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1.0 Introduction 
The Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) has reinitiated public scoping for the evaluation of the 
potential environmental effects associated with the future management of coal combustion 
residuals (CCR) material in Active Ash Disposal Area Number 2 (Ash Pond 2) at the Johnsonville 
Fossil Plant (JOF) located in Humphreys County, Tennessee. On November 26, 2024, TVA 
published a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register to prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) to address the potential environmental effects associated with the closure of Ash 
Pond 2. Public comments were accepted through December 30, 2024, concerning both the scope 
of the review and environmental issues that should be addressed. The location of JOF, Ash 
Pond 2, and other project features are shown on Figure 1. 

TVA previously published an NOI in the Federal Register for the JOF ash impoundment closure 
EIS in 2019. TVA also hosted a public information session on December 2, 2019, at the New 
Johnsonville City Hall in New Johnsonville, Tennessee. After consideration of comments received 
during the 2019 scoping period, TVA released a Scoping Report in 2020 that summarized the 
public and agency comments. The project was paused after completion of the 2019 scoping while 
TVA continued to refine the purpose and need, project proposal and alternatives. 

TVA has identified four Ash Pond 2 closure alternatives for evaluation: (A) No Action; (B) Closure-
in-Place with various capping options including a composite flexible membrane liner and cover 
soil, or a ClosureTurf® or equivalent system; (C) Closure-by-Removal to an Existing, Offsite 
Landfill; and (D) Closure-by-Removal, Transport of CCR to an Onsite or Offsite Beneficial Reuse 
Processing Facility. Additionally, Alternatives C and D have two sub-alternatives related to post-
closure activities: Sub-Alternative C1 and Sub-Alternative D1 are for post-closure site restoration, 
while Sub-Alternative C2 and Sub-Alternative D2 are for post-closure dike breach. 

This Scoping Report describes the internal and public scoping for relevant issues relating to these 
proposed actions and outreach conducted by TVA to notify the public. The Scoping Report also 
documents the input submitted to TVA by the public and intergovernmental entities during the 
public scoping periods. 

1.1 Background 
The 2020 Scoping Report outlines the history and background of the JOF site and the closure 
process. JOF, a coal-fired power plant in New Johnsonville, Tennessee, began operations in 1951 
and was decommissioned in 2017. Originally, CCR was disposed of in Ash Disposal Area 1, but 
in 1970, Ash Pond 2 began to receive the CCR. This 125-acre pond is located on a peninsula 
within the Kentucky Reservoir, with surrounding infrastructure including a causeway and access 
road. 

Following the development of a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) in 2016, 
TVA issued a Record of Decision (ROD) under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to 
support its goal of eliminating wet CCR storage across its system. The PEIS considered two 
primary closure methods: "Closure-in-Place" and "Closure-by-Removal," assessing factors such 
as the volume of CCR, environmental impacts, health risks, and costs. The EIS for the closure of 
Ash Pond 2 will build on TVA’s 2016 PEIS, applying site-specific details and analyses. 

As part of the PEIS, TVA performed a screening analysis to determine the reasonableness of 
these two closure methods. This analysis evaluated a range of key issues and factors related to 
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closure of surface impoundments and the feasibility of undertaking closure activities. Screening 
factors included: 

• Volume of CCR Materials 

• Schedule/Duration of Closure Activities 

• Stability 

• Risk to Human Health and Safety Relating to Closure Activities 

• Potential Effects to Water Resources 

• Potential Effects to Wetlands 

• Risk to Adjacent Environmental Resources 

• Mode and Duration of Transport Activities 

• Risk to Human Health and Safety Related to Transport of Borrow and CCR 

• Cost 

The EIS for closure of Ash Pond 2 at JOF will tier from TVA’s 2016 PEIS, relying upon the over-
arching and bounding analyses performed in the PEIS, while integrating site-specific details and 
analyses. 

1.2 TVA’s Objectives 
TVA has retired all coal-fired units at JOF. Because CCR is no longer being produced at JOF TVA 
is proposing to permanently close Ash Pond 2, a CCR surface impoundment at JOF. The purpose 
of this Ash Impoundment Closure EIS is to address the closure of Ash Pond 2 in a manner that is 
protective of human health and the environment. TVA must make a decision regarding the method 
of closure of Ash Pond 2. Under the Closure-by-Removal closure alternatives, TVA must decide 
how to dispose of the CCR removed from the ash impoundment as well as how to restore the site 
post closure. In deciding on a closure option, TVA’s decision will consider factors such as the 
environment, economic development options, the public’s input, and TVA’s long-term goals. 
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Figure 1. JOF Ash Pond 2  
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2.0 Proposed Alternatives 
As a result of internal review and scoping comments, TVA has proposed the following alternatives 
to be evaluated in the EIS. 

2.1 Alternative A – No Action Alternative 
Under the No Action Alternative, TVA would not close Ash Pond 2, therefore no closure activities 
(i.e., cover system construction or removal of CCR) would occur. Ash Pond 2 would continue to 
operate under the administratively continued National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) permit (Permit number TN0005444). All process flows previously feeding into Ash Pond 
2 were rerouted prior to April 2021. Process flows from the Johnsonville Combustion Turbine 
(JCT) facility have been rerouted to the non-CCR Process Water Basin. Other flows (including 
the JOF sumps, coal yard runoff pond, and Ash Pond 2) were rerouted to the Interim Flow 
Management system that discharges to the NPDES permitted Outfall 001. TVA would continue 
safety inspections of berms to maintain stability and provide continued care and maintenance 
activities. The No Action Alternative would not permanently close Ash Pond 2 in a manner that is 
protective of human health and the environment and would be inconsistent with current regulatory 
requirements; therefore, this alternative would not meet the Purpose and Need for the proposed 
action and is not considered reasonable. It does, however, provide a benchmark for comparing 
the environmental impacts of implementation of the Action Alternatives. 

Under Alternative A, TVA would continue to collect groundwater samples from existing monitoring 
wells and review the analytical results as required by applicable regulatory requirements.  

2.2 Alternative B – Closure-in-Place of Ash Pond 2  
Under Alternative B, TVA would close Ash Pond 2 (Figure 1) in place by capping the area with 
one of two cover options: 1) a composite flexible membrane liner and 24 inches of cover soil, or 
2) ClosureTurf®, or equivalent system. Each of the cover systems is described in more detail 
below. Ash Pond 2 would be closed starting from the north end and proceeding to the south end 
of the unit. The cover system would extend across the ash connecting to the dike on all sides. 
The common features of closure construction could include: 

• Demolition of existing facilities, structures, and utilities including various sluice piping 
and foundations, spillway pipes and structures, carbon dioxide injection system 
components, and truck scales.  

• Establishing a stormwater management system during construction to include a 
temporary stormwater management pond, diversion berms and swales, and pumps. This 
would include any water treatment system necessary to achieve water quality standards 
prior to discharging from NPDES Outfall 001. Any existing structures that support 
NPDES compliance would remain in place.  

• Final pond elevation would be subject to final design but would remain above reservoir 
level. Grading could include movement and compaction of CCR to achieve positive 
drainage, sloping the final grades to new stormwater outfalls, and cutting down portions 
of the perimeter dike for use as soil cover. 
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• Construction of the final cover system, using one of the following options: 
o Cap Option 1 would include from bottom-to-top: a geomembrane liner, a 

geocomposite drainage layer, and placement of 24 inches of soil with the upper 6 
inches capable of supporting vegetation. 

o Cap Option 2 would include a ClosureTurf® or equivalent system, which consists of 
an engineered turf and sand fill. 
 An alternative cap option that would meet federal and state requirements. 

• Construction of a 16-foot-wide gravel access road around the perimeter of the closed 
Ash Pond 2. 

• Long-term monitoring of previously installed groundwater monitoring wells. 

• The boat ramp and causeway road providing access to the peninsula would remain in 
place and be maintained. 

Closure-in-Place involves stabilizing the CCR and installing an engineered cover system. Under 
this alternative, Ash Pond 2 would be dewatered and the resulting CCR material would be 
stabilized in place. Following stabilization, the CCR would be regraded to promote drainage 
followed by installation of an approved cover system encompassing the CCR material footprint.  

In addition, the transport of borrow material is a “component action” under this alternative. 
Closure-in-Place of Ash Pond 2 at JOF would entail the addition of borrow material to use as fill 
and achieve proposed finished grades. As part of this component action, Closure-in-Place of Ash 
Pond 2 is expected to require up to 200,000 cubic yards (yd3) of suitable borrow material. All 
borrow material would be obtained from the previously approved 44 acres within the TVA-owned 
165-acre borrow site located 1.8 miles south of JOF or from another existing and permitted offsite 
borrow source within 30 miles of JOF. TVA estimates 400 to 800 truck trips (200 to 400 truckloads) 
of borrow material per day would be transported to JOF, as needed, throughout the estimated 5-
year closure period under this alternative.  

2.3 Alternative C – Closure-by-Removal to an Existing Landfill 
Under Alternative C, TVA would remove CCR from Ash Pond 2 via Closure-by-Removal. CCR 
from the ash pond would be transported in covered over-the-road dump trucks (capacity of 17 
yd3) to one or more landfills located within approximately 75 miles of JOF.  

Closure-by-Removal involves excavation and relocation of the CCR from the ash impoundment 
in accordance with federal and state requirements. TVA would stabilize residual ponded areas 
and then excavate the approximately 4.5 million yd3 of CCR, approximately one foot of underlying 
soil (total of about 175,000 yd3), and support structures from the impoundment footprint. Closure 
activities would include: 

• Excavation of ash using a tracked excavator. 

• Mechanical moisture conditioning of the excavated ash by dumping, scooping, and 
windrowing the ash within the existing footprint of the impoundment or pond until it is 
sufficiently dried for hauling. 

• After drying, ash would be loaded into trucks and hauled to an existing, offsite permitted 
landfill within approximately 75 miles of JOF. 
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• Over-excavation of soil within the CCR unit footprint. 

While a specific landfill for disposal of CCR has not been determined, three potential landfills 
located within 75 miles have been identified at this time. TVA may use these, or any other potential 
landfill located within 75 miles of JOF. Potential locations of the offsite landfill and potential 
methods of transport will be studied and evaluated as a “component action” in the EIS. 

TVA is considering two options for post-closure restoration of Ash Pond 2 under Alternative C: 
Post-closure Site Restoration and Post-closure Dike Breach. 

2.3.1 Alternative C1 – Post-Closure Site Restoration 
Sub-Alternative C1 relates to post-closure activities. Under this option, the area of Ash Pond 2 
would be restored upon completion of the excavation activities to a soil and vegetated state. 
Following excavation and reclamation, Ash Pond 2 would be graded as needed and vegetation 
would be established over the excavation areas.  

The transport of borrow material is a “component action” under this sub-alternative. As part of this 
component action, Closure-by-Removal of Ash Pond 2 is expected to require approximately 2.2 
to 3 million yd3 of suitable borrow material. Soil utilized for closure and restoration of the site is 
proposed to be obtained from a previously evaluated borrow area on TVA-owned property located 
1.8 miles south of JOF or from an existing and permitted offsite borrow source within 30 miles 
from JOF. Closure-by-Removal of Ash Pond 2 and post-closure site restoration would entail the 
addition of borrow material to achieve proposed finished grades and provide a suitable medium 
to support restoration of the former impoundment with approved, non-invasive seed mixes 
designed to quickly establish desirable vegetation. TVA estimates between 400 and 800 truck 
trips (200 to 400 truckloads) of borrow per day would be transported to JOF when needed 
throughout the estimated 12-year closure period. 

2.3.2 Alternative C2 – Post-Closure Dike Breach 
Sub-Alternative C2 is another post-closure option. Upon completion of the excavation activities, 
the dikes surrounding Ash Pond 2 would be breached in one or more places and the interior of 
the unit would be allowed to be inundated by Kentucky Reservoir. Slopes around the breach 
would be covered in riprap or an approved alternative method to protect them from erosion. Large 
boulders would be placed in the breach to block any marine traffic from entering the flooded Ash 
Pond 2 footprint. Some areas may remain above the normal lake level and would be stabilized 
and vegetated. TVA would evaluate long-term stabilization and potential future use of this area. 
No borrow material would be required for this sub-alternative. 

2.4 Alternative D – Closure-by-Removal of Ash Pond 2, Transport 
of CCR to an Onsite or Offsite Beneficial Reuse Processing 
Facility  

Under Alternative D, TVA would close Ash Pond 2 by removal in the same manner as 
Alternative C. However, the excavated CCR (up to approximately 4.5 million yd3) would be 
loaded into trucks and transported in off-road heavy haul trucks to an onsite beneficial reuse 
processing facility, or in covered over-the-road dump trucks (capacity of 17 yd3) to an offsite 
beneficial reuse processing facility, for use in concrete and other building materials. Any 
unusable CCR and excavated soil material would be transported to an existing offsite permitted 
landfill. 
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No specific provider of the beneficiation services, or the specific site at which a beneficial reuse 
processing facility would be constructed, has been determined at this time. TVA is 
programmatically evaluating the construction and operation of potential CCR beneficial reuse 
processing facilities in a separate NEPA review. This Ash Impoundment Closure EIS will only 
assess the potential transport of CCR to such a facility.  

TVA is considering two options for restoration of Ash Pond 2 following Closure-by-Removal 
activities. These are the same as identified for Alternative C. 

2.4.1 Sub-Alternative D1 – Post-Closure Site Restoration 
Under Sub-Alternative D1, the area of Ash Pond 2 would be restored upon completion of the 
excavation activities to a soil and vegetated state as described for Sub-Alternative C1. 

2.4.2 Sub-Alternative D2 – Post-Closure Dike Breach 
Under Sub-Alternative D2, upon completion of the excavation activities, the dikes surrounding 
Ash Pond 2 would be breached in one or more places and the interior of the unit would be 
allowed to be inundated by the reservoir as described for Sub-Alternative C2. 
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3.0 Environmental Review Process 
The NEPA review process is intended to help federal agencies make decisions that are based on 
an understanding of the proposed action’s potential impacts. NEPA regulations also encourage 
and in some instances require TVA provide opportunities for public involvement in the decision-
making process. 

As noted, TVA intends to prepare an EIS, the most intensive level of NEPA review, to consider 
options for management of CCR at JOF. During the development of the EIS, the public, 
stakeholders, resource and permitting agencies, and other interested parties will have two 
opportunities to provide input on the development of the environmental study. The first opportunity 
is the initial scoping process that follows the publication of the NOI. The second opportunity for 
public comment follows the publication of the Draft EIS, subsequent to the publication of the NOI.   

In addition to agency and public input, the EIS will also address specific requirements associated 
with a number of federal laws such as National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, Clean Water Act of 1972, and Clean Air Act, and would satisfy the 
requirements of applicable Executive Orders (EO), including 11988 (Floodplains Management), 
EO 11990 (Protection of Wetlands), and EO 13112 as amended by 13751 (Invasive Species). 

After considering input received during the public scoping process, TVA will develop and publish 
a Draft EIS. The Draft EIS will be available to the public for review and comment for 45 days. 
During the public comment period on the Draft EIS, TVA will conduct a public meeting to receive 
further public input on the proposed project. Once the public stakeholders, resource and 
permitting agencies, and other interested parties have reviewed the document, TVA will consider 
all comments received, make revisions, if necessary, and publish a final EIS. After a period of at 
least 30 days, TVA will make a final decision that is summarized in a ROD.  

During the most recent public scoping period, TVA estimated that the Draft EIS would be 
published in late 2025, the Final EIS would be released in spring of 2026, and a final decision 
could be made as early as summer of 2026. However, Ash Pond 2 is subject to the TDEC 
Commissioner’s Order. Investigations at JOF under the TDEC Commissioner’s Order are 
ongoing, and, as such, a decision on closure of this facility will depend in large part upon the 
requirements of the TDEC Commissioner’s Order with associated potential schedule impacts. 

3.1 Public Outreach During the Scoping Period 
Public scoping was initiated with the publication of the NOI to prepare an EIS in the Federal 
Register on November 26, 2024 (Appendix A). The NOI initiated a 35-day public scoping period, 
which concluded on December 30, 2024. In addition to the NOI in the Federal Register, TVA 
published notices regarding this effort in newspapers that serve the Humphreys County area; 
issued a news release to media; and posted the news release on the TVA website to solicit public 
input. Additionally, notifications were issued to state and federal agencies and interested 
stakeholders.  

During a previous scoping process for the project that was held from November 15, 2019, through 
December 20, 2019, TVA held a public scoping meeting on December 2, 2019, in New 
Johnsonville, Tennessee. Approximately 12 people attended the scoping meeting. Attendees 
included members of the general public, media representatives, and other special interest groups. 
After consideration of comments received during the 2019 scoping period, TVA developed a 
Scoping Report released on March 23, 2020, that summarizes the public and agency comments 
that were received.  
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TVA did not hold a public meeting for the 2024 public scoping period; however, TVA anticipates 
holding a community meeting near JOF after releasing the Draft EIS. The comments received 
during both scoping periods will be considered as the Draft EIS is developed. Additional 
opportunities for the public to comment on the proposed actions and environmental analysis will 
be provided during the public review period of the Draft EIS. 

3.2 Summary of Scoping Feedback   
TVA received two comments in conjunction with the 2024 scoping process (Appendix B). One 
comment was received via letter from the TDEC Division of Water Resources (DWR). DWR stated 
that “the facility has an existing construction storm water permit (CGP) and the accompanying 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan that will likely need to be modified as the work for closure 
begins. Depending on the changes in discharges as the pond is dewatered, the NPDES permit 
might have to be modified, or a new permit issued. A new onsite landfill will require a CGP and a 
hydrologic determination study by a certified hydrologic professional to identify all of the aquatic 
resources within the project limits of disturbance to determine the impact to water resources. An 
Aquatic Resources Alteration Permit (ARAP) will most likely be necessary.” 

DWR also expressed concerns with the closure project, depending on the alternative chosen. 
They stated that if TVA opts for beneficial reuse of the CCR materials, the heavy metal content of 
the materials will have to be considered. 

The other comment was received via email from the TDEC, Division of Air Pollution Control. The 
Division of Air Pollution Control expressed concerns over air quality impacts, idling, and fugitive 
dust and recommended that TVA evaluates such potential impacts prior to any clearing, 
demolition, or construction. The Division also recommended the operation of trucks with up-to-
date emission control technologies and proper maintenance to minimize vehicle and equipment 
emissions as well as the adoption of best practices to minimize vehicle idling to minimize the 
impact of mobile source emissions on ambient air quality. To minimize fugitive dust generated 
from construction activities, the Division of Air Pollution Control recommends the use of wet 
suppression or other measures. 

As discussed in the 2020 Scoping Report, TVA received five comments during the previous 
scoping period that was held from November 15, 2019, through December 20, 2019 (TVA 2020). 
These comments included three comment letters from public agencies, including TDEC, the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Park Service (NPS); one email 
submission; and one comment received at the public meeting by a member of the public. 
Comment submissions were reviewed to identify specific issues of concern by each commenter 
and were grouped in general categories for identification and review. Issues raised by 
commenters included the following: 

1) Threatened and Endangered Species – The USFWS noted previous consultation on likely 
adverse effects to the federally listed pink mucket (Lampsilis abrupta) as a result of 
temporary slope stabilization measures at Ash Pond 2.  

2) Historic Resources – The NPS expressed concern regarding the effect of offsite transport 
of CCR on the historic or other resources of the Trail of Tears National Historic Trail. 
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3) Cultural Resources – TDEC noted that construction of a new onsite landfill has the potential 
to disturb cultural resources1.  

4) Air Resources – TDEC identified the potential for fugitive dust emissions and emissions 
generated by gasoline and diesel fueled trucks and construction equipment during closure 
activities. In addition, TDEC also recommended the EIS consider the use of truck wheel 
washing stations and wetting to minimize fugitive dust impacts on local roads and highways.  

5) Solid Waste – TDEC recommended that any waste associated with the proposed action be 
managed in accordance with Solid Waste Rules and Regulations of the State of Tennessee.  

6) Permitting Requirements – TDEC referenced a need to comply with appropriate permitting 
in conjunction with project alternatives including the potential modification of the existing 
NPDES storm water CGP and accompanying Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. The 
agency also identified the need for a hydrologic determination study by a certified hydrologic 
professional to identify all of the aquatic resources within the proposed landfill limits of 
disturbance to determine the impact to water resources, and the potential for an ARAP in 
conjunction with the construction of a new onsite landfill1.  

7) Future use – TVA received one comment suggesting that once closed, the JOF Ash Pond 
2 area be restored and used to site a solar power array.  

3.3 Issues to be Addressed 
Based on TVA’s internal scoping and input gathered from the public scoping process, TVA 
anticipates the major issues to be addressed in this EIS include:   

• Surface Water Resources – TVA will describe the quality of surface water resources, 
including Kentucky Reservoir, and will analyze the extent to which each closure 
alternative would affect water quality directly or indirectly (i.e., through infiltration or 
runoff). TVA would seek and obtain all necessary permits required for the alternative 
selected. 

• Groundwater Resources – TVA will use groundwater data obtained from studies 
historically conducted by TVA and additional studies conducted for the Environmental 
Investigation Plan under the current regulatory requirements to describe existing 
groundwater conditions in the vicinity and will analyze the extent to which each closure 
alternative would affect groundwater quality.  

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

• Threatened and Endangered Species – Federally or state-listed as threatened or 
endangered plants and animals known to exist in the vicinity of JOF or any of the proposed 

 
1 This addresses an issue that was raised during the initial scoping period in 2019. Construction of an onsite landfill is 
no longer being considered as part of the proposed action. 
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project areas will be identified. The effects of each closure alternative on endangered, 
threatened, and rare species in need of management will be evaluated. 

• Floodplains and Wetlands – Floodplains and wetlands within the proposed project area will 
be identified. The effects of each of the alternatives on jurisdictional waters and floodplains 
will be evaluated.  

• Geology and Soils – Regional geology and soils at proposed project sites will be identified 
and any limitations related to construction and operation will be evaluated. Impacts to prime 
farmland soils will be quantified. 

• Land Use – Land uses within the proposed project area and within the vicinity (5-mile 
radius) will be identified. The impacts to land use associated with each of the alternatives 
will be evaluated.  

• Transportation – The existing roadway network in the vicinity of JOF, including physical 
road characteristics (number of lanes, shoulders, and posted speed limits) and existing 
traffic characteristics will be identified. The effect of borrow transport and transport of CCR 
to a beneficial reuse processing facility will be evaluated. Additionally, alternative modes of 
transportation will be considered for the transport of CCR offsite to an existing landfill, and 
potential effects of each option will be analyzed. 

• Recreational and Managed Areas – Natural areas, parks, and other managed areas within 
the vicinity of the alternatives (3-mile radius) will be identified and potential impacts 
associated with the proposed alternatives will be addressed.  

• Visual Resources – The aesthetic setting of each project site will be described and an 
analysis of changes to scenic attractiveness and scenic integrity associated with each of 
the alternatives will be completed. 

• Cultural Resources – TVA will characterize archaeological and historic resources within the 
Area of Potential Effect. TVA also will discuss any known sites listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places. The potential effects of each alternative on historic and 
archaeological resources including the Trail of Tears National Historic Trail will be 
evaluated.  

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

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

• Socioeconomics – Demographic and community characteristics associated with the 
proposed project and along potential haul routes to a beneficial reuse processing facility 
will be evaluated. The evaluation will include the identification of potential low-income and 
minority populations to evaluate the potential for adverse impacts. Economic effects 
associated with the proposed alternatives will also be evaluated.  
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• Solid and Hazardous Waste – Current practices regarding hazardous materials/waste 
management at JOF will be identified. In addition, TVA will identify impacts from any wastes 
that would be generated during closure activities, including those uncovered during site 
preparation or generated during the construction process, that would be subject to solid 
and hazardous waste rules and regulations of the State of Tennessee. Operational 
measures (waste management practices) will be incorporated into the assessment of 
impacts. 

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

The potential direct and indirect impacts, including the impacts of reasonably foreseeable future 
actions on each resource will be assessed in the EIS. Mitigative measures designed to minimize 
impacts, as appropriate, will be identified.  
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Appendix A 

Federal Register Notice 
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Appendix B 

Comments Submitted During the Scoping Period 

(November 26 through December 30, 2024) 
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