in AAHU’s for mallards, and a modest (13 percent) increase in
benefits for diving ducks. Wood ducks were not evaluated in this increment, as the
proposed features would not affect habitat values for this species. In comparison to the
other species, this increment will result in a reduction of heron AAHU’s of almost a third
(31 percent). These changes in habitat values are the result of improved water level
management capabilities within this pool. The objective of the management plan will be
to provide emergent aquatic vegetation for waterfowl during the migratory seasons.
These same capabilities will cause the decline in heron habitat values as a result of the
loss of shallow emergent marsh habitat throughout the summer months, when the marsh
is drawn down to stimulate moist soil plant growth.

Alternative C (Upper Pool Barrier Islands) results in very little AAHU improvement for
any evaluation species. Mallard and diving duck benefits are both improved by only a
modest seven percent. Wood duck values remain the same and heron values are
improved by nine percent. These changes are a reflection of a slight improvement in
aquatic plant growth in the wind shadow of these islands. By the same token, however,
they are also limited by the inability of the islands to reduce sediment resuspension to the
degree necessary to significantly improve habitat conditions.

Alternative D (Liverpool Channel Cleanout) is primarily a fisheries habitat improvement
increment, but would also impact habitat used by three of the four terrestrial evaluation
species. This alternative will result in a 14 percent improvement in mallard habitat
values, a 13 percent increase in wood duck habitat values and a 54 percent increase in
heron habitat values over without project conditions. Diving duck habitat was not
evaluated as the area has very low, if any, current values, and proposed project features
would result in insignificant impacts related to this species. These increases are the
result of improvements in wetland habitat characteristics, primarily water conditions,
aquatic plant growth, and bottomland hardwood wetland conditions, for each of these
species over the project evaluation period.

10
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Figure 5 displays the changes in AAHU’s over without project conditions for each of the
evaluation fish species and project increment. Alternative B1 results in a 94 pereent
increase in AAHU’s for the channel catfish and walleye, and a 155 percent increase for
the largemouth bass. These improvements are the result of the capabilities to maintain
desirable water levels, improve water quality and provide improved aquatic vegetation
conditions, which are attractive to various fish species. What is not clearly displayed in
the results of this analysis are the loss of values that will occur during the years the upper
pool is dewatered and held at depths unattractive for use by these fish species. There
will be two or three years when fisheries values will be very low as a result of the
proposed water management activities. The improvements indicated in Figure 5 are
obtained during the remaining years of the management cycle and are averaged over the
entire cycle.

Alternative B2 indicates habitat values over the period of analysis for these three species
will remain unchanged. The aquatic model indicates habitat conditions in the lower pool
are already minimal because of problems with low water conditions and dissolved oxygen
levels. The numerical value placed on this area by the model is the lowest value
possible. Under with-project conditions this value remains the lowest possible, as these
conditions are exacerbated. Hence, the model indicates no change in habitat conditions.
In reality, the value of the lower pool as habitat for these species will be significantly
reduced, because the pool will be dewatered annually as part of the management of the
area as a moist soil unit for waterfowl. It will only provide habitat during the periods in
which it is flooded, and then it may be too shallow to provide quality habitat.

Alternative C was not specifically evaluated, as it was not considered to be a viable
increment from a waterfowl management standpoint. Alternative D would provide a
four-fold increase in AAHU’s for both the channel catfish and the walleye, and a five-
fold increase in values for the largemouth bass. These increases are primarily the result
of the development of useable habitat. In its current condition, Liverpool Channel’s
bottom elevation is such that the habitat is a series of isolated shallow pools except
during high water conditions. Excavating the channel will create a significant amount of
new habitat previously unavailable to these species. Benefits will probably be even larger
than model results indicate, as the current model cannot evaluate the effects of habitat
improvements on waters outside the project area. Certainly these proposed
improvements will have beneficial effects on the fishery over a much larger reach of the
river than just that within the project.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Water level control capabilities would provide the potential for significant improvements
in habitat conditions within Chautauqua NWR for mallards and diving ducks. Wood
duck habitat values would be reduced slightly, due to the loss of bottomland hardwoods
along the levee, and heron habitat values would be reduced in the lower pool because of

16
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the loss of shallow marsh associated with the management of that area as a moist soil
unit.

Fisheries habitat conditions would be improved significantly in the upper pool when
water levels are held at sufficient levels, but during the periods when the pool is drawn
down to consolidate bottom materials the area would be unusable. The lower pool
would also have reduced values for fish, as a result of more consistent and complete

dewatering for moist soil management purposes.

According to the WHAG models, the addition of barrier islands would not result in any
significant improvements for any evaluation species. The excavation of the upper portion
of the Liverpool Channel would result in significant improvements to the fisheries in this
area of the Illinois River, by providing high quality flowing side channel habitat as well as
access to back water winter habitat. This increment would also provide improvements in
conditions for the mallard, wood duck, and heron.

Based on the results of the foregoing analysis, we recommend that the Chautauqua NWR
HREP project include water level control in both pools and excavation of the upper
portion of Liverpool Channel. This proposed project will result in a net increase in
wetland and aquatic values in the Illinois River. If you have any questions regarding
these comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,
Ve
Richard C. Nelson
,{5{\ Field Supervisor

cc: Chautauqua NWR (Miller)
FA (Surprenant)
Mark Twain NWR (Mattsson)
RD (AFWE)
RD (ARW)
ILDOC (Sallee)

CD:sjg
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Illinois Historic

", === Preservation Agency

'.ﬁl Old State Capitol Springficid, Nlinois 62701 (217) 782-4%30

]A Suite 4-900 State of lilinois Center 100 W. Randolph Chicago. IL 60601 (312) 814-1409

217/785-4997

MASON COUNTY IHPA LOG #910104255TRK (89103001)
Lake Chautauqua Habitat Corps of Engineers-Rock Island
Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project Acres: 32.0 Sites: O

Alternative levee rehabilitation and boat ramp
March 20, 1991

Mr. Matthias A. Kerschbaum

United States Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Federal Building, Fort Snelling

Twin Cities, Minnesota 55111

Dear Sir:

Thank you for submitting the results of the archaeological_reconnaissance. Our comments
are required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR '800: “Protection of Historic
Properties".

Our staff has reviewed the archaeological Phase I reconnaissance report performed for
the project referenced above.

The Phase I survey and assessment of the archaeological resources appear.to be
adequate. Accordingly, we have determined, based upon this repgort, that no significant
historic, architectural, and archaeological resources are located in the project area.

Please retain this letter in your files as evidence of compliance with Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended.

S%MW

)\

Theodore W. Hild

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

TWH:TRW:bb1017A/74
tc: CoE-RI
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Bureau of Farmland Protection Bureau of Soil Conservation

April 16, 1991

Colonel John R. Brown, District Engineer
U.S. Army Engineer District, Rock Island
ATTN: Planning Division

Clock Tower Building - P.O. Box 2004
Rock Island, lllinois 61204-2004

Re: Upper Mississippi River System
Environmental Management Program

Definite Project Report
with Integrated Environmental Assessment (R-7PR)

Lake Chautauqua Rehabilitation and Enhancement
LaGrange Pool, lllinois Waterway, River Miles 124-128
Mason County, lllinois

Dear Colonel Brown:

The llinois Department of Agriculture has reviewed the Lake Chautauqua Rehabilitation and
Enhancement Assessment for its potential impact to agricultural land and submits the
following comments.

The boundaries of the project area are approximately the same as those of the refuge. The
proposed project includes raising approximately 3.8 miles of existing levee and cross dike to
a 10-year level of protection; modifying an existing radial gate structure, providing a pump
station with 41,000 gpm capacity; providing gated gravity outiets for the upper and iower
lakes; providing drainage channels to the pump station and gravity outlets; providing a boat
ramp for upper lake management purposes; excavating a selected reach of side channel; and
constructing a side channel entrance closure structure.

All project features are located on lands owned by the Department of the Interior, USFWS.
Because the project will utilize government property and prime farmland will not be affected,
the lllinois Department of Agriculture does not object to its implementation.

Sincerely,

Teresa J. Savko
Bureau of Farmland Protection

TJS:mdg A-30
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION &
238 SOUTH DEARBORN ST,
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604

n"msw'-*
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MAY 0y 1991

Colonel John R. Brown

District Engineer

U.S. Army Engineer District, Rock Islard
ATIN: Planning Division 4
Clock Tower Building - P.O. Box 2004
Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004

WEPLY JO TR AT R TN O

SME-16JCK

Dear Colonel Brown:

In accordance with the National Exwirarmental Policy Act and Section 309 of
the Clean Air Act, we have reviewed the Definits Project Repart with
integrated Erwirommental Assessment (EA) for tha Lake
Rehabilitation and Evhancement Project in Mason County, Illinois. The purpose
of the pruject is to reduce the sediment load that is threatening the
integrity of the fishery and waterfowl of the Laka Chautaugus deep water
habitat,

Lake Chautaugua is a 3250 acre floodplain lake and wetland complex along the
Illinois River between river miles 124 amd 128. ‘nnlalnhtazu!bya
9-mile lorg perimeter leves and is divided Lito an upper ard lcuarlakebya
cross dike. The U.S. Fish am Wildlife Service presently operates the lake
for migratory watarfowl as part of the Chautaxua National Wildlife Refuge.

Lake Chautaugua was historically part of ‘a highly productive

ecosystem, but corwversion of wetlands to farmland and increasad sedimentation
resulting from agriculture activities have significantly degraded the aquatic
habitat. The Lake Chautaugua project site provides opportunity to restore am
enhance habitat for fisheries and waterfowl.

Four altermatives were d for the proposed project in sddition to the mo
action altermative. These alternmatives are entitled water comtrol,
construction of barrier islamis, side channel excavation, and sediment

excavating sediments to provide usa.ble floving side chamnel hebitat. The
sediment reductionr: altermative involves raising the levee to the S0-year flood
event. The EA recammends the incorporation of the water control alternative
ard the side channal excavation altermative for the rehabilitation and
erhancement project, concluding that these actions will result in a net

increase in wetland and aquatic values for Lake Chautaugua.

Corps of Engineers' response:

0 - This is a fairly accurate dascription of the project



ze-v

wd

“2-

‘'he FA states that there are 892 acres of bottamland hardwoods and 3320 acres

of shallow open water habitat in the Lake Chautaugqua area. The water control

altermatives would convert 21 acres of bottomland hardwoods to grasslamd along
the levee. An additional 30 acres of bottomland hardwoods would be converted

to various habitat types for the side channel excavatian.

“The EA does not mention compensatory mitigation for the project. According to

the Missouri Habitat Appraisal Guide (WHAG) method of analysis of habjtat
quantification, which fine tunes the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Evaluation
Procedures (HEP) to more efficiently input field data, net envirormental
benefits for fish and wildlife are exected to result. The evalustion

to favor watarfowl and fish species. Forested wetlands provide habitat for a
variety of upland species, including deer and bat species, so these species
should also be factored into the stidy. The stady should be conducted without
being biased towards the desired species whose habitat would be most favorably
influenced by the project's implementation.

Despite the net WHAG benefits due to the prouject, you may wish to consider
'arested wetlands. The EA is not

opportunities should be explored. Our guidance for bottomland

mitigation is that oompensation be done on a miniml ratio of 3:1 of wetlands
created to those lost. This ratio is necessary to help ensure long-term sur-
vival of the newly restored wetlands., The tion ehould be outlined in

canpensal
\ a mitigation plan, and included in the Final Definite Project Report with EA.

We are concerned with impacts to the hydrology of the area. The sediment and
water control structures will influence the hydrology of the forested
floodplain adjacent to Lake Chautaugua. This alteration of water regime may
have an adverse impact on the 800+ acres of bottomland hardwoods not directly
impacted by the project. This impact should be assessed and discussed in the
Final EA.

Water quality should benefit from the project. Decreased sedimentation and
wave action should reduce turbidity amd introduction of riverine constituents
to the lake substrate. However, there are a oouple of potential water quality
impacts that should be assessed. The dredging will result in temporary
increased turbidity due to stirred up sediments, and these sediments may be
contaminated. Tests have shown that the Illinois River south of Seneca,
Illinois, has PCB concentrations of 1 part per million, and this and other
pollution sources may have contributed to lake sediment deposits. The
mmammmmm:mmmuxmu

. uncontaminated. If the sedimefits contain contaminants, they should not be

. used to construct islands or side casted to the levee or ancther locatiom:
" they will need to be disposed of properly to assure no adverse environmental

impacts. If it is still planned to use ¢ { s for levee
construction, then bicassays should be conducted to determine impact upon
tic species amd wildlife that would use the levee.

Corps. of Engineers' response:

1. The overall habitat evaluation for the project indicates a
net gain of habitat quality over the 50-year project life (net
gain of habitat units). Based on this predicted improvement, no
mitigation should be necessary. Admittedly, the evaluation
species selected do not represent the full range of species
present in the Lake Chautauqua Refuge. These species were
selected because changes in their habitat will best indicate how
the project goals and objectives would be met. The primary goal
of Chautauqua Refuge (which is also mandated by law) is enhance-
ment of migratory waterfowl, so, naturally, these species
received primary consideration. This does not mean, however,
that other species were not considered. The green-backed heron,
beaver, northern parula, prothonotary warbler, king rail and the
target species (except for the gresn-backed heron). In addition,
the number of species models available in WHAG is limited.

8. ral species of interest could not be evaluated on an equal
basis vith the target species becausa individual models have not
bean developed.

2. MITIGATION OF FORESTED WETLANDS

The DPR indicates that approximately 48.6 acres of woodland will
be impacted by the project. Except for the 14.2 acres impacted
on Liverpool 1sland, all of this acreage occurs on the tops and
side slopes of the refuge levees. All of this acreage is second
growth, which has developed since the levee was bullt in the
early 1900’s. Cottonwood, silver maple, green ash, and mulberry
account for more than 80% of tree cover. Valuable mast-producing
species such as pin oak ars virtually absent. Proper maintenance
of the levees in past years would normally have prevented this
second growth forest from becoming established. Impacts to more
valuable, pre-levee bottomland forest in the Melz Slough area
¥ill be avoided by transporting borrow from outside the slough.
There is no specific mitigation for the 14.2 acres cleared on
Liverpool Island. The net increase in wetland and aquatic
habitat benefits offsets this loss. Although not specifically
intended as mitigation, the refuge has an ongoing forestry
program to increase bottomland forest acreage on refuge lands.

3. Impacts to the local water regime have been considered for
bottomland forest, located within and outeide the leveed area.
As discussed under the *Bottomland Hardwoods®™ subsection in the
Natural Resource Impacts discussion, there is a minimal chance of
impacts occurring to hardwoods in the Melz Slough Area. Outside
of the leveed refuge portion, there is no change in water level
regime anticipated.

4. In order to evaluate the water quality impacts of proposed
HREP projects, a testing protocol has been established which
first quantifies a variety of parameters which are reasonably
expected to be present within the project site. If evidence
of contamination is found, additional testing is performed to
determine bioavailability and the potential for impacts to the
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Sediments that are to be dredge should be tested for chemmical contamination.
Three core samples should be taken at the dredging site. Oore depth should
extend two feet below project depth to characterize material in the event of
over—dredging and to characterize the materlal exposed by the dredging event.
Fach core sample should be divided into three foot sections, fram bottam to
top, with each subsample undergoing analysis for the following constituents:

Total Solids Chlorinated Hydrocarbons
Volatile Solids -alpha HHC

Chemical Oxygen Demand 3 —beta BEC

Percent Moisture —delta HHC

Cyanide -gamma BHC

Metals —Chlordane

-Arsenic -

~Cadmium ~D0E

—Chramium -or

-Copper -Dieldrin

~Lead —Erdrin

~Mercury ~Heptachlor

~Nickel ~PFChs

—Selenium - Total Fhogphate
-Zinc Total Organic Carbon
~Manganese Amconia Nitrogen

The results of the sample tests should be made available to our Agency for
review.

The' £ should assess and discuss secondary water quality impacts of the
conple Project. These impacts include increased recreational use and
potential for increased agricultural activities. Impacts due to motor boating
and marina development may result in increased turbidity, and the release of
hydrocarbons into the lake. Increased agricultural activity may pose a water
quality impact of runoff of toxins suxch as pesticides amd fertilizers. The
potential for any of these activities should be discussed for the Lake
Chautaugua Rehabjlitation and Enhancement Project.

carpleted, the project should provide a benefit to the waterfowl and
fishery habitat of Lake Chautaugua. The project can further benefit waterfowl
by provided nesting habitat through the planting of native vegetation on the
islands anc dike/levee. Such vegetation could include prairie grasses, which
are becaming increasingly rare with the degradation of prairie remnants. we
support the project provided that the aforementioned concerns are adequately
assessed.

Corps of Engineers' response:

environment. Sediment quality testing was performed at 8 loca-
tions representative of the project site (two in upper Lake
Chautauqua, two in lower Lake Chautauqua, two in Liverpool Ditch
and two in Meyers Ditch) on February 20, 1990. Sampleg were
taken with a 36-inch core sampler. Each sample was analyzed
individually for a number of physical and chemical parameters.
In addition, elutriate samples were prepared and analyzed from
each sediment sample. A description of the test protocols
utilized, a complete list of the parameters which were analyzed,
and a tabular presentation of the results can be found in
Technical Appendix G of the Definite Project Report.

The results of this screening procedure revealed that while the
sediment is composed of very fine-grained material and contained
notable concentrations of several contaminants, the elutriate
test produced only isolated violations of the Illinois General
Use Water Quality Standards. The exception to this was ammonia
nitrogen which exhibited concentrations which would probably
violate the un-ionized ammonia standard in the lower lake,
Liverpool Ditch and Meyer’s bDitch. It is likely, however, that
the impacts wvill be short-term and limited to a reasonably small
nixing zone.

S. Any secondary water quality impacts that are expected to
occur are discussed in the 404(b) (1) Water Quality Evaluation
of the main report. Recreational use of the upper lake will
probably increase as the quality of the fishery resource
improves; however, since this is a national wildlife refuge,
there are no plans to construct any marina facllities, etc.,

to accommodate any increase. Any impacts to water quality from
increased recreational activity (i.e., boating) are considered
negligible.

There vill be no change in agricultural activity as a result of
the project: hence, no change in agricultural-related water
quality.

6. Where possible, the refuge will plant vegetation on levees
and other areas that are of benefit to local wildlife.
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‘Thank you for the opportunity to review the Definite Project Report with
integrated Envirormmental Assessment (EA) for the Lake Chautaugua
Rehabilitation and Erhancement Project. If you have any questions regarding
our comments, please contact Milo Anderson of my staff at 312 B86~2967.

Sincerely yours,

Envirommental Review Branch



B Department of Conservation

llinois |
: B life and land fogether

LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA * 524 SOUTH SECOND STREET « SPRINGFIELD 62701-1787
CHICAGO OFFICE « ROOM 4-300 = 100 WEST RANDOLPH 60601

BRENT MANNING, DIRECTOR

May 13, 1991

Mr. James H. Blanchar, P.E.

Chief, Operations Division

Department of the Army

Rock Island District, Corps of Engineers
Clock Tower Building, P.O. Box 2004
Rock Island, llinois 61204-2004

Dear Mr. Blanchar:

The Department of Conservation has reviewed the project(s) listed below and has no
objections to permit issuance:

Application No. Applicant
209142 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Sincerely,

i,,;‘l 4 /‘ e
ittt S L

Robert W. Schanzle ~
Permit Program Manager

Division of Planning

RWS:slf
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United States Department of the Interior B —
N —
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY '—-E.'-_

OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS
230 S. DEARBORN, SUITE 3422
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604

ER 91/361 May 22, 1991

Colonel John R. Brown
District Engineer
U.S. Army Engineer District
Rock Island
Clock Tower Building
P.0. Box 2004
Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004

Dear Colonel Brown:

The Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Definite Project
Report with Integrated Environmental Assessment for Lake Chautauqua, Illimnois,
Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project. The Department has mo
objections to the proposed project.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments.

Sincerely,

Sheila Minor Huff
Regional Environmental Officer

A-36



Hlinois Environmental Protection Agency - PO Box 192760 Springficld. 11 62794-9276
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Pr. Jemee H, Blenchar, P.E.
Chief, Operations Division
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RGCKX 1ctenc, Itiimovs  GIEGH

ear 8. Glanchar:

This Agéncy receivec & request on Septlembes <, &30, from the (,5. Arpy
Lorps of Englnecrs, Rock Island Districi requesiing eecessary conﬁents for
caviromsental corsigeration concerning the Lake Chautaugua Habitat
Rengbilitetien and Enkencement Project i&kEPE. Tiie proposed preject wiil
corsisT ¢f reising the existing perimeter jevae ang (ross dike, 0EiRy hdw
cretnsge chgnncls o the sowtl lene, ﬂsﬁztzcaziaﬂs ane adﬁitions te tie
waler ieve: Coatiti SLruCIures, ConStruciion «f & New GLIL rasp, Bho
excavaticn of She Liverpool sics chaansl, Tae project s iscated &t
epproximate liiinmots Biver Miles 124 to 128, Secticms €-iu, 122k, R8N 1n
asch Lounty, Itihwncis.  We offer tne Joiluving comxents,

2ases ¢ the iaforastion !:wiuce‘ i tnvs suaaattiatr, 1 i pul zaylnesring
nxbm_.; Tatl Lhe Drophifs preject ey oo Limpieteu wilnoul cénsing wilter

¥ 5 oss celined in tRe lilsnois BEurivrgaments! Pretection ACt,

leV)CCL the project is Carefuliy pignand ens Supsivised,

Trese cotmmnts #re ¢irectee av the effect on walsr quality of the
constrectiun procecures Yavolved in the spove describec project &nc is not
an approvel ¢f any oischarge resylting frow the compieted fac)iity, mor T an
approvel ¢f the cesign of the taci iif). These compaents do nol supplant

any perdit responsisiitties of the 2pplicant towards Wis Agengy,

S e . - P - < P vy & .
Yeiz agency Sercly issues certificesios wneer Seciton 4G o the Clean
Laity ACT 1PL SL-0i7 ), sulject to the 2gpiveanl’s CLspirancy wilh the
voitoling CLniliLILns:

= : ~ ¢ - c
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linois Environmental Protection Agency - P.O. Box 192760 Springficld. 1L 62794-9276

en o appiitasis wales

Pojiution {nnurni dcarc, litle
fuies aud deyuiations;

b. water pCilution &s defined ans pranibitec vy tne Iliincis
Enviropmentai Protectfon Act. anc

¢. interference with water use practices nasur pubiic recreation
areas or water supply intakes.

The appltcaent snail provice adequate pianfitug &nd supervisisun Juriag
the project cosstruction period for fmplementing construction aetneds,
processes and cleanup proceaures RECESsary Yo prevent waler poiluty

anG contrai erocsion.

Eay spuil material excavelc, ﬁrcsgec Oor oiherwiie procucey Busl nut
L€ Telurpet Lo Lae water-ay ovt BUST be deposiier 6 3 seir-conidined
area in compliance with &il Slate siatutes, roeguictions &nd perant
aquirements #ith no diecbarse 1o the weters ¢f ihe State unless &
permit aas Lean issued oy this Agency. Anmy dack fiviing sust be cone
witih clecar meterial and piaced ia & weansr to prevent vislation ef
appiicscie water quaiity stencavds,

B17 araas atfeciesd by ConSTruCtiun shaii D& muiChea &hl SEEUCE 3% 3udn
arter coastru 1o} ad pessidis. Ing appillerl suet. gniasriake
NECESSATy PLLSuT RS ARl PrUCeluves 10 racecy erosiln STy
constructien. Interi® measures ¢ prevest erosion auring comstruction
shaty o6 Lawen aft Fay nCiuue Lhe Insiuliz i:a: S SABKSD SLTd% uEiES,
SeslEwnie iCh UesiRy & lemperary B icatag. Al conslruCticd witein
U walfTwey dhcil i€ CCAGLCILD CUPiNngG ZEre oF i Tiuw CERGilions.

Tne appitcant shail tmpiement erpsich CEAlrol Festuves Consistent @il

tic “Stancarcs end Specifications for Soii Erusicn anc Sedimeat
sontrel® (IEPA/WPC/87-0125.

Tne applicast shail coatatn crecdge speii gencratad py the excevation

of tue Liverpue! $itch and tie new cut froe tme piica to the Iliinels
River. A contoinment piap Tor teese arcas 0§70 89 sobmitled Lo Tthe

I11iacts Envircmmertal Proleciion Agency for revies and approval.

r e{fective whign

iz corlivicalion secones
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IHinois Environmental Protection Agenty P.O. Box 19270, Springfield. 11, 62794-9270

ijd:a J
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: p i v ; i~ - 1 - IR B R T
TounC AsCosset ¥ Ly Lhis ALONCy 1S twel 1Ty resymisiliiitisy i greventiar,
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Very trely yoursy

Tremas &. ¥aSeigyin, 7.E.
Msnager, Pormit Sectica
Division of Hater Pollution Contrgid

ToH:JCH Yot/ 1T713g, 72-74

cc: IEPA, LWFPL, Recurds unii
CePL, Field Cperatieons Sectign, Feglion
IDOT, Livision ¢f weter Rescercus, Spriugfic o
USEPA, FRegicn ¥
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L
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CLEAN WATER ACT
SECTION 404(b) (1) EVALUATION



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
ROCK ISLAND DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
CLOCK TOWER BUILDING—P.0. BOX 2004
ROCK ISLAND. ILLINOIS 61204-2004

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

CENCR-PD-E

UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER SYSTEM
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
DEFINITE PROJECT REPORT
WITH INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (R-7F)

LAKE CHAUTAUQUA REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT
LA GRANGE POOL, ILLINOIS WATERWAY, RIVER MILES 124-128
MASON COUNTY, ILLINOCIS

APPENDIX B

CLEAN WATER ACT
SECTION 404(b) (1) EVALUATION

JUNE 1991




UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER SYSTEM
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
DEFINITE PROJECT REPORT
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DEFINITE PROJECT REPORT
WITH INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (R-7F)

LAKE CHAUTAUQUA REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT
LA GRANGE POOL, ILLINOIS WATERWAY, RIVER MILES 124-128
MASON COUNTY, ILLINOIS

APPENDIX B
CLEAN WATER ACT
SECTION 404(b) (1) EVALUATION

SECTION 1 - PROJECT DESCRIPTION

LOCATION

Lake Chautauqua is a 4,500-acre National Wildlife Refuge located between
Illinois River Miles (RM) 124 and 128 in Mason County, Illinois. The
refuge is managed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).

GENERAL DESCRIPTION

Lake Chautauqua is managed primarily for nesting and migratory waterfowl.
Water levels are artificially managed on approximately 3,400 acres of lake
to provide optimum habitat for migratory waterfowl. This management goal
has become increasingly difficult to realize for the past several years
because of flooding from the Illinois River and an inability to properly
maintain optimum water levels in the lake. Poor water level management
capability allows floodwaters to eliminate desirable aquatic plants used
by waterfowl. Sediments carried along with the floodwaters from the
Illinois River have transformed to lake bottom into a fluffy, colloidal
substrate which discourages rooted aquatic plants. Wind-generated waves
also resuspend sediments and elevate turbidity levels and decrease light
penetration.

Physical limitations, as well, limit the refuge’s water control capability.
There are no pumping facilities to accomplish lake drawdown or to maintain
desired lake levels. Lake Chautauqua is divided into an upper lake and a
lower lake by a cross dike constructed in 1969. That cross dike was
breached by high water shortly afterward which prevented independent
management of each lake. High water levels outside the refuge levee
frequently prohibit water level management. Sill elevations of the
existing water control structures also are 2 feet above the lake bottom,
which reduces the amount of refuge acreage that can be dewatered.
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A secondary objective of the refuge is to increase the amount of deep
water and side channel habitat for fish on refuge lands. Sedimentation
has resulted in a loss of more than 10 feet of depth in the Liverpool side
channel. At a flat pool (LaGrange Pool) of 429.0 feet National Geodetic
Vertical Datum (NGVD), there is less than 6 inches of water or less in the
channel,

The proposed project will reverse the adverse effects of sedimentation

by providing improved water level control in both the upper and lower
lakes and greater water depth in Liverpool Channel. This will be accom-
plished by: (1) repairing the cross dike; (2) raising the northern
perimeter levee to a 10-year level of protection and constructing a pump
station and drainage channels that can control water levels in either lake;
(3) constructing a new water control structure in the lower lake with a
sill elevation of 429.0 NGVD; and (4) mechanically excavating Liverpool
Channel.

The cross dike will be constructed first using mechanical equipment.
Borrow material will originate from the new pump station access channel
immediately adjacent to the levee. Following repair of the cross dike

and construction of the pump station, the upper lake will be dewatered to
allow for construction of the drainage channel. Excavated material will
be alternately sidecast along the channel to form 6.1 acres of barrier
islands. Drainage channels in the lower lake probably will be constructed
by mechanical excavation. Excavated material again will be sidecast along
the channel, but will not be emergent at most water levels. Approximately
8,400 feet of Liverpool Channel and Liverpool Island will be excavated down
to elevation 419.4 NGVD (30-foot bottom width) to provide improved fishery
habitat. Material will be placed on the refuge levee and adjacent bottom-
land hardwoods.

AUTHORITY AND PURPOSE

Authority for this project is contained in Section 1103 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-662). The purpose of
Section 1103 is "to ensure the coordinated development and enhancement
of the Upper Mississippi River (UMR)."

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE DREDGED AND FIL]. MATERIAL

General Characteristics of Material - Grain size analysis was conducted
by the Geotechnical Branch, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Bulk sediment

samples were taken from seven locations within the project area. Sediments
were all extremely fine grained. Seven out of eight samples had greater
than 95 percent of all material passing a No. 230 sieve (less than 0.062
um). The remaining sample passed 86 percent through a No. 230 sieve.

B-2



Quantity of Material - The following quantities of dredged material will be
generated at the following sites within the project area:

TABLE B-1

Summary of Fill Activities for Lake Chautauqua

Quantity (cy) Source Discharge Site
173,250 Liverpool Channel Cross Dike
7,700 Near Liverpool Lake Near Liverpool Lake
25,600 Upper Lake Cross Dike
72,200 Upper Lake Upper Lake
27.800 Lower Lake Lower Lake
306,550 TOTAL

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED DISCHARGE SITES

Material excavated from Liverpool Channel will be placed on the refuge
levee and near Liverpool Lake. Material will be placed along the levee
slope, from the toe to crown, reaching an elevation of approximately 446.0
NGVD. Material excavated from the new cut from Liverpool Ditch to the main
river mechanically will be placed adjacent to the newly excavated channel.
The unconfined placement on Liverpool Island and the refuge levee will
require 6.9 acres and 7.8 acres, respectively. The entire 14.7 acres is
bottom land forest of varying stages of succession. Cottonwood and silver
maple are dominant, but hackberry and mulberry are also common. All of the
proposed discharge sites lie at or below the 2-year flood elevation, and
ground cover tends to be poison ivy and stinging nettles.

Upper Lake Chautauqua dredging of an 8,800-foot-long, 6-foot-deep drainage
channel will result in placement of material on the cross dike and in the
lake itself. A total of 6.1 acres of dredged material islands will be con-
structed from sidecast material. These barrier islands will have an ele-
vation of 437.0 NGVD compared to the existing bottom elevation of 431.0
NGVD. These islands will provide two indirect benefits: (1) They will
provide some variation in bottom contours in an otherwise extremely uniform
bottom landscape (this also should promote some diversity in wetland
vegetation where none now exists); and (2) the islands and invading woody
vegetation should provide some wind and wave shadow effect that also will
promote establishment of wetland plants.

To facilitate draw down of lower Lake Chautauqua, 7,500 feet of a 2-foot-
deep drainage channel will be dredged, resulting in the filling of 8.1
acres of lake bottom. Material will be sidecast onto the adjacent lake
bottom in the configuration of alternating submerged islands. These
submerged islands will not extend above an elevation of about 433.0 NGVD.
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The existing lake bottom iIs similar to the upper lake. Aquatic vegetation
varies from year to year according to water levels and wind. Patches of
American lotus, pond lily, and duck potato are sometimes present. Submer-
gent vegetation 1s practically nonexistent.

DESCRIPTION OF PLACEMENT METHOD

All dredging will be accomplished by mechanical means such as dragline or
backhoe.

SECTION 2 - FACTUAL DETERMINATIONS

PHYSTCAL SUBSTRATE DETERMINATIONS

For the most part, substrate compositions impacted by discharge are the
same or nearly the same as the dredged material. This is particularly true
of excavated material placed in the upper and lower lakes where silt will
be placed on silt. Only the elevation will change. In the upper lake,
this increase in elevation is anticipated to benefit aquatic vegetation.

The exlsting cross dike 1s constructed of sand from an adjacent upland
location. Cross dike repair will result in a conversion of sandy "soils”
to one composed of fine-grained sediments. This will ultimately cause a
change in vegetation. The increased nutrients present in silt likely will
cause an increase in vegetation biomass (i.e., increased ground cover) and
also enhance the growth of any woody shrubs and trees that become
established.

Placement of fill material from Liverpool Ditch on the adjacent levee and
bottom land forest will not cause any noticeable change in substrate com-
position. The levee elevation will remain the same, except for some low
spots below elevation 446.0 NGVD that will be leveled. The elevation of
6.2 acres of bottom land adjacent to Liverpool Lake will increase to a
maximum of 446.0 NGVD.

WATER CIRCUIATION, FLUCTUATION, AND SALINITY DETERMINATIONS

WATER

Salinity - Not applicable.

B-4



Water Chemistry - No change anticipated.

Clarity - The barrier islands, created as a result of fill placement
from channel excavation in the upper lake, should increase water clarity
by decreasing wind/wave-generated resuspended sediments.

Color - No change anticipated.

Taste - Not applicable.

Dissolved Gas levels - Dredging may create a temporary increase in oxygen
demand by exposing new sediments. However, no adverse effects are anti-
cipated from this.

Nutrients - No effect anticipated.

Eutrophication - No effect anticipated.

CURRENT PATTERNS AND CIRCULATION

Current patterns and flow repair of the cross dike will prevent exchange of
water between the upper and lower lakes as intended. Barrier islands will
interrupt the flow of surface waters in the upper lake.

Velocity - No change in velocities from fill activities.
Stratification - Not applicable due to shallow depth of lakes.

Hydrologic Regime - Fill activities will have no effect on natural flooding
in or adjacent to the refuge. Repair of the cross dike will decrease the
frequency of flooding in the upper lake.

NORMAL WATER LEVEL FLUCTUATIONS

Fill will have no effect on normal water level fluctuations. It will,
however, allow increased capability to artificially manipulate water levels
in both lakes.

SALINITY GRADIENTS

Not applicable.
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ACTIONS TAKEN TO MINIMIZE IMPACTS

None.
SUSPENDED PARTICUIATE/TURBIDITY DETERMINATIONS

EXPECTED CHANGES IN SUSPENDED PARTICULATES AND TURBIDITY LEVELS IN VICINITY
OF PLACEMENT SITE

Construction will cause a temporary increase in turbidity levels in both
the lakes, Liverpool Channel, and downstream of Liverpool Channel. Due to
the turbid conditions that already exist in the lake, no adverse impacts
are anticipated to aquatic resources.

EFFECTS ON CHEMICAL AND PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF THE WATER COLUMN

Light Penetration - Temporary decrease during construction. Significant
increase anticipated in both lakes following construction.

Dissolved Oxygen - Dissolved oxygen levels in the upper lake and Liverpool
Channel may increase during winter months when ice cover is present.

Toxic Metals and Organics - Sediment elutriate testing performed for this
project indicate that copper, iron, manganese, and ammonia nitrogen con-
centrations may increase during construction. These parameters are not
expected to cause toxicity problems for the existing biota.

Pathogens - No change anticipated.

Aesthetics - Improved water quality should improve lake aesthetics.

EFFECTS ON BIOTA

Primary Production - Any adverse of increased turbidity during construction
on primary productivity will be negligible.

Suspension/Filter Feeders - Negligible effects are anticipated.

Sight Feeders - Negligible effects anticipated.
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ACTIONS TAKEN TO MINIMIZE IMPACTS

None.

CONTAMINANT DETERMINATIONS

Bulk sediment analyses were conducted on samples collected on February 20,
1990. Copper, iron, and manganese were considered to have elevated con-
centrations. Although ammonia nitrogen concentrations as high as 1 mg/1
have been observed, it is unlikely that construction will result in vio-
lation of State standards given a minimal mixing zone.

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM D ORGANISM DETERMINATIONS

Effects on Plankton - Plankton productivity should improve as a result of
the project.

Effects on Benthos - Existing benthic fauna is sparse due to poor substrate
conditions. The project should improve both the diversity and productivity
of lake benthos.

Effect on Nekton - All nektonic organism populations such as fish and
aquatic invertebrates should benefit from improved water quality.

Effects on Aquatic Food Web - Improved water quality (i.e., decreased sus-
pended sediments in particular) should benefit the entire food chain of

both aquatic and semi-aquatic organisms around the refuge.

Effects on Special Aquatic Sites - The proposed project is located on a
national wildlife refuge. Almost all of the project area is either
palustrine emergent or forested wetland. The proposed project will sig-
nificantly improve the short- and long-term productivity of the wetland.
The proposed project has the full support of the USFWS and the State of
Illinois. Without the project, there will be a continuing erosion of
wetland values in the project area from sedimentation.

Threatened and Endangered Species - The American bald eagle is the only
federally endangered species known to use to the refuge. Eagles regularly
use the refuge during the winter months for feeding and roosting. The
project is anticipated to have no effect on eagles.

Other Wildlife - Lake Chautauqua also is used regularly by wading birds
such as great blue herons and furbearers such as muskrat. More stable
water levels will benefit these species. Migrating shorebirds also will
use the isolated mudflats when water levels permit.
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Actions to Minimize Impacts - None.

PROPOSED PLACEMENT SITE DETERMINATIONS

Mixing Zone Determination - The use of mechanical dredging equipment will
minimize the amount of sediment resuspended during construction. Sediments
resuspended from channel dredging within the refuge should remain within

a few hundred feet of the excavation site. Lack of any distinguishable
current should limit any dispersion of the plume to that caused by wind-
generated waves. Wind-generated waves also will resuspend existing bottom
sediments so that the plume would quickly become indistinguishable from

ambient conditions.

Dredging of Liverpool Channel could create a plume of sediment that would
enter the main river channel if water elevations are high enough. The
closer the water elevation is to flat pool (429.0 NGVD), the smaller this
plume is likely to be since the channel’s existing bottom elevation is
about 431.0 NGVD. The high bottom elevation of the channel also promotes
good vegetation growth in summer. This vegetation would help sediments to
settle more quickly.

Determination of Compliance with Applicable Water Quality Standards -

Concentrations for most parameters were below Illinois General Use Water
Quality Standards. Copper, iron, manganese, and ammonia nitrogen exceeded
the standards for some samples.

POTENTIAL EFFECTS ON HUMAN USE CHARACTERISTICS

Municipal and Private Water Supply - No effect anticipated.

Recreational and Commercial Fisheries - The quality of sportfishing in
the lake is low due to poor habitat conditions. Recreational fishing may
temporarily be closed during construction i1f the lake is dewatered. The
refuge currently permits commercial fishermen to harvest rough fish from
the lakes. They also will be unable to harvest during construction.

Water-Related Recreation - There is minimal water-based recreation other
than sportfishing during high water. No effect is anticipated.

Aesthetics - Placement of fill will have no long-term impact on aesthetics.
Clearing of portions of the levee and cross dike will remove some trees and
shrubs that enhance the refuge’s natural character.

Parks, National and Historical Monuments, National Seashores, Wildernes
Areas, Research Sites, and Similar Preserves - The project area is managed
as a Federal wildlife refuge whose primary objective is to provide habitat
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for migratory waterfowl. The proposed fill activities will significantly
improve the refuge’'s operation in meeting these goals.

DETERMINATION OF CUMULATIVE EFFECTS ON THE AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM
Any impacts from the proposed discharge will be temporary.

DET NATION CONDARY EFFEC SYS

No adverse secondary effects from the fill are anticipated.



- FINDINGS OF COMPLIANCE FOR LAKE CHAUTAUQUA NATIONAL

TITTIAYT T D 1T 1Y TPAT DL DTTTT
WILDLIFE REFUGE HABITAT REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT PROJECT

1. No adaptations of the guidelines were made in this evaluation.

2. Alternative locations for the proposed project are not possible
since the goal was to 1mprove wetlands specific to Lake Chautauqua Refuge.

Alternative non-wetland locations for placement of fill such as the refuge

levee and cross dike were utilized to the maximum extent possible. Mate-
rial generated from excavation of the drainage ditches could not be

practicably transported to upland sites.

3. State standards for turbidity and ammonia may be temporarily exceeded

within the lake dnring construction. nn1v the ?n?‘tign of the nrg‘legt_‘

occurring outside the levee (i.e., Liverpool Ditch) has the potential to
affect the main channel of the Illinois River.

4. The project will not affect Federal or State-listed endangered species.

5. The project is located on the Lake Chautauqua Federal Wildlife Refuge
and is in compliance with refuge guidelines.

6. The project will have no effect on public or private water supplies and
will benefit recreational and commercial fisheries. No significant adverse
impacts to aquatic or terrestrial wildlife will occur.

7. Appropriate measures will be utilized, when necessary, to prevent or
minimize any impacts to the aquatic ecosystem.

8. On the basis of the Section 404(b)(1l) guidelines, I specify that the
proposed placement sites comply with the requirements of the guidelines.

John R. Brown
Date Colonel, U.S. Army
District Engineer
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DETERMINATION OF TIV S_ON UATIC ECOSYST

Any impacts from the proposed discharge will be temporary.

DETERMINATION OF SECON FFECTS O UATIC ECOSYSTEM

No adverse secondary effects from the fill are anticipated.
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SECTION 3 - FINDINGS OF COMPLIANCE FOR LAKE CHAUTAUQUA NATIONAL
WILDLIFE REFUGE HABITAT REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT PROJECT

1. No adaptations of the guidelines were made in this evaluation.

2. Alternative locations for the proposed project are not possible

since the goal was to improve wetlands specific to Lake Chautauqua Refuge.
Alternative non-wetland locations for placement of fill such as the refuge
levee and cross dike were utilized to the maximum extent possible. Mate-
rial canaratad

practicably transported to upland sites.

:
from excavation of the drainage ditches could not be

3. State standards for turbidity and ammonia may be temporarily exceeded
within the lake during construction. Only the portion of the project
occurring outside the levee (i.e., Liverpool Ditch) has the potential

to affect the main channel of the Illinois River.

4. The project will not affect Federal or State-listed endangered species.

5. The project is located on the Lake Chautauqua Federal Wildlife Refuge
and is in compliance with refuge guidelines.

6. The project will have no effect on public or private water supplies and
will benefit recreational and commercial fisheries. No significant adverse
impacts to aquatic or terrestrial wildlife will occur.

7. Appropriate measures will be utilized, when necessary, to prevent or
ninimize any impacts to the aquatic ecosystem.

8. On the basis of the Section 404(b)(1l) guidelines, I specify that the
proposed placement sites comply with the requirements of the guidelines.

(8 Tane 177/ ohn R. Brown
Date ' Colonel, U.S. Army

District Engineer
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LETTERS OF INTENT
AND MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
ROCK ISLAND DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
CLOCK TOWER BUILDING—P.O. BOX 2004
ROCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS 61204-2004

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
AND
THE UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

SUBJECT: Enhancing Fish and Wildlife Resources of the Upper Mississippi River
System at Lake Chautauqua, Illinois

I. PURPOSE

The purpose of this Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) is to establish the rela-
tionships, arrangements, and general procedures under which the Department

of the Army (DA) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) will operate

in constructing, operating, maintaining, and rehabilitating the Lake Chautauqua,
Illinois, separable element of the Upper Mississippi River System -
Environmental Management Program (UMRS-EMP).

The project lands of the Lake Chautauqua, Illinois, separable element are owned
by the United States and are managed by the Department of the Interior, USFWS,
as part of the Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge.

II. BACKGROUND

Section 1103 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986, Public Law

99-662, authorizes construction of measures for the purpose of enhancing fish
and wildlife resources in the Upper Mississippi River System. Under conditions
of Section 906(e) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986, Public Law
99-662, all construction costs of those fish and wildlife features on the Lake
Chautauqua, Illinois, are 100 percent Federal, and all operation, maintenance,
repair, and rehabilitation costs are to be cost shared, 75 percent Federal and
25 percent non-Federal.

III. GENERAL SCOPE

The project to be accomplished pursuant to this MOA shall consist of improving
water level management capability for approximately 3,250 acres (Upper and Lower
Lake Chautauqua) and the restoration of more than 8,000 feet of flowing side
channel habitat (Liverpool Ditch).



IV. RESPONSIBILITIES
A. The DA is responsible for:

1. Construction: Construction of the project which consists of a
pump station, 2 water control structures, cross dike raise, and drainage and
side channel excavation at Lake Chautauqua, Illinois.

2. Major Rehabilitation: The Federal share of any mutually agreed
upon rehabilitation of the project that exceeds the annual operation and
maintenance requirements identified in the Definite Project Report and that
is needed as a result of specific storm or flood events.

3. Construction Management: Subject to and using funds appropriated
by the Congress of the United States, the DA will comstruct the Lake Chautauqua,
Illinois, Fish and Wildlife Enhancement project as described in the Definite
Project Report, Lake Chautauqua Rehabilitation and Enhancement, dated June 1991,
applying those procedures usually followed or applied in Federal projects,
pursuant to Federal laws, regulations, and policies. The USFWS will be
afforded the opportunity to review and comment on all modifications and change
orders prior to the issuance to the contractor of a Notice to Proceed. If the
DA encounters potential delays related to construction of the project, the DA
will promptly notify the USFWS of such delays.

4. Maintenance of Records: The DA will keep books, records, documents,
and other evidence pertaining to costs and expenses incurred in connection with
construction of the project to the extent and in such detail as will properly
reflect total costs. The DA shall maintain such books, records, documents, and
other evidence for a minimum of 3 years after completion of construction of the
project and resolution of all relevant claims arising therefrom, and shall make
available at its offices at reasonable times, such books, records, documents,
and other evidence for inspection and audit by authorized representatives of
the USFWS.

B. The USFWS is responsible for:

1. Operation, Maintenance, and Repair: Upon completion of construc-
tion as determined by the District Engineer, Rock Island, the USFWS shall accept
the project and shall operate, maintain, and repair the project as defined in
the Definite Project Report, Lake Chautauqua Rehabilitation and Enhancement,
dated June 1991, in accordance with Section 906(e) of the Water Resources
Development Act, Public Law 99-662.

2. Non-Federal Responsibilities: In accordance with Section 906(e)
of the Water Resources Development Act, Public Law 99-662, the USFWS shall
obtain 25 percent of all costs associated with the operation, maintenance,
and repair of the project from the Illinols Department of Conservation (IDOC).
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V. MODIFICATION AND TERMINATION

This MOA may be modified or terminated at any time by mutual agreement of
the parties. Any such modification or termination must be in writing. Unless
otherwise modified or terminated, this MOA shall remain in effect for a period
of no more than 50 years after initiation of construction of the project.

VI. REPRESENTATIVES

The following individuals or their designated representatives shall have
authority to act under this MOA for their respective parties:

USFWS: Regional Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Federal Building, Fort Snelling
Twin Cities, Minnesota 55111

DA: District Engineer
U.S. Army Engineer District, Rock Island
Clock Tower Building - P.O. Box 2004
Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004

EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOA

This MOA shall become effective when signed by the appropriate representatives
of both parties.

THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY THE U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
BY: BY:
JOHN R. BROWN JAMES C. GRITMAN
Colonel, U.S. Army Regional Director
District Engineer U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service
DATE: DATE:
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UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER SYSTEM
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
DEFINITE PROJECT REPORT
WITH INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (R-7F)

LAKE CHAUTAUQUA REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT
LA GRANGE POOL, ILLINOIS WATERWAY, RIVER MILES 124-128

APPENDIX D
COST ESTIMATE

D-1. GENERAL.

This appendix contains the detailed cost estimate prepared for the Lake
Chautauqua Rehabilitation and Enhancement project at Illinois River miles
124-128, including Federal construction, planning, engineering and design,
and construction management costs. The current working estimate prepared
for this Definite Project Report level study was developed after review of
project plans, discussion with the design team members, and review of costs
for similar construction projects. The Micro-Computer Aided Cost Estimat-
ing System (M-CACES), incorporating local wage and equipment rates, was
used to assemble and calculate project element costs. Costs, including
appropriate contingencies, are presented in accordance with EC 1110-2-536,
Civil Works Project Cost Estimating - Code of Accounts.

D-2. PRICE LEVEL.

Project element costs are based on February 1991 prices. These costs are
considered fair and reasonable to a well-equipped and capable contractor
and include overhead and profit. The Fully Funded Estimate (FFE) was
calculated in accordance with guidance from CECW-B, dated March 3, 1990,
Factors for Updating Study/Project Cost Estimates for FY 1992 Budget
Submission.

D-3. CONTINGENCY DISCUSSION.

After review of project documents and discussion with personnel involved

in the project, cost contingencies were developed which reflect the uncer-
tainty associated with each cost item. Per EC 1110-2-263, these contingen-
cies are based on qualified cost engineering judgment of the available
design data, type of work involved, and uncertainties associated with the
work and schedule. Costs were not added to contingency amounts to cover
items which are identified project requirements. The following discussion
of major project features indicates the basis for contingency selection and
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assumptions made. For other elements not addressed below, the assignment
of contingencies was deemed appropriate to account for the uncertainty in
design and quantity calculation, and further discussion is not included.

a. Feature 06, Fish and Wildlife Facilities. The quantities for this
work were developed by Design Branch.

06.-.-.- Upper Lake Water Control, Pump Station. The pump station
is located in a remote area. Access during construction is along the top
of an existing levee which must be constructed into a temporary access
road. This temporary road, which is about 3 miles long, will be used to
deliver materials and supplies for the pump station construction. Parking
is limited at the construction site, and it is assumed that workers will
walk or be taxied to the site along the deteriorated cross dike which is
1 mile long. These factors were considered in assigning productivities
for the work items. Historical data were used for pricing the pump and
discharge line. Available soil borings show the station to be founded on
suitable material. Piling or over-excavation of unsuitable material and
extensive structural backfill are not anticipated. Dewatering 1s estimated
at 2 months time during construction of the station and is assigned a 25-
percent contingency. An overall contingency of 17.5 percent is considered
to be satisfactory for the pump station construction.

06.-.-.- Northern Levee Repair. This work involves upgrading the
existing levee. After clearing and grubbing operations, a dragline will
excavate adjacent borrow and place it on the levee for shaping. No compac-
tion is required other than that obtained by tracked equipment working the
area., Prior to borrow operations, unsuitable topsoil will be removed and
stockpiled. These routine construction activities are given a 20 percent
contingency. Riprap is given a 30 percent contingency to account for
unknown haul distance and unit price adjustments for difficult site access.
An overall contingency of about 21 percent is considered adequate for this
work.

06.-.-.- Cross Dike Repair. This work is similar to the Northern
Levee Repair. An existing breach in the cross dike will be filled by
dozers pushing material from the adjacent levee. The remaining fill for
constructing the cross dike will be placed by dragline, excavating material
from an adjacent ditch borrow. Compaction will be by dozers shaping the
material. Erosion control matts will be placed to protect the embankment,
which will serve as a permanent roadway to the pump station. This work
requires routine construction operations, and an overall contingency of
about 20 percent is considered to be adequate.

06.-.-.- Upper Lake Gravity Outlet. This gatewell type structure
is similar to many others constructed. Other than uncertain dewatering
expenditures and potential variance in riprap price, as discussed before,
this work uses standard construction techniques. An overall contingency
of 18 percent is assigned this work.
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06.-.-.- Modification of Existing Radial Gate Structure. This
work involves rehabilitating and modifying an existing gate structure at
the upper end of the project. No unusual construction techniques or mate-
rials are anticipated. Modification of the structure includes raising the
sill with reinforced concrete about 4 feet to meet project elevation
requirements. The raised sill will form eight openings to be covered with
new trash racks with provisions for adding stoplogs. Site preparation will
include provisions for dewatering, although the sill work is about 4 feet
higher than flat pool. Also included will be positioning or temporary
removal of the existing radial gates for work to progress. This work and
the riprap cost are assigned a 30 percent contingency. All other work,
including new gate lifting machinery, is given a 20 percent contingency.
An overall contingency of about 24 percent is considered to be adequate
for this work.

06.-.-.- Lower Lake Water Control, Stop Log Structure. This
structure is located in a remote area like the pump station, but access
should be easier. No major foundation problems are expected, but a 25 per-
cent contingency is used for the structural backfill to account for type
and quantity of fill needed. Dewatering has a 25 percent contingency to
allow for an increase in amount or duration needed. An overall 17 percent
contingency is considered satisfactory for this structure.

06.0.5.B Lower Lake Excavation. This work involves excavating and
sidecasting material. Discussion with the project engineer indicates this
work will be done by floating plant. Estimated equipment includes a drag-
line working from portable barges. A 25 percent contingency is used to
account for differing site conditions and unexpected difficulties in over-
land mobilization of portable barges.

06.-.-.- Boat Ramp Replacement. A 25 percent contingency is used
for this work to account for unexpected costs in replacing an existing
single lane boat ramp and parking lot. Historical costs were used in
evaluating the cost of this work.

06.-.-.- Side Channel Excavation. This work requires long boom
equipment. Previous and recent contacts with contractors having such
equipment show an interest by them to bid this work. The unit price is
estimated based on using 180-foot boom equipment with a 6-cubic-yard clam-
shell bucket working from a spudded barge 24 hours a day. A 15 percent
contingency is used to allow for part-time use of land-based equipment
for any needed material handling or shaping. The rockfill and riprap
placement has a 15 percent contingency to account for material price and
haul distance. The unit prices for these items assumes barge delivery.

The average contingency for the project’s construction is 18.9 percent.

b. Feature 30, Planning, Engineering & Design. The engineering and
design for this project includes all planning and design work necessary
to complete the Definite Project Report and construction plans and specifi-
cations. This cost also includes engineering support during construction,
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preparation of as-built drawings, and operation and maintenance manuals.
The design effort for the construction was analyzed to determine the man-
year effort required. This estimate is based upon monles expended to date,
discussions between the project engineer and project manager, and histori-
cal data and experience gained on other projects of similar nature.

c. Feature 31, Construction Management. Construction management is
studies and analyses of project report, plans and specifications, and
conferences of construction staff to become familiar with design require-
ments; biddability, contractibility, and operability reviews; preaward
activities to acquaint prospective bidders with the nature of work; admin-
istration of construction contracts; administration of A/E contracts which
provide for supervision and inspection; establishment of bench marks and
baselines required for layouts of construction, relocations, and clearing;
review of shop drawings, manuals, catalog cuts, and other information
submitted by the construction contractor; assure specifications compliance
by supervision and inspection on construction work, conferences with the
contractors to coordinate various features of the project and enforce
compliance with schedules; sampling and testing during construction phase
to determine suitability and compliance with plans and specifications;
negotiate with the contractor on all contract modifications, including
preparation of all contract documents required therefor; estimate quan-
tities, determine periodic payments to contractors, and prepare, review,
and approve contract payments; review and approve construction schedules
and progress charts; prepare progress and completion reports; project
management and administration not otherwise identified; and district
overhead. These costs may be Incurred at the job site, an area office,
or at the District Office. For the construction of the Chautauqua Lake
Rehabilitation and Enhancement EMP project, the estimated cost of con-
struction management is $245,000 for a construction contract with a year
and a half duration and an estimated value of $3.7 million.

REVISED JUNE 1991
D-4



DISTRIBUTION LIST



DISTRIBUTION LIST FOR
DEFINLTE PROJECT REPORT
UMRS-EMP, LAKE CHATAUQUA
REHABILITATION AND ENHANCEMENT

DISTRIBUTION -- EXTERNAL

HONORABLE ALAN J OIXON, UNITED STATES SENATOR
331 HART OFFICE BLDG, WASHINGTON DC 20510

HONORABLE PAUL SIMON, UNITED STATES SENATOR
462 SENATE DIRKSEN OFFICE BLDG, WASHINGTON OC 20510

HONORABLE ALAN J DIXON, UNITED STATES SENATOR

POST OFFICE - ROOM 117, 6TH AND MONROE STREETS
SPRINGFIELD IL 62701

HONORABLE PAUL SIMON, UNITED STATES SENATOR
3 WEST QLD CAPITAL PLAZA, SUITE 1
SPRINGFIELD IL 62701

HONORABLE ROBERT H MICHEL, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
2112 RAYBURN OFFICE BLOG, WASHINGTON DC 20515

HONORABLE ROBERT H, MICHEL, REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS
100 NORTHEAST MONROE, ROOM 107, PEORIA, IL 61602

DIRECTOR, ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERV

OLD PO BLDG #B09, 1100 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WASHINGTON DC 20004

DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE

DEPT OF ENERGY - ROOM 4G064, 1000 INDEPENDENCE AVE SW
WASHINGTON DC 20585

OR ALLAN HIRSCH - DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF FEDERAL ACTIVIYIES (A-104)
US ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, 401 M STREET SwW
WASHINGTON OC 20460

OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROJ REVIEW, DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR
MS 4239-MIB, 18TH & C STREETS Nw .
WASHINGTON DC 20240

DIVISION ADMINISTRATOR, FEDERAL HIGHWAY AOMIN
320 W WASHINGTON STREET, ROOM 700
SPRINGFIELD IL 62701

1 - Draft Coordination Documents
I1 ~ Public Review Documents
11T - Administration Approval Documents
IV - Technical Supporting Documents
V - Construction Plans and Specifications
VI - Operations and Maintenance Instructions

Copies distributed as indicated:

1 11

*Distribution List

111

IV

VI

12



OISTRIBUTION -- EXTERNAL

MR VALDAS J ADAMKUS - ADMINISTRATOR, US ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
230 S DEARBORN ST, CHICAGO L 60604

WILLIAM C FUCIK - DIRECTOR, FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
REGION Vv, 175 W JACKSON BLVD - 4TH FLOOR
CHICAGO IL 60604

MR RICHARD NELSON - FIELD SUPRVR, U.S.FISH & WILOLIFE SERVICE
1830 SECOND AVE., - 2ND FLOOR, ROCK ISLANO,IL 61201

MR CHUCK DAVIS, US FISH & WILOLIFE SERVICE
1830 SECOND AVENUE, ROCK ISLAND IL 61201

MR CHARLES SURPRENANT, US FISH & WILODLIFE SERVICE
F1SHERIES ASSISTANCE OFFICE, PO BOX U
CARTERVILLE IL 62918

MR JIM MATTSEN, US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
311 NORTH STH ST - SUITE 100, QUINCY L 62301

MR ANDREwW FRENCH, US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
CHAUTAUQUA NTL WILOLIFE REFUGE, ROUTE 2 - BOX 618B
HAVANA IL 62644

MARION CONOVER, UMR CONSERVATION COMMITTEE

DEPT OF NATURAL RESQURCES, wALLACE STATE OFFICE 8LDG
DES MOINES IA 50319

STATE CONSERVATIONIST, SOIL CONSERVATION SvC USOA
301 N RANDOLPH, CHAMPAIGN IL 61820

MR MIKE BORNSTEIN, USFWS-MARK TWAIN NTL WILDLIFE REFUGE
RR 1 - BOX 75, WAPELLO IA 52653

MR JAMES C GRITMAN-REGL DIRECTOR, U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
FEDERAL BLDG FORT SNELLING, TwWIN CITIES MN 55111

MR JOHN DOBROVOLNY, REGL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFCR

US FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE, FEDERAL BLDG-FORT SNELLING
TWIN CITIES MN S§5111

*
(]
H

Draft Coordination Documents
11 - Public Review Documents
11T -. Administration Approval Documents
IV - Technical Supporting Documents
V - Construction Plans and Specifications
VI - Operations and Maintenance Instructions

Copies distributed as indicated:

*Distribution List

1 11 111 v V1
1 1 1 1
1
1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
2 26 26 2 4
1 1
1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
1



DISTRIBUTION ~-- EXTERNAL

MS HOLLY STOERKER, UPPER MISS RIVER BASIN ASSN
415 HAMM BUILDING, 408 ST PETER STREET
ST PAUL MN 55102

COMMANDER, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
SECOND COAST GUARD DISTRICT, 1430 OLIVE STREET
ST LOUIS MO 63101

DR KEN LUBINSKI, ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
TECHNICAL CENTER, PO BOX 818
LACROSSE Wl 54601

REGIONAL FORESTER, FOREST SERVICE

US DEPT OF AGRICULTURE, 310 w WISCONSIN AVE-SUITE S00
MILWAUKEE WI 53203

OIVISION ENGINEER, US ARMY ENGR DIVN~-NORTH CENTRAL

ATTN CENCO-PE-PD-PL (T HEMPFLING), 536 SOUTH CLARK ST
CHICAGO IL 60605-1592

PEORIA PROJECT OFFICE, ATTN A ZERBONIA
US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, FOOT OF GRANT ST
PEORIA 1L 61603

DISTRICT ENGINEER, US ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT-ST PAUL

ATTN PLANNING DIV - CHUCK CRIST, 180 E KELLOGG BLVD-1421%
ST PAUL MN 55101-1479

DISTRICT ENGINEER, US ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICY ST LOUIS
ATTN CELMS-PD/BEN HAWICKHORST, 1222 SPRUCE STREET
ST LOUlS MO 63103-2833 .

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR, ATTN: TOM BERKSHIRE
STATE OF ILLINOIS, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62706

HONORABLE JIM EDGAR, GOVERNOR OF ILLINOIS
STATE CAP1TOL, SPRINGFIELD 1L 62706

MS LINDA VOGT, DEPT OF ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES
325 W ADAMS, SPRINGFIELD IL 62704

1 - Draft Coordination Documents

I1 - Public Review Documents
IIT - Administration Approval Documents

IV - Technical Supporting Documents

V - Construction Plans and Specifications
VI - Operations and Maintenance Instructions

Copies distributed as indicated:

*Distribution List

1 11 111 1v V1
1 1 1 1 1
1
1 1 1 1 1
1
8 8 27 8 4
1 1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1
1
1



Copies distributed as indicated:

*Distribution List

DISTRIBUTION ~- EXTERNAL

SUPERINTENDENT, DIVN OF NATURAL RESOURCES

1L DEPT OF AGR - JUR LIVESTOCK BLDG, ILLINOIS STATE FAIRGROUNDS
SPRINGFIELD, IL 62706

MR MARK FRECH - DIRECTOR, ILLINOIS DEPT OF CONSERVATION
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA, 524 SOUTH 2ND STREET
SPRINGFIELD IL 62701-1787

MR BILL OONELS, ILLINOIS DEPT OF CONSERVATION
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA, 524 SOUTH 2ND STREET
SPRINGFIELD IL 62706

MR DAN SALLEE, ILLINOIS DEPT OF CONSERVATION
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA, 524 SOUTH 2ND STREET
SPRINGFIELD IL 62706

MR BOB SMITH-REGL ENGINEER, ILLINOIS DEPT OF CONSERVATION
LINCOLN TOWER PLAZA, 524 SOUTH 2ND STREET
SPRINGFIELD 1L 62706

MR DENNIS KENNEDY, ILLINOIS DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

OIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES, 2300 SOUTH DIRKSEN PARKWAY
SPRINGFIELD IL 62764

MR JOHN CARLISLE, ILLINOIS DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES, 2300 S DIRKSEN PKWY - ROOM 339
SPRINGFIELD 1L 62764

MR NETL FULTON, CHIEF-BUR OF RES REG

IL DIVN OF WATER RESOURCES, 310 S MICHIGAN AVE - RM 1606
CHICAGO IL 60604

MR RICHARD G CARLSON - SUPERVISOR, ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD 1L 62706

IL INSTITUTE OF NATURAL RESOURCES, ATTN MR 808 LINDQUIST
325 N. ADAMS STREET, SPRINGFIELD, IL 62706

DR RICHARD SPARKS, ILLINOIS NATURAL HISTORY SURVEY
PO BOX 599, HAVANA IL 62644

1 ~ Draft Coordination Documents

11 - Public Review Documents
11T - Administration Approval Documents

1V - Technical Supporting Documents

V - Construction Plans and Specifications
V1 - Operations and Maintenance Instructions

11 111 1v V1
1

1

1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1

1 1

1

1

1

1

1 1 1 1



DISTRIBUTION -- EXTERNAL

DR STEVE HAVERA, ILLINOIS NATURAL HISTORY SURVEY
PO BOX 599, HAVANA IL 62644

MR DAVID L. GROSS, ILLINQOIS STATE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
ENV STUDIES & ASSESSMENT SEC, 815 E PEABODY DR
CHAMPAIGN IL 61821

DR RAMAN K RAMA~N, HEAD-WATER QUALITY SECTION
FOOT OF MCARTHUR HIGHwWAY, PO BOX 697
PEORIA IL 61652-3136

GEOLOGICAL SURVZY BUREAU,
10WA DEPT OF NATURAL RESOURCES,

IOWA CITY IA 52240

MR TOM ANDERSON, DEPT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
PLANNING BUREAU, 900 E GRAND AVENUE
DES MOINES IA 50319

MR NORMAN STUCKY, MISSOUR! DEPT OF CONSERVATION

PO BOX

180, JEFFERSON CITY MO 65102

MR TERRY MOE, WiSCONSIN DEPT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
3550 MORMON COULEE DRIVE, LACROSSE wl 5460

HONORABLE RICHARD LUFT, ILLINOIS SENATOR
2920 COURT ST SUITE A, PEKIN IL 61554

HONORABLE THOMAS J. HOMER, 1LLINOIS REPRESENTATIVE
PO BOX 219, CANTON IL 61520~V

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, FULTON CO. COURT HOUSE
LEWISTOWN IL 61542

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, MASON COUNTY COURT HOUSE
HAVANA IL 62644

COUNTY ATTORNEY, MASON COUNTY COURT HOUSE
HAVANA 1L 62644

11
IIT
v

VI

Draft Coordination Documents
Public Review Documents

.Administration Approval Documents

Technical Supporting Documents
Construction Plans and Specifications
Operations and Maintenance Instructions

ENERGY AND GEOLOGICAL RESOURCES DIVN
123 NORTH CAPITOL STREET

Copies distributed as indicated:

*Distribution List

1 11 111

v

Vi




T66T dANNC TIASTIAUE

DISTRIBUTION -~ EXTERNAL

COUNTY CLERK, MASON COUNTY COURT HOUSE
HAVANA IL 62644

COUNTY ENGINEER, MASON COUNTY COURT HQUSE
HAVANA 1L 62644

MASON COUNTY S&WCD, 313 E MAIN ST
HAVANA, IL 62627

HAVANA PUBLIC LIBRARY, 201 WEST ADAMS STREET
HAVANA, IL 62644

LEWISTOWN CARNEGIE LIBRARY, 381 WEST LINCOLN AVE
LEWISTOWN 1L 61542

MS. PAM GIBSON, IL COUNCIL OF WATERSHEDS
866 DOOLIN, JACKSONVILLE, IL 62650

MRS . JANE JOHNSON, PRESIDENT

ILLINOIS COUNCIL OF WATERSHEDS, R.R. 2, BOX 50
GILSON, 1L 61436

EMILY H. SMITH, R1 CNTY LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS
4428 42ND AVE., ROCK ISLAND, IL 61201

MS JANE ELDER, THE SIERRA CLUB
214 N HENRY ST SUITE 203, MADISON WI 53703

MASON COUNTY DEMGCRAT, HAVANA IL 62644

NEWS ROOM, RADIO STATION WDUK
200 N. PLUM, HAVANA, IL 62644

DON PIERCE, GRAHAM-PIERCE, 1607 W. HWY 50,
O'FALLON, IL 62269

* I - Draft Coordination Documents

I1 - Public Review Documents
IIT - Administration Approval Documents

IV - Technical Supporting Documents

.V - Construction Plans and Specifications
VI - Operations and Maintenance Instructions

Copies distributed as indicated:

*Distribution List

I11

v




$Z00g/81T-E¥S ~ T66T IDIJIO ONIINIUd INIWNEIADD °S°0 #

DISTRIBUTION -- INTERNAL

District Engineer
U.S. Army Engineer District, Rock Island
Clock Tower Building - P.0. Box 2004
Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004
ATTN: CENCR-DE

CENCR-DP

CENCR-RE

CENCR-ED

CENCR-ED-D

CENCR-ED-DG

CENCR-ED-DS

CENCR-ED-G

CENCR-ED-H

CENCR-ED-HW

CENCR-ED-HQ

CENCR-PA

CENCR-PD

CENCR-PD-E

CENCR-PD-W

CENCR-0OD

CENCR-0OD-M

CENCR-OD (Peoria Project Office)

CENCR-0D-R

CENCR-0D-S

CENCR-CD

CENCR-CD-Q

CENCR-CD-P

CENCR-PP-P

CENCR-IM-CL

* 1 - Draft Coordination Documents
1I Public Review Documents
11T - Administration Approval Documents
IV - Technical Supporting Documents
Construction Plans and Specifications
Operations and Maintenance Instructions

<
|

VI

s distributed as indicated:

(¢ DR RER 4P L i

*Distribution List

11

I11 1V v \AS
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1
3 3 3 3 3 3
1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1
2 2 2 2 2
1 10 10 2 1 1
2 2 2 2 1 2
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
2 2 1



o 5 | 4 ] 3 -] 2 . ] 1
f/\\ N .
~ |~ - . PROJECT
) &L LOCATION
‘_/* %ﬁ‘ T :: ‘r. gy
— ﬁ ) f s
N
- e
— L [ |
PROJECT /i =
LOCATION n
.. \ \_ Vi ITY P
C .
- . C
i
B
— - 4
k :"':
- INDEX
" ‘)? }- NO. |REF. NO, DESCRIPTION
{ e 2
. B 5
Y, .
- ovimions P
bt \: Syl Soowriptione Bote | Approved
2] |-
- - . . . -
N
F = 3 N e RS ~
/, SIONATUAEY APFIIES SELOW mocATY
. SFNGAL -
NIy AN arTaevAL 07 4Lt GAswmee m T U.8. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
e H ~ 7 4T A8 MSCATES 0%
Sz TN e T wee sen e~ ROCK TBLAND, ILLINGIS
Prapared by Swabgmd by
A - LOCATION PLAN 0. soer sremage svevemct, tage smsem [ | umors avem sveren |
T pronypuely] L=y SESST LA GRANGE POOL, MILE 124 - MILE 1206
o " DS, " LAKE GHAUTALQUA
. - p - Py, VICINITY MAP,LOCATION PLAN
s aa—— AND INDEX oL
Rovtowed by o ey >
e retarenes
& i m—— - re— ——
| e o X=1 .
5 4 3 .




e nt b

ociTo

+
£

P R T T

4 - 3 ! 2 !
- |
MOooIFY <! i
EX15TINKG | !
1
JLLINQIS RIVER TAINTER GATE 5[ !
ovToe ISTRLUCTORE st :
: 4 % O\ <
M e A D} '
o N x| Y = :
1,450,00 R —_ - C'G) ¢ b et ‘
IS LS
qa._ e IS AN j
D comnsTRLCT uEW - == NV ¥ D
LveERrrooL AAMSEEA A A 0000 00A0 3 AL T i
CLOSUmRTE - = = = ‘? i
ASTROCTORE. | 4// & |
UPPER = 7=
vse ADIACENT Clb | e cuauTavQuUA
18% THICK NEW CLOSURE CLANY BORROW y
AT TLHR. FOR ORTHERN a
. RIPRAP FOCTURE EXCAVATE FoRe Eves he e ConsTROCT
WITH 6" THICK _ POMP STATION ", REPLACEMEWT
BEDOING P CWATER SOORCE. BOAT RANME
S
N NI
— ComsSTRLUCT gi{EnﬁLPRAP Pessd N
OUFPPER Laxre s ,4‘6\_
palutniies et /e , RAILE NORTHERN —
oo ; o LEVEE Yo 1o YA
STROCTURS \_'//-_/’D EVeENTT
CEEP WATER 3
HS_OO G )
EXCANVAITION 4 MELZ
A G .
1,400,000 N ; .
m(.%!uéTRUCT :
EXCAVATED EX'T.Z“S“P ’
MATERIAL 6\’
FPLACEMENT
USBE A JACENT C
- CLAN BORRCNW
FOR CRO4S e
. /
RAVE CROSS IKE
TO WO VEAR evENT
(1°=100.0") < e
SHoOE 0\ l; 6
SiIeCAaDT z
CHAUNEL :
- EXCAVATION
- s EXCAVATION ﬂ
SRS TN \ PLACE EXCAVATER
b f.‘fm —CXR 0‘ SOl UNSUITABLE
i { Fom CROss DI\WKE
73 (’_—’—-— ExXCcAVATE
, LIVERPOOL SELNNISE  axeriug poar . .
1,350,000 N DITew RAMP AND PARKING |
| N i H H
DEWATER uFFeEe
Rl e iy vy AND LOWER Laxes
Bt 1n FoTUme o ASES DURING CONSTRUCTION
B 1000° I's . .
900" o 1000 2000
. SCALE
° EXISTING
~ { j APILLWASY LOWER
O LARE CHAUTAUQUA
/g- 4 EXCAVATE
~ Revieions
-~ DRANAGE Symbo! Descrigtions. Dete Approved
/5 CHANNEL
A | d
N 1
1,345,000 N ; 1
/'/ ‘ {
s
. /, // . U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DiSTRICT
/ EXILETING CORPS OF ENGINEERS
; INOIS
7 ) f oA WA ROCK ISLAND. ILLINOS
/ \ Designed by: m ILLINOIS RIVER SYSTEM
|/ \ \,\. ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM A
- far R Srta ~ Frem—— Sim o LA GRANGE POOL. MILE 124 - MILE 129.5
e Blu LAKE CHAUTAUGUA
- -~ \_—N_ .
x <. P RECOMMENDED PLAN
- .. v WATER CONTROL
. DEWATER UPPER AND LOWER LAKES
w w w w Roviawed by: Lente: Shew
gl ol o ° o! g 17= 1000 | ]
- gj S g g Darte: rumber: {
| B3] o o) o - Aooroved by: i i
«} gl 3 : : z i (o oo
! T
! 5 | 4 i 3 : 2 A 1
4 PLATE 2




L .
. .
— 5 . [
4 3 2 T 1
M
MODIFY
EXIATING
T TAINTER GATE
. @y MEYE®RS HTRUCTORE
= =10 ¢
e 1,450,000 N t ; . b Ten |
S B 1 : -1 -
ol ! Xy NS T (A
- - > = e TR Ve, T T g
‘ . — et SR 5774 D
. % -l
= UPPER % 2
- - LAKE CHAUTAUQUA v é
- - OREGH PO
U STATION RAIHE PEZIMETER
WATER HOURCE LRVEE
v, . )
P
. L]
PR -
: 4
1,400,000 M -4
C
J
!
e 4
N Z;
— ! -
et
ExcavaTe
DeAVWAGSEL . .
1,330,000 N _ PXSYNTNL T ! 4
i 1 ¥ + +
. ”
/ 1 .
~
: B 7 . -
- 7, B
- - /
. Q;\ -~ ,//\ L
EXISTING j;,;)“*y" :
Al
HEiway LOWER /‘,)"J 22 )
LAKE CHAUTAUQUA ¢
EXCAVATE e
DRAINAGE Movislans
CHANMNRL Symbet esoriptions Bete_| Apwroved
e / 2 | —
1,945,000 N / -
cCoNsTRUCT
/ Exuine e . Aoy, ERaEE, BT
AP LWAY ATROCTOERS ROCK 1SLAND, ILLINOIS
1A Soslemetom (| ILLINGIS RIVER SYSTEM
- TAL WA ENT PROGRAM | A
. oo SLTZT" LA GRANGE POOL. MiLE 124 - MILE 120.6
o] N biv UAKE CRAUTAUQUA
- ALTERNATIVE PLAN B
W
o - " " N ) - ATER CONTAOL
g g 2 2 g oo
A Dutge
2 S < E a Aperered oy
h = il - - Cose: * ot _ ot
. 5 [ 4 | 3 | 2 I 1
.




— LR 5 ) 4 ] 3 | 2 I 1 )
33 ~/_ \1 : ‘ ' E:"::.\:g GAT®

LSTwuCTORSE
_1,450,000 N | i

- ! ‘
D
: D
i _ CHAUTAUQUA
J - _ OREDGE FOR
3 PUMP STATION
WATER SO0CE
1,400,000 ¥
. C
: Cc
e AR .
. —
= . |t —
; .
1,380,000 ¥
3
B
8
A - /l

X165 TING

. LHPILL_WAN Cowe R
! LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
} Reovinlons
: 1,345,000 N A{’_‘ i
;
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
/ EXISTING COARPS OF ENGINEERS
AL LWAN ROCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS
: A it vt ILLINOIS RIVER SYSTEM
; - . EWVIRONMENTAL MANAGEWENT PROGRAM | A
3 - ey = = - : ™ SESSTLA GRANGE POOL, MILE 124 - MRLE 129.6
i Fho G Ve P - . biv LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
] o Cromies by ALTERNATIVE C
3 A BARRIER ISLAND
% wi w, w w w Boviewsd by
3 2 2 ol 2 1°21000" | Mitotmen
o ©| =1 c = > nipery
: : : H : T
- ) w
o' il hic hid hid Cade: L] -
5 4 | 3 | 2 ! 1
A




- - .
. .
5 | : 4 T [ 1
EXIHTING
TAINTER GATE
MEYERS DITCH CHANNEL STROCTLRE
e
(45§
D
ad
44
Cc
3.8 MILE REACH
8
AHPILLWAY LOWER
LAKE CHAUTAUQUA .
. Movislens
Symivel 2l Doseriptions Oute Approved
Y .
,,i‘ X
& U.8. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
Jf CORPS OF ENGINEERS
{ ‘EJXWT\NG ROCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS
Y PILLWANY
/ R Srsigncd b ILLINOIS RIVER SYSTEM A
MAN -
™ N - arwen LA GRANGE POOL, MILE 124 - MILE 120.5
' > = . ; .b}:; " LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
Fh e . ? /'?fl\//“*)"‘; i- 7T . ;
< «( Cheshod by ALTERNATIVE D
- - - w - SIDE CHANNEL EXCAVATION
Revivwed by
g 3| g S g 1"=1000' ns-—‘..‘
e o, o ) S Detec Sumbery
o g 3 ol o Approved by
hd id il l ° Coset ot .
5 l 4 | 1 1
Ld




M - LiMATA OF
LEVEE
EXSTING
TAINTER GATE
LHTRLCTURE
1,430,000 N - ; _ . :
t H ) |
D > : Bty TN/ D
W’ SRR R AR S A AR L E AR ; J
) 4
UPPER e 2l
LAKE CHAUTAUQUA 4
IS
.
¥ 1,400,000 W . _l,,-
i
RALE SXWTING \-RVes
c : AROUND THE PERIMETER
OF LWl CHALTALULGLA
To ElLSvaATION 453.0 C
//
\/’ /
,//7/ -
1 ////.,..g R
S e L -
B - : -
1,350,000 W p M . : . _{V,
AL . +
¥F 7
B B
N
BXISTING LowER
i PLLWANY
4™ LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
/ . Rovielony
1.343,000 W + - LIMITS OF -
- : LEVER :
U.8. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
CORPS OF EMOINEERS
ROCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS
L]
Sociened ILLINOIS RIVER SYBTEM
A X s - m ENV! TAL MA A
v M L A P N e kst ooy ST LA GRANGE POOL, WMILE 134 ~ WILE 1208
oy 3 bbbty T _,/,‘*po" LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
'y Sl T AR (0 SO biv .
AN e S (7 AY e . ALTERNATIVE E
. . SEDIMENTATION REDUCTION
“w W w - u
. g g 2 g R 1= 1000" | 2
3 ©, o o o oeny ———er:
- o o :’ g : Apprensd by
b p | | hid e._._.,"' Shost . _ i

5 ( Z [ 3 — 2 I 1 "
. ' . | PLATE 6.




5 4 l 3 [ 2 i 1
-~
: 52 JANUARY | FEBRUARY | MARCH APRIL mav T aune T oouny T Avcust SEPTEMBER| OCTOBER | NBVEMBER | DECEMBER
; el . e . . . 2
D 2SisEs b
1974 7 = .
, — -~ - A
) “ =z AdL00
— 1975 7 = . -
- a0
“ AdL00
. g' 1976 = 7 .
3 C g = = : .
s wn
o] >
: “ e d
1 [
; E 1977 -n fi
; g £ES FEEEESSET 2SS 7
! g z :. e 1
3
— - - g 1.
: “ -a 2
19784 s N
“ an
. A 2 . -
B 7 7 - B
; i 1979 = o
',! - 42800
-1
% ot 40000
i Moviniens
; . 2 | Syeaat Beserivtiens Bate_ | Appreved
i - 1980 7 oum -
§§ L _J an 1 M
“ 40000
U.8. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
s CORPS OF ENGINEERS
19814 e ROCK 1SLAND. ILLINOIS
A == F Z Seviuned b 0 ormesion RIVER SYETEW A
[oren oA POOL, MILE 124 = MLE 120.8
B h L e T R T OO SO XL B KGR IO OO O IO N IO RO O 1O IO R e LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
1 - ‘|_UANUARY | FEBRUARY | MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE JULY 'AUGUST 'SEPTEMBER| @CTPBER | NBVEMBER | DECEMBER — HYDRAULIC DATA |
: - TLLINGIS RIVER Pt . :
NETE pIVER MILE 1250 HYDROGRAPH - ey — —
FLAT POOL ELEVATION 429.4 LAKE CHAUTAUQUA EMP — retarasee
- Agwroved b
- = —
! 5 4 )i 3 | 2 1 1

t : PLATE 7




5 I 4 | 3 [ 2 I 1
JANUARY | FEBRUARY | MARCH APRIL MAY June T oty T aucust T sepTemser] ecTeBER | NOVEMBER | DECEMBER
haad Z = s
_ = : LEVA ATIEN
1982 o _ YEARS 1960 T@ 1989
> w YEAR RBUND
o~ _ -t
- P 40000
: auz
— 1983 o - —
= C 1 440
W
had s W
z
bt snm ~ 438
'S >
2 == ]
g  1984m S==ss = ha @ 438
c 4 ! A . ¢
L] s o
E ‘:f 434
408 - Lt ]
E % - S 2
§ 1085 A = H o i a3
.5 5 A
—— - . g 430 1
™ we 3 L} 20 40 80 80 100
> d PERCENT EXCEEDENCE
1986
o~
408
B B
- 19879
o~
408
. Rwvisions
v Syobal Doseriptians [ Appreved
1
. 1985
o~
408
U.8. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
oy lOC* 1ISLAND, ILLINOIS
1989“ Susigned byn ILLINOIS RIVER SYETEM
A Tas 7 ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT A
2 e T R ST A e
T - S a0 M wew s RO I T T N T IO LN .'.___.u..
UANUARY" " | FEBRUARY | © MARCH ~ | 'APRIL HAY JUNE JOLY AUGUST SEPTEMBER| @CT@BER | NOVEMBER | DECEMBER — HYDRAULIC DATA Il
i TLLINGIS RIVER - ' h
- " RIVER MILE 125.0 HYDR@GRAPH - . Reviowed by Samted Sheot
FLAT POOL ELEVATION 420.4 LAKE CHAUTAUQUA EMP = —r
[
] 5 l 4 l




5 4
"(‘{
“ 3
S
—_— - - -—
LEGEND:
. @ - HAND HELD ALGER B
| R ®- oriLL =S
=
s Revisions
Symoot ! Descrintions " Daie  Approved
i
i ’ t .
P US. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
i RCCK ISLAND. ILLINOIS
Designed by ! ILLINOIS RIVER SYSTEM
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM A
A - LA GRANGE POOL, MILE 124 - MILE 1295
_ Drivwn by LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
bl
Checked by i BORING LOCATIONS
i
LRmnvw-v-ﬁ by : Scale ! Sheet
_ [ reterence
* o number
Aparaves by . ;
2eamina | Sheet of
3 2 1

5 4
h . N ) i ATF Q




O GR FAT. CLAY ¥ITH 3AND NG

3T e nLAYEY a0 1TTH

13 o o TeirmeE S0a

- STLYSToNE . LY. GRL.. MEDILW: HiAD. FRIARLE

R SR sy
Ot 0K FAT GRAY,

US. ARMY ENONEER DISTRICT
CORFS OF ENGREERS
ROCK ESLAND, LLINOSS

WLINOIS RIVER SYSTEW
HTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

- sy ol A MILE 424 ~ MLE 120.8
o o LAKE 73
-

bl " BORING LOGS !




5 ] 4 | 3 2 |
(A EENAITIESW]
£y v .
D
L SA-SC B CLAYEY WEDIUN T8 FIDNE 300
SR NEDTN T EDE SN0 L
- LG SR LEAN QY -
— LAVERS oF 3006 TN pant
CUBTA yamess
LECATION oF PP, STATINM :
ML SPLXY SPOWE PMENSAL AY W K .
— —
24
D
e
il
t o
B
: : $TA 1506-80
e U.S, ARMY :&_m DISTRICY
-22 FEBUARY 1890
co : ROCK ISLAMD, LUNOIS
4o b Osalgned by 1 ILLINOIS AIVER SYSTEM
i NVIRONMENTAL MANA T
A = i s LA GRANGE POOL, MLE 124 ~ MLE 120.8 | A
B : Drows "‘blv d— LAKE CHAUTAVOUA
- : : BORING LOGS I
B} : S g Chestiad by
Reviewsd l; ot
." haoad referenss
dppraved by
Cotes Sest  of
3 2 | 1 ’




. i 5 | 4 3 | 2 1
A %ELﬁ\/’AT!O"—I
Lc-91-2. ™ o LC-9174 : ;
D " TOP ELEVATION 3404 H L TP QLEVATION MO8
M yeg
T : - SATER' S
e v kv 40,1 L 1 o GR FAT QLAY CseEY D
- H B SHEREE e R U VU 'F:“n:':umf&“:umv
:'u'v:.?.'t‘-?*."..“imm“': - Il cen am vepmme aav € aTreF>
¢ c
— — I P
8 B
U.S. MY ENGNEER DRSTRCT
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
: ROCK ISLAND, LLINOIS
: Dodgned by -
;\\ ENYRONMENT AL LARAGEMENT PROGRAM A
E A =y oKendoged LAKE CHAUTAUQUA T
i - v =
*} Thosed by BORING LOGS (IL
i
i ta"""“ et o
Lode!
5 | 4 3 2 { 1
PLATE 12




B
-
A

o

Oote jAopreved

Sheet |

CORPS OF ENGINEERS
ROCK ISLAND, LLINOIS

HLINDIS WATERWAY

ENVIRONMENT NANAGEMENT - PROGRAM
LAGRAMGE POOL RIVER MALE 124-1248

Alarence
arber:

T
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER USTH:CT
LA THAUTALUGUA
PLAN AND PROFILE

PERIMETER LEVEE
STA, B+80@ TO STA, 45+08

Revislens
Description

SCALE: = 200
o tngmers
o s e

wx

ot

Sede 45 SHOWN

.|@
" oy e
Code

0 YR EVENT
5 YEAR EVENT
2 YEAR EVENT .
200 [
J.H
T.E.M.
0.R.R.
0.J.H

by
0.4J.
by

_Syriol
Designed
Orewn by:
Checked
Reviewed by

w
4
;
4
g

Appreved by
D R g0

X 00+5Y
Q0+b¥
g0+cy ~

nnM\ 00+2Y

AU 20+ Iv
uw:;r! 00+8Y
20+6C
20+8¢
00+L€
80+9¢ H—
20+5¢
20+¥E
Qo+€E
00+2¢
00+ 1€
20+2¢
00+62 B
00+82
g0+ 22
00492
00+52
80+52
88+£2
20+22
20+ 12
20+07
061
20+81
QoL
00+91 <
20+51
00+ |
g0+€ [
0+21
00+ 11
20+01

4

2, 0e+6

/N 02+8
q

o1

>

|

X

AN

v

X

P
A

AT

W

Y

A LN

i J s s sy

YV

A

o/

00+L

20+9

0045

g0y

go+€

J./. 00+2
-

S S SR P R PR e

Va3

NH-T../.\..

A
5

00+ 1
P 90+0

Fomdme b=}




400F Y

_..200

200

5 YEAR EVENT
2 YEAR EVENT
[

0 YR EVENT

SCAE Y-

LEVEE PROFILES
200 00

0Dl ATE 144

s
3 -
e JT
v
: aes B Y S R
. owz mq [ °
e £ —
3 mML LB FHQ. 5
15¢ 3znEsq ¢}
Lu E&-WPET 2 5
Sog isdel ™ n
>4y " me L
35S 18245 2 T0)si}
wcn Eofy < Wit
dg.S
; = ZWwWs
> Mm < xSz
2§ £ —+lE
318 mm & xwno
311 w Wi
Rm w PAH.S
qw_ - b4
m.‘_ Vg |z |5y
s3) 518 189
1R
= | o] E
50 ) an.nm
3 3 : o3k
£ & iIof |3k
k-, I
& 8 & | |93y
ELEVATION
T §E Y §F ¥

( QDU TP SR MUV DU -

A

v

4/
— 3%

e

A
1L N A
AW

A
)

4

g

J\/AJV

N

JE EURUS RN NPIRG PU)QPIIG QPN RPUR N NI SRNIDS WG FHI U IO HNESUPE (VPO 1D SV SR Y (U I -

VI

NOIIYATIT

S

-

442
441




o

i

A A A S AEA A ST
e o ey
i —’—‘—"" 3

A "“%“\u:.‘-g:gufdf_gﬁj ==
Sty

U \
‘ N ga-26:17 §
™ 90+oH

MATCH LINE STA. 90’00\

JRpRroro

LEVEE PROFILES

10 YR EVENT —emee
5 YEAR EVENT - ===
2 YEAR EVENT — .
200 00 o 200 400F T
451 SCME Ve 200
450
449 Revisions
Description Dote |Approved
448
5 447 E
=
N 446 T
g |
o 445 2
A 444 U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
J CORPS OF ENGINEERS
ROCK ISLAND, LLINOIS
443
ILLINOIS WATERWAY
M A ENVIRONMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
\/ \/ \vo 442 v ¢ iew  LAGRANGE POOL RIVER MILE 124-129.9
plnaptd LAKE CHAUTAUOLA
441 PLAN AND PROFILE
[~ B~ T~ S T -~ S~ N~ -~ S~ S~ B~ B~ S~ B~ S S~ R~ B Y I =T T~ T~ -~ T~ B~ B ) = 0 08 8 9 e & &8 @ PERIMETER LEVEE
Q8 80 0 8 0 8 8 8 3™ 8 @ 68 8 8 8 O 6 O 2 90 8 0 0 608 6 6 690 58 D 0 8 2 Qe N8 8 8 2R 8 9 STA. 90+00 TO STA. 135+00
+ + + + - Py - > > + - > Yy + > - + Y « - + Y - * I + + + Y + + Py . - I + - Py + - . « - . b
= — o~ [aa) s ('l w ™~ (29 a = — o~ () - ['s) [Xe] ~ Q. o (=] — ™3 [aed N W w [ a [on © — o Vel w ~ [eel o 2 — o o < [Val Scole: AS SHOWN Shrl(
a [} a a o a a a a a = = [o>] o = = (=] ~ (] 2 — —_— .- - — — - — - — oJ o o~ [a¥) o o o ~N «© lag} ) lag} [l @ raference
— — — - _— — — — — — — pu— — - — — - — - — — — - — — — — —— — —— - - .- Dote: fomber: WHabon Number?
2asing Sheet of
5 4 i 1




VOV URU VIRV

0 .

N
T TSt
AN ~ » s ate
@)"» | 0
7 '% 5/ S o
AN 4 \(. ,"-‘,
. ol =
L ek
- S5 33
: g
C
S~———1 C
=
g
@
8
/5
w
Zz
5
— — -
o 1 -«
q
V
LEVEE. PROFILES
—
10 YR EVENT — =-
5 YEAR EVENT ——-—.-
2 YEAR EVENT —_ .
B - B
451 A [ 450
450 — + — 450 200 00 o 200 400F T
B T N A R S -/W’% T L 4 449 - seue o
448 A / 448
N |
z 447 T 447 ™ Revisions
= SRk SR EEAEE QUM PPIIDI S| S S IR _.H ......... AP IR PO S _._]/_44 . F:] Symbot Dascription Dote {Aoproved
 E— S 446 A ﬁ <
) ] NN -
G445 / ,’\ V r 45 =
444 } WML ¥ 444
443 PPN S SR N N W L
Y U.S. ARNY ENGINEER DISTRICT
442 442 CORPS OF ENGINEERS
\J J ROCK ISLAND, WLLINOIS
441 441 Desigred by ILLINGIS WATERWAY
A (o] Q (o] = (o] (=] o (=] (] Q Q <2 () [an] (=] [ 2 = = D-.4. e oo avea it s
- eg8gssseIeas__I LY gy T == - S
B858fde it ed s ais R TERD FROEILE
L el Chacued oy PERIMETER LEVEE
0-R.R.- 1 STA. 135+0@ TO STA. 154+40
Reviewed by: Scole: Aq SHOWN | Sheet
0. J-H. 1o et b aeatey Narber
Approved by 7
o :(;1:'; ey g:'a:"‘ Sheat of
5 4 3 [ 1




LEVEE PROFILES i

R - - Sl 449 10 YR EVENT — —womoemo
4 5 YEAR EVENT —mo=i—
“ “ 2 YEAR EVENT — — .
a7 1 —t e o
PR pun) SO U N PR QPSP U SEDOR ISR S SN SO SRR Aot SUVS S UUPR SO PR RPULS RO S S
B 495 - —i- 446 B
1 445 445

S
]

444 200 00 0 200 400F T

444 'V

=l
™
e
-

—

443 J /‘jb A 443 SCALE ¥+ 260°
AJLAA nd 240
442 A2 ME7AVAIY al/ \ Raviaons
= 44/ 44 ,-'D Symbot Description Dote [Approves
- N o O -
4.
g 0 3
~ [=)
w439 4 -+ 439 = 74
438 - — —1 438 1
437 437 U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
436 = 436 ROCK ISLAND, LLINOIS
Designed by ILLINCIS WATERWAY
435 4 435 D.J.H. m ENVIRONMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
k N S~ Cose LAGRANGE POOL RIVER MILE 124-129.5 A
Drown iy oo | LT LAKE CHAUTALOUA
o 434 434 B PLAN AND PROFILE
L 53 - 433 Cheched u,{:) . CROSS DIKE
) - "R STA, 2+08 TO _STA. 25+0@
. [N~ WO~ R~ W~ SN B~ N~ S~ L~ N o~ N~ N B~ O~ <~ B~ N~ T~ B B~ B~ S~ B B Reviened by Scoe AS SHOWN |Sepel
[s~] =] [ (8] fan] ~ [ ) s8] = = & (o] 5] (] < f~] o~ Lo~ 3 [ [a] ~ < ] 0.J.H. fefacanae
O S T S - S e e G LA A S 6 P Data rumber: | Sofciiotion Number:
- - ~ ~ ov y' _
- - e e o o :;:; o g;::-\g Sreet of
5 I 4 3 2 1
A




C
LEVEE PROFILES
448 449
10 YR EVENT — —oimme
448 448 5 YEAR EVENT =-—.—.-
a7 447 2 YEAR EVENT —— ..
D NN SR I B St ot et Maits SR I CHE SR B ot ReYR S SRR SN SUDRS DU DU
446 /J 446
8 445 <45
444 //\,/ 444
445 A 445 200 W9 0 200 400F 1
" SCALE T 200
T VL ERET
g M 2 /A\, 4 m
% A Vand e Reeae
é 440 /N A N N‘\ — 440 » Symbo! Descrption Dote_JApproved
- T 439 \ / Y 39 2
438 / 438
437 / 437
436 < 436 U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
\ CORPS OF ENGINEERS
435 \ . 435 ROCK ISLAND, LLINOIS
Designed by: ILLINGIS WATER| )
A 434 \ 434 D.J.H. m suvmcmeLm um:&nz::'mm
A me Cove  [AGAAMGE POOL RIVER MILE 124-129.5
- 433 433 Orown by: T.E. M. hdaoid LAKE CHAUTALOUA
S 88888 8 8 I I I TR~ =T I R~ T I S 8 3% Chacked °YE’) AR CROSS DIKE
B N T T T T T - T P S S ST S -R-R.ISTA. 25+00 TO STA. 49+49.28
NN N N ™ MY ™M ™M ™M M M M M N T T T W s AT AT Reviawed by: Scole A< SHOWN  |Sheet
J.H. elarence
Dote® rumber: Holion Number:
Approved by:
G Oy e |Zeens Sheet  of
5 4 | 3 2 f




5 | 4 | | 2 [ 1
EXISTING VEGETATION TO EEMAIN
WITH MINOR CLEARING]TEIMMING
To ALLOW ZEQUIRED EXCAVATION . o'
PLALEMENT
£ ! 40 , s’ L d0°t —_— CLEAR|GRUB|PLACE
£ 3 CLEARJGRUB]PLACE ExiSTING EMBANKNENT[SEED
N EMBANKMENT[SEED VEGETA TION TO REMNAIN
WiLLOWS) ! (MIN,
D 12 (0 ) D
———— EL. 484.6(MIN) 2YEAR EVENT
PACE ACOMPACTED <0 MAINTENANC E EXISTING iy, pLus 2
UPPER (AKE CLAY EMBANKMENT NowiNG | GROUND EXISTING 6 (MIAL)
5 LOWER LAKE LinNvE sLoee '
EXrSTING SROUND
LiNE 2L 449 -
le )
LOWER ‘
APPROX. LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
4 S y
£4.435.0 A /A WS 414335 APPROX.
a FAN 2 S —
“— &L 428.0 MIN. o
Fe SECTION A-A
————— EL. 419.4
CROSS DIKE REPAIR =5
SECTION E-E
LIVERPOOL DITCH EXCAVATION
SIDE CAST LOCATION
SHALL VARY FROM SIDE
C TO SIDE EVERY 400 FEET c
CLEARING NOT
—— L AKE BOTTOM
APPROX. £L.432.0
SECTION B-B
f—— 80° L. 40" .
LOWER LAKE CHANNEL CLEARIGRUB sTve )
> PLACE EMBANKMENT | yEGETATION TO REMAIN EL. 430.0— —
s SEED (WitLOWS) . ) VA
| 70'2 N EXISTING GROUND
VEGETATION TO REMAIN (/2-24° 40° C . PLALE EXCANATED MATERIAL EL 410a LINE H
DECIOVOUS TREES) MAINTENANCE AMONS EXrSTING TREES e T
¥ G MOWING - ) as
PLACE UMCOMPACTLO SECTION F-F
CLAY EMBANKMENT
l exsrive FLOWING SIDE CHANNEL
—— REMOVE UNSUITADLE GROUND LwE :
NEYERS DITCH son.
8 LEGEND - B
ATRIP 6" SANDIRUCLK ArPROX
AND  WINDROW EL. 43%.0 —
i Y cHANNEL ExCAVATION
SECTION C-C EL 429
. ————— 16 1.
NORTHERN DIKE REPAIR
Rovislene
Syl Oesariptions Dabe Approved
—— F—1
EXWTING GROVMD LIME
. EXISTING GROUND
182 THICK ILLINOIS L IVERPOOL
RIP RAP " RivER DITCH 14 . .
=52 = A Vo
FLAT POOL r§-1 C 155
" THICK, CRUSHED EL.929.4 . e e
ATOMNE BEDODING P EATING RS, " u.8. ARUY ENQINEER 2'":"“
13— . - - RTRRERR CORPS OFf ENGINEER
7 h RIVER BHED W:?; \\\\\§\ R ROCK ISLAND. ILLINOIS
. N
ROCK WATER ew. SLOPE ©.03 \ AR \ 3 [ m—yen TLLINGIS RIVER SYBTEW
A CONTROL 4|‘;.4 X RIS SRS S m ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM A
. STRUCTURE——o ROCK WATER e - LA GRANGE POOL, MILE 124 - MRLE 129.5
- G CONTROL STRUCTURE DS by LAKE CHAUTAUQUA
Choskod b
- TYPICAL SECTIONS
SECTION D-D SECTION GG e —
LIVERPOOL WATER CONTROL STRUCTURE NOoME roteraase
Dutes




- 5 4 3 2 i l
P
O
0 0
459 450 450 AN 450
- 448 T 448 448 448
446 446 445 446
~
§ 444 \\\\ “woo § 444 A I ey AN “e 2
< 442 g 42 = < 442 N 42 =
<
= = RIVER: REFUGE SIDE
- 3 e ST FFF e ¢ 2o < “ 3 IVERSICE ||
48 / t e 438 B 438
l ; . \
36 436 436 ===t 436 TYPICAL LEVEE
434 434 434 ; 434 ———
ERPESIRTESSCSRSTRIRILS EPSSRRTRRSCCRSIRISSL S
80-00 5888
450 = 450 - 450
C T ]
448 N 4 448 448 an + 448 ¢
446 445 46 4 = 446
: ' N 1@ YEAR LEVEE
5 444 S \ : s i R B s = \\ e O
T w2 ! @ 5 T a0 | N w = ———— EXISTING SURFACE
Z ya \\i W 2 e 4N “ 5
438 v N 438 38 — 11—} 438
e =N Tohe % T a3
U ! ] =t e a3 + 434
— EPSS3IRTIRSC=RITIBIRB/LE EFERETRPRRICIIBSIRIRILE e hil
£8-00 140-00 6 4 2 @ 6T
SCALEs 370 1 0"”7
. VERTICAL SCALE .
453 —— 450 450 50
Py I 2 8 l ! V] g % 0w e 3 coF 1
| i et ! N SCaErl™s 38
246 . 445 . —t—t T ——t 446 . HORIZONT AL SCALE
5 444 N e L =RLl < N e 7
B T w2 N @ = 3 4 — w3 B
1 & \ il w id \\ o
o 48 + 3 49 g o 440 < \ T334 2
438 7 3 428 438 438
| - 436 143 436 3 436
} 434 g 4 434 434
\ SPERIRISRSCIRNVITTIFE PSS RORRASCSRIRINSILS
: w00 2o-08
! REVEONS
i SYMea DESCAPTON DATE [APPAOVED
450 ~ 450 459 - 450
a8 a4 448 g
446 —+—+ 445 a4p 46
z / N At o z N m
& AN W o & L X 444 n
-} = < — e
5w “2 3 g < N I 1'% 2 US. ARMY ENGNEER DISTACT
o4 P “p 2 o440 40 2 CORPS OF ENGNEERS
a8 8 438 o8 ROCK BLAND. LLNOBS
N
VESGNED BT
436 =¥ 436 436 436 D. J.H. m WLLINOIS RIVER STSTEM
"—A 434 e 434 4 4 Ok B7s oo LENFV:\NC( :&t.nu |z’4('f‘n:?'|£zc\'.s A
AT R R R R R R I R I N~ R~ -] NIRRT RIIIRS T.E.M - s ot LAKE CHAUTAUOUA
B -, T D~ DD T O N NMA w0 e DT & T DM~ D W Oy 1w OO~ © =2 -
o : ) R TYPICAL CROSS SECTIONS
I 500 10029 B.R.R, UPPER LAKE PERIMETER
D B B aSaSHOWN  [RfAL
o Al [T 7] et [SOICIATIN NOFBER
APPROV| ¥e
! . &“.:m BONLRS E&‘m SHEET o
]l 5 4 3 2 l |




LN

wd

:
ug ——— 450
4 L 48
4 4
50 = 9 46 4“6
4“8 448
—_— [TV
445 446 & .o >
& 444 w7 = P 1 N s
= sl 2, 440 Fadp =
T W w2z &g ] 4 N a F
L) N w3z % - N st
438 > 438
N 034 434
436 36 432 432
44 434 [~ LI~ R R R R R ]
== R R I A R T ) Ll NO - H DSOS e
RVRT DOE~O DT ON T NS T DDA~ DS e
44-08
2208
15°
UPSTREAM ) DOWNSTRE AM
50 o 430
et = 450 448 P 448
148 . 448 46 ~ 445 ,
446 6 z YT LYPICAL LEVEE
§ 444 w2 = 42 y AN 4“2 2
< 42 “w = I 40 74 = RN “w o
L) H- A - \ w3 =g / 4438 =
438 | <N 43 ! —F 436
436 ] i I 436 434 434
434 + m— 434 432 432
(=R 1~ oo @ e [~3 [-=I=N Y (RN~ =
2 =238 2 ST S
1624 4000 1@ YEAR LEVEE
—_— EXISTING SURFACE
| 4
450 450 ¢ /| 0
T 448 448
448 b 448 N
446 - 446
46 446 Z 444 “w
Z a4 —faua 2 § w w =z
£ 442 e w3 Z v - O
= 449 . “p 3 o 4e 74 T o ° 2
« N - 439 A 438
438 438 % ./ %
436 N 436 = —
434 434
RS LR DTN DO DO EE D gFESRIRIRE TR T o~ oo S
BT D~ DT O TAaOAST D OS oSS ==
36098
1280
REVEONS
SYMBOY DESCRPION DATE |APPROYED
459 450 459 450
7
448 N 448 448 N 448
446 446 446 N 446
& 4u S w 2 g a4 w
< 482 4“2 3 T “2 = —
& = 3 2 L4 L 2 5 U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRCT
= aap “ o 440 4 40 2 CORPS OF ENGNEERS
438 Pekoi—4 438 38 4 438 ROCK ISLAND. LLNGIS
- ~ 7
436 136 436 - = 436 fseeo B'D J.H ILLINOIS RIVER SYSTEM
434 + 434 434 434 TVt T ] e cowy  ENVIROMMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT
oo s o R R EEEEEEE P RN O R e e eSS ® e e o DMVN BYe [l L‘Mln’g‘ld‘rw"“li'"ﬁ
= g ® "~ n s oN NS DD BT S ST DI DBDO T O N TROAFTH BRI ITS T.E.M.
T TYPICAL CROSS SECTIONS
400 2800 D.R.R. X-DIKE
REVEVED BY: SCAE. AS« SHOWN u
5 0. J.H. DATEs NHK'D‘-:( SOTTATON WUMBER
APPRO Y an
s poerns Do SEET O
4 I




! J— ' |
e eI IERRe g Sl S Y ey L ey € D DT 2 e s e
N o /

.

TS B st Bors A
< L/l‘zfz.‘z‘a;a/ku.:_—w v A
Locs

Place new

Lake Tiprep
{4 8ide )
- -
Y -
nape frm e
' riprap
41— . -
P
b \=
" 7
R TN E Tt #
. ']
) Vo
'i I' , Place mew
t [ riprap A-A
1 H -~
! [ ] ]
c I o St Ly =
e DT C 3T ¢ T .
—+ | T— [ H . Cc
bk =
L IR " '
o \ "
% % HENS ] & L R St B
_I_—-— 7.—._.- T .
w:«l\-nzwwu TRV YT Ao S ey Modifications to Existing Structure 1.
] [AC 3% AT AL A LTSN RNy
‘\ [ - . 1. Radial gate raised to nev position.
;: % \ 2. Reinforced concrete added to gate sills vith openings for
. v -5 % % \‘ gravity drainage of interior wataer.
R . , - -
¥ ) A 3. Etoplogs placed on sach of eight openings to seal
Place mev § riverside end of drain openings during normal operation.
siprep 4. Trash racks placed on lake end of openings. N
i * S. Nev riprap placed on upstreas side and dovnstrean side of
! gate structure.
-7
— B =L s
B B

Mev Reinforeed Cemcrete f111

\ #9444 to Zxisting Structurs

Symbel Desermtony ot [Assraved

U.S. ARMY ENGINEERA OISTRICT
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
ROCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS

Oesgmed oy:
v m ILLINOIS RIVER SYSTEM

7 ISR T i
1344 NN AR HEIRANNY ! > o __ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM | A

UPSTREAM ELEVATION traen ey ST La GRange PoOL, UAE 126 M0 1205

- MODIFICATION OF

. - Chacrsdny:

. EXISTIN
; RADIAL GATE STRUCTURE
[

N [ S—" Sheet
P ——
\ [rrrren
i vl Sheet_ et
5 . | 4 3 ‘ ! : 2 1 .




5 | 4 ! 3 ! 2 [ 1
Select material
compacted in 6°
£ loyers 17 tomping
e X
x \ /[_L
D N lon 4 Slope > N D
§ Won 2K
S >y
2 i < o
/Gafnve// ’
- 60° RCP 3
_ S Vil T e e 4 %
h X
1O = : SR
_ 1 3 HFr— —_ S —————————— - -
2702 - 5-%4 Bors
evenly 3 ed
60" ¥ 3poc
x Co Z CONCRETE CRADLE DETAIL
N ) w0 SCALE
§ R W on oM
RS
N lon 4 S/%
C ]
[ o
\ !l on 4 Slope
PLAN
— ] SCALE: 1/07e1 0" |l — «—
o (3 " (1)
L i 1 A J
B - B
- 130"
: 12-0" -
LAKESIDE RIVERSIDE
£1 449.0 A 2
4 1
Ce te Syembel Ooseriplions. Bote [ ivoreved
- Troshrack / \S‘ I;mf:,i‘o,_:; Trashrock |
Filr ro-
Headwall a/ _‘] Heodwoll
60'A’CP~1 Inv E1_429.0 \
£l 429.0 £l_429.0
~ T 3 }- ﬂ ’ U.8. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICTY
\ CORPS OF ENGINEERS
Concrete Cradle AOCK ISLAND. {LLINOIS
A T L Bmsignes wy :nvnéhhmu?" RIVER BYBTEM
2% a0’ of 60" pCe 5% 0320t of g0"acr o | == Pt S e s T | A
-~ ‘ 1 - LAKE CRAUTAUQUA
F . Preryoyen UPPER LAKE
SECTION : — E:AVITY OULL-'ET STRUCTURE
’ roleronse
[r i)
Approved b
| = o
5 | 4 i 3 2 1




‘ ~a
D Y AN Y Y
RN RN T2 0" wIDE LEVEE D
3 N S .
~ ~ = X
.3 S ~ 1Y on M ~
H S~ = | ¢
~ ~. d : >
- — -
N ~
~ ~
~
N ~
~o 4| Vs Loc
- ~ s SLOTS 1Tvp)
~ / ;\
\\ 4
~ Fa-q-F-3=F ¢
N k
~ v
HLAVY-QUTY GRATIND o
«REwOvARLE 1 —— |
P i
CUARDRA 11~ Nt ol
" 3
b=t
g S [ U S g fow
HES=3=3=3=3=3 ? -t
° &
) %
—J p ¥
3
x x
x &
& &
—_— e S s L | -—

HEAYY-DUTY CRATING

B (#-20 LOADING ) -—
N 247437 120" 1 24-3" -

. ]’ LEvee 1

CUARD Ra it _1¢ strucTume |
RIVER I T U LOWER LAXE
€L, 442.6 . | '
- ST0P LOGS Revwiony
Symbot Descroption Dota lApproved

U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
CORPS OF ENGINEERS

I—mv EL. 429.0

= ’ fTr ROCK ISLAND, HLLINOIS
- ] Desigred by ILLINGIS RIVER STSTEW
A ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
grect piLe - S oo Com LA CRANGE PODL MILE 124 - MILE 129.5 | A
suees i Orown by: pimanadt LAKE  CHAUTAUQUA
- . LONGITUDINAL SECTION . Chacked by: LOWER LAKE
- STOPLOG STRUCTURE
S ig'e re0” 9 ; ;
CALE é o Reviemad by Scole AS SHOWN '5:,’., e |1000\ D124
Date nNumber: Sobcitalion Nomber:
Approved by
' B owig

. e ¢ o Sheat of
5 [ 4 | 3 2 1




TO FLOAT TCH STAT
T0 EXISTING POWER POLE SWITCH S 10N

o IN EAST SIDE OF LAKE T —
_— a, 10 MeC.
* POWER POLE 00D
“ TYPE (BY POWER CO.} .
e %

7
D S, FLOAT SWITCH 1 o 10 TRANSFORMERS

SHIYCVN CLOSED oo

AT EL,

DES!GNATED - : ﬂ
Treican : - .

15KV, RATING A :

LIGINING ARRESTER | . c\

-

EL. 436.82 )
.
WATT-HOUR METER -

MOUNTED ON 4
o POVER POLE B8

PT*
o B8-Y .

a A
PRIMARY METERING L. 426.08
BY POWER CO. -

Fu3
Fu2
FuUl

480-120/24 vOLY
TR-X

EenagaanaF

_.__}
<
v
\d
v
>
N o
Zz
=z
—
s
| J/}

\
N
L)
I
Sv
=
7o,
|

"-Gl:
I
b
b
(@]

TYP

| FLOAT SWITCH STATION

E

3
e
|7,
4
<‘I1

DIRECT BURIAL CABLE.
i

MULT] CA3

L[l

15KV,

i ELECTRICAL PLATFORM ELAA._f‘SS_.'EE

—
@
N

]

I
oy
T A
NN
o
<

A

]
-
g
|
t

— |— 7-5@ KVA SINGLE PHASE TRANSFORMERS
i 12478y - 277 v.POLE MOUNTED

kg

29
30 20

l
Py
b
b

- w/P 28 AMP, d} . TO PUMP MOTOR
RECEPTACLE

] : PUMP CONTROLLER
Symbol
US. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
ROCK ISLAND, KLINOIS
ONE LINE DIAGRAM Dasigned by: ILLINGIS vATERWAY
100 |Uid  enviRoMMENT ManAGEMENT PROGRAK |
JA rpywre TOs ST AGRANGE POOL RIVER MILE 124-129.9
- lSﬂHP. 114 Rbantet LaKE CHauTAUOUA
- Chrecked by
v ELECTRICAL PLAN
SuB. PUMP Reviewed br: Seow el ance ol
. Dote: number: aviiotion Ho.
A Aoproved by
PP O owrg
Lo e et 1Coge:




Lot

P

5 | 4 | 3 | 2 [ 1
\I & S
! SN
1,450,000 N A . ! 3
) 5-1129.4 P @ . -
v- x
D “ D
o
JjL (e}
R 2
- CHAUTAUQUA
5$-1129.0P ~
N- ~
N
—s-1128.TM «
w-11288F N\ W-1123.47
— \ ——t
5-1128.8 P~ — PR
N- ~
S-IRBEN—"~_
5-1128.0N B
. 5-1127.9F - 4
1,400,000 N - v o
' S-1127.6N ——
, N
5-1126.0F
v-
—
—
1,350,000 N
LEGEND:
— TYPE OF MEASURMENT
B — —\LOCATION O0e - B
s
- wo1121.6P
k TYPE_OF MEASUREMENT
POINT
5-1124.8F B8 = BORING
- LOWER C = COLUMN SETTLING ANALYSIS
LAKE CHAUTAUOQUA F = FISH
T = TRAP CYLINOER SEDIMENT
W= WATER QUALITY - Revisiene
TRANSECT Bl Dencripbons Gete [ Asereved
— 5= SEDIMENTATION
1,345,000 ——— N = VEGETATION
AREA
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICY
CQRPS OF ENGINEERS
LOCATION C AOCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS
T L T - Oosipnsd by WLINOIS RIVER SYSTEM
A 1 = ILLINOIS RIER 3 cnvmoNWENTAC MaNAGEMENT PrROGRAM] o
- - 127.6: = RINER MiLE LA GRANGE POOL, MLE 124-MLE 129.5
1000 o w00 2000 00 - . .- .- Pz ALPHA DESIGNATOR Oron by [-2% o
[ OVOTTO L 1 3 A7 RIGHT DESCENOING BANK
SFPRORuATE SCaLE m TECT = LEFT DESCENDING BANK [T 00y MONITORING PLAN
w w, w w, w
o‘ o ol o ol Roviewed by: Seale: Bhoet
o c ] S, c! reforante
o (=] i=} < k= e
o o o ol o p— Dot
:l < = A -n’ - by
B i ! " [l et W
z p 3 | 2 |
! _




5 [ 4 | 3 | 2 1
— b
' \ Gr-ah’nq
N .
z - WV om 24 Enqm. Plallbr‘m Pump Station
WV on 44 \
D Gote, stern ond D
IV on 44 Trashrock lift not shown
™ Y Jé"PumP
x ' .
- See Mo } ! N e azzs] £1_4270
I ‘ below [ E T C) . !l £1 4240
H L1 } ~ 48" Dio. flop qote SEEULAEMCEMEY AL
=] O - . .
L] = 180 80" 26%0
l | i Meodwall L - s 1
I b3
|
H $ SECTION 2y
tl E SCALE e 10.0 !
~WVon 4 H LA b
c Note: Capped T~ for
future development
C
—-—I W on 2H
PLAN
SCALE 1"240.0
[ e (13 120'
1t 3 1 J
— ] || e
8 . B
i
i 15707, =
l
LOWER LAKE £ 4490 |\ T 5 UPPER L AKE
. PaRS . —
- Syl Desoriptians Bote Approved
‘ ! B : ! Troshrack —
— 1 : 1 r—
L4290 [ | | —— . : 1\ £14290 U.8. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT
b — P : N 7 — 13 ——T ] ROCK TCAND. HLLINOIS
5%5°RC. Box Culver? [e——r— ILLINOIS RIVER SYBTEM
A [T]  envimONUENTAL MANAGEMENT raogaAu [ A
- POOL - 120,
: - 270" : 7 5 Srowe b S W e SauTAvaun e
: < 90" 176" 4807 27-0"
H ! Headwall . Meadwall ! Chostod by PUMP STATION
3 SECTION SITE PLAN AND SECTIONS
: SCALE {79100 . - e :‘:—.
o 10’ 20 30 Oater e
N L 1 al 1 J Apereved b1
! o oot
5 4 l 3 2 I 1 PLATE 27




	Table of Cotents
	Section 1 - Introduction
	Section 2 - General Project Selection Process
	Section 3 - Assessment of Existing Resources
	Section 4 - Project Objectives
	Section 5 - Alternatives
	Section 6 - Evaluation of Alternative Plans
	Section 7 - Selected Plan With Detailed Description
	Section 8 - Design and Construction Considerations
	Section 9 - Environmental Effects
	Section 10 - Summary of Project Accomplishments
	Section 11 - Operation, Maintenance, and Rehabilitation Considerations
	Section 12 - Project Performance Assessment
	Section 13 - Cost Estimates
	Section 14 - Real Estate Requirements
	Section 15 - Schedule For Design and Construction
	Section 16 - Implementation, Responsibilities, and Views
	Section 17 - Coordination, Public Views, and Comments
	Section 18 - Conclusions
	Section 19 - Recommendations
	Appendix A - Correspondence
	Appendix B - Clean Water Act Section 404 (b)(1) Evaluation
	Table of Contents
	Section 1 - Project Description
	Section 2 - Factual Determinations
	Section 3 - Findings of Compliance For Lake Chautauqua National Wildlife Refuge Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Project

	Appendix C - Letters of Intent and Memorandum of Agreement
	Appendix D - Cost Estimate
	Appendix E - Distribution List
	Report Plates

