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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The State of Mississippi created the Mississippi Wireless Communication Commission (MWCC) by
statute in 2005 to oversee the construction and operation of the Mississippi Wireless Integrated
Network (MSWIN) project. MSWIN is wireless voice and data capable infrastructure, providing all
users with a public-safety grade, statewide, interoperable, seamless roaming radio system. This 700
MHZ Public Safety System is intended to provide highly reliable, fast access, private (within groups
and individuals) communications to a wide variety of government and first-responder users within the
State of Mississippi. MSWIN is funded largely by federal funds administered through the Department
of Homeland Security and the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

This project is being funded using a FEMA grant (2008-MS-MX-0001) and the State of Mississippi’s
expenditures at this site would include construction of a telecommunications facility, purchase and
installation of 700 MHz RF equipment and microwave telecommunication backbone network,
equipment shelter, network integration, acceptance testing, communication hardware optimization and
system exercising and piloting of interoperability capabilities of the network. As part of the MSWIN
network, this tower would support a myriad of equipment that would provide emergency response
communications for the population within approximately fifteen miles surrounding this proposed site.

2.0 PURPOSE AND NEED

This Environmental Assessment has been prepared in accordance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, the President’s Council on Environmental Quality regulations
implementing NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508), and FEMA’s
regulations implementing NEPA (44 CFR Part 10). FEMA is required to consider potential
environmental impacts before funding or approving actions and projects. The purpose of this EA is to
analyze the potential environmental impacts of the proposed construction of a communications tower
facility. FEMA will use the findings in this EA to determine whether to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) or a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

The purpose of the MSWIN is to establish a better communications network for State system users,
varying from public safety to governmental executive and administrative personnel to road
maintenance crews. The MSWIN network would also be used extensively during life threatening
conditions and emergency situations. Flooding, hurricanes, earthquakes, tornadoes, and other natural
or man-made catastrophes often require effective wide-area, interoperable communications. Following
Hurricane Katrina, there was a significant lack of communication or communication delays between
government agencies due to inadequate coverage or inadequate capacity-handling capabilities. A high
degree of redundancy and fail-safe design is essential to the success of this project since
communications within the State of Mississippi are most critical when they are most susceptible to
failure.

Draft Environmental Assessment
Proposed MSWIN 30212 Grenada Lake Wireless Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi



3.0 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The State of Mississippi considered six alternatives to meet the purpose and need stated in Section 2.0.
These alternatives included the Proposed Action, No-Action Alternative, and four alternatives that
were considered but dismissed for reasons discussed in greater detail below. Two alternatives, the No
Action and Proposed Action, are evaluated in this EA.

3.1 NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE

Under the No-Action Alternative the proposed project would not be constructed. The No-Action
alternative is being included to provide a baseline for comparison purposes.

3.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would consist of construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and
associated equipment compound to facilitate installation and operation of wireless communications
antennae to provide integrated emergency communications between federal, state, and local agencies.
These antennae would include microwave dishes that are to be used to send and receive information
over long distances without the limitations associated with connection to land lines/cables (primarily
interruptions in service due to damage to land lines/cables during emergencies or natural disasters).

3.3 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED AND DISMISSED

The State of Mississippi considered four additional alternatives to meet the purpose and need. These
alternatives were collocation, satellite communications, commercial cellular communications, and use
of the existing State operated networks; all were dismissed from further consideration for the reasons
described below.

Collocation opportunities were considered as an alternative to the proposed action. However, the
technical loading requirements for this project are for all used structures to be engineered and
constructed to the latest tower standards of ANSI/TIA-222-G (class Il supporting public safety and
mission critical communications). As this is the latest engineering standard and the Class 111 (public
safety) level is the most rigorous engineering standard in the tower industry, there are no existing
towers within the coverage area for this project that can be modified to meet this standard and handle
the loading requirements MSWIN would place on the tower.

Satellite communications are commercially available and are currently used as a backup
communications method in the event the primary systems fail. Satellite communications are cost
prohibitive for the 30,000 users who would be a part of the MSWIN radio network.

Commercial cellular communication services are available in much of the service area MSWIN would
provide, but not all of the State of Mississippi is covered by a single cellular operator. MSWIN would
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provide 97% radio coverage over the state, is more secure than commercial cellular service, is more
survivable in the event of natural disasters, and is dedicated to public safety missions. Cellular is an
adequate limited backup to the routine and emergency requirements of public safety, but is not
adequate for daily operational usage and extreme emergency situations, as compared to the MSWIN
system.

The existing State operated radio systems are aging and limited in their coverage reach. The field and
dispatch radios are nearing obsolescence and are difficult to find new replacement parts for.

The needs of a growing Mississippi would best be met by the new technology the MSWIN network
provides.

4.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore
Springs, Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest ¥4 of the
northwest % of Section 18, Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude
33° 52’ 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36” 31.515” west (Figures 1 through 3). The site consists of a
proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements, and a proposed access
road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922. The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. The area along the
northern boundary of the parent property containing the northwest and northeast guy anchors appears
to have been cut two to three feet. Piles of straw/hay were noted near the northwest and northeast guy
anchors. Proposed activities consist of construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and
associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of support equipment within the
compound, and covering the compound with gravel.

The proposed tower facility would be accessed via locked gate off of County Road 257. The tower
would have two parking spaces at the entrance of the fenced tower compound. The compound
surrounding the tower and equipment would consist of a seven-foot tall security fence with an
additional foot of barbed wire surrounding the site. The tower would be built to withstand extreme
weather conditions and engineered and constructed to the latest tower standards of ANSI/TIA-222-G
(class 111 supporting public safety and mission critical communications). All radio equipment on the
tower would be operated in compliance with all requirements of frequency and power output as
regulated by the Federal Communications Commission. Additionally, the gates and fence would have
attached no trespassing and other notice and warning signs as may be required by applicable local and
federal laws.

Routine operations of the tower facility would have limited vehicular traffic excepting maintenance
and routine periodic inspections. Running water or sanitary facilities would not be provided at the
facility. Power facilities are available and would be routed in during construction. The tower would
not interfere with local residence or the use of the surrounding properties. The increase of vehicular
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traffic into the area is anticipated to be negligible. The tower and communication systems located
thereon would not interfere with other communication systems in the area.

The tower is designed to allow other users on the structure to promote collocation with up to three
positions suitable for cellular telephone type wireless service providers. This would potentially reduce
the need for additional towers in the area. In addition, the tower is designed to accommodate
additional government communications equipment as needed to provide mission critical radio
infrastructure increases in the future. A copy of the portion of the 2009 aerial photograph depicting the
site layout has been included as Figure 4 and site photographs have been included as Figures 5 through
8. A copy of the site survey is included as Appendix A.

A table summarizing the potential impacts of the proposed action is included at the end of Section 4.
4.1 PHYSICAL RESOURCES

4.1.1 Geology and Soils

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to geologic resources or soils.

4.1.1.1 Geology

According to the Mississippi Geological Survey, Geologic Map of Mississippi, dated 1969 and
reprinted 1985, the site is underlain by the Loess and brown loam mixed with the Zilpha Formation
and the Winona Sand. Loess and brown loam consists of grayish- to yellowish-brown massive silt and
is generally thicker than ten feet in this area. The Zilpha Formation consists of chocolate-colored clay
containing some glauconitic sand and the Winona Sand consists highly glauconitic sand, more or less
clayey. Geologic resources may be minimally impacted by drilling or excavation of footings for the
proposed communications tower and associated equipment. However, the proposed communications
facility would have no significant or wide-spread impacts to geologic resources.

4.1.1.2 Soils

Prime farmland, unique farmland, and land of statewide or local importance is protected under the
Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) of 1981 (7 U.S.C. § 4201 et seq.). The intent of the FPPA is
to minimize the impact Federal programs have on the irreversible conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural uses. Prime farmland is defined as land that has the best combination of physical and
chemical characteristics for producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops and that is available
for these uses. Prime farmland cannot be areas of water or urban or built-up land. Unique farmland is
defined as land other than prime farmland that is used for the production of specific high value food
and fiber crops such as citrus, tree nuts, olives, cranberries, fruit, and vegetables.

According to the USDA’s Soil Survey of Grenada County, Mississippi, issued April 1967, site soils are
classified as Providence-Loring complex, eight to 12 percent slopes, eroded. The well-drained
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Providence soil is on the middle and lower parts of the slopes where the covering of loess is less than
48 inches thick. The surface layer is grayish-brown to brown, friable silt loam about three to five
inches thick. The subsoil consists of strong-brown to yellowish-red silty clay loam or silt loam. A
fragipan begins at a depth of 24 inches, is about one to three feet thick, and is underlain by yellowish-
brown to red loamy sand to sandy clay loam.

The well-drained Loring soil is on the upper parts of the slopes and the slightly broader ridgetops. In
these places the covering of loess is 48 inches thick or more. The surface layer is a grayish-brown to
brown, friable silt loam about three to five inches thick. The subsoil is strong-brown to dark-brown
silty clay loam or silt loam. A fragipan occurs at a depth of about 29 inches and extends to 48 inches
or more.

Based on information available at the United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey Internet website, Providence-Loring complex, eight to
12 percent slopes, eroded is classified as farmland of statewide importance.

EEI submitted information regarding the proposed project to the USDA NRCS office in Jackson,
Mississippi via letter dated August 13, 2010. The NRCS responded via letter dated August 27, 2010
stating “Project does not require permanent conversion of prime farmland.” Copies of the
correspondence to and from the NRCS are included as Appendix B.

Although soil at the proposed project site is classified as farmland of statewide importance, the
proposed communications facility would have no significant impact on soils protected by the FPPA
because the NRCS does not consider the action to be a permanent conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use.

4.1.2 Air Quality

The Clean Air Act (CAA) was established in 1970 (42 U.S.C. § 7401 et seq.) to reduce air pollution
nationwide. The US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has developed primary and secondary
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) under the provisions of the CAA. The EPA
classifies the air quality within an air quality control region (ACQR) according to whether the region
meets or exceeds Federal primary and secondary NAAQS. An AQCR or a portion of an AQCR may
be classified as being in attainment, non-attainment, or it may be unclassified for each of the seven
criteria pollutants (carbon monoxide, lead, nitrogen dioxide, coarse particulates, fine particulates,
ozone, and sulfur dioxide).

Under the no action alternative there would be no short or long term impacts to air quality.

According to information available through the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ) Internet website, the State of Mississippi is currently designated as attainment and meets all
ambient air quality standards. Short-term impacts to air quality such as exhaust emissions from
grading and equipment, and dust from grading activities may occur during site grading and
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construction activities. Equipment used for these activities would meet local, state, and federal
requirements for air emissions, and dust would be controlled as necessary by wetting the surface of the
work areas. The only long-term air emissions anticipated at the site would be from the emergency
generator. The generator would only operate briefly while being tested and during power failure
events affecting the electrical power supply to the site. Therefore, the proposed communications
facility would have no significant impact to air quality.

4.2 WATER RESOURCES
4.2.1 Wild and Scenic Rivers
Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to wild or scenic rivers.

A review of information available through the Rivers.gov Internet website indicates that one Wild and
Scenic River is located in Mississippi. This Wild and Scenic River is a section of Black Creek located
in the DeSoto National Forest in southeastern Mississippi. The County in which the site is located is
more than 100 miles northwest of the DeSoto National Forest.  Therefore, the proposed
communications facility would have no impacts to any designated Wild and Scenic River.

4.2.2 Water Quality

The Federal Water Pollution Control Act (FWPCA), also known as the Clean Water Act (CWA) was
passed by congress in 1972 (33 U.S.C. 8 1251 et seq.) with an objective of restoring and maintaining
the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of waters of the United States. The National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) was established under the CWA and regulates wastewater
discharges from point sources. NPDES regulations require that construction sites resulting in greater
than one acre of disturbance obtain a permit from the EPA, or the corresponding state agency where
the permitting role has been assumed by the state. The MDEQ is the state agency that has assumed
this responsibility for Mississippi.

Under the no action alternative there would be no short- or long-term impacts to water quality.

No water bodies are located on or immediately adjacent to the proposed tower site. Land-disturbing
activities at this facility would be approximately 0.52 acres, which is below the one acre threshold
requiring an NPDES permit. However, appropriate best management practices (BMPs) would be
implemented during site development to minimize sediment migration from the site into nearby water
bodies. Examples of BMPs that may be used during site development to further minimize any impacts
to nearby water resources include, but are not limited to, silt fence, hay or straw bales, hay or straw
mulch, gravel, erosion control blankets, and riprap. Therefore, the proposed communications facility
would have no significant short- or long-term impacts to water quality in the area of the site.
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4.2.3 Wetlands

According to Executive Order (EO) 11990, wetlands are defined as “...those areas inundated by surface
or ground water with a frequency sufficient to support and under normal circumstances does or would
support a prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life that requires saturated or seasonally saturated soil
conditions for growth and reproduction. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and
similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet meadows, river overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds.
EO 11990 requires that each federal agency take action to minimize the destruction, loss, or
degradation of wetlands, and to preserve and enhance the natural and beneficial value of wetlands.

Section 404 of the CWA established a program to regulate the discharge of dredged or fill material into
waters of the United States, including wetlands. Activities in waters of the United States regulated
under this program include fill for development, water resource projects (such as dams and levees),
infrastructure development (such as highways and airports) and mining projects. The United States
Department of the Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) administers the permitting process created
under Section 404 of the CWA.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impacts to wetlands.

Information on the USFWS Wetlands Geodatabase website (digital NWI map) was reviewed to
determine if any wetlands were delineated on or near the site. Based on a review of information
available on this website, the site is not mapped within a jurisdictional wetland. A copy of a portion of
the Digital National Wetlands Inventory map depicting the site location has been included as Figure
10.

A site reconnaissance which included observations to determine if the subject site or immediately
adjacent property contained any jurisdictional wetlands (as defined by the USACE) was conducted on
June 2, 2010 by Environmental Engineers, Inc. No potential jurisdictional wetland indicators were
noted on the site at the time of site reconnaissance.

Information regarding the proposed project was submitted to the USACE for review. The USACE
responded via letter dated August 2, 2010 stating “Based upon the information provided, we have
determined that a Department of the Army Section 10/404 permit will not be required for the proposed
activities...” Copies of the correspondence submitted to and response from the USACE are included as
Appendix C. The proposed communications facility would have no impacts to wetlands or sensitive
vegetation.

4.2.4 Floodplain Information

According to EO 11988, the term floodplain refers to the lowland and relatively flat areas adjoining
inland and coastal waters including flood prone areas of offshore islands, including at a minimum, that
area subject to a one percent or greater chance of flooding in any given year. This EO requires that
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each federal agency take action to reduce the risk of flood loss, to minimize the impact of floods on
human safety, health and welfare, and to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial values served
by floodplains.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impacts to floodplains.

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) “Panel 75 of 150, Grenada County, Mississippi Unincorporated Areas” effective date
December 1, 1978, the site is not located in an area designated as a special flood hazard area.
Therefore, the site is not located in a floodplain. It should be noted that the towers that comprise the
MSWIN system are considered critical facilities and project design requirements include that the
communications equipment at each facility be elevated at least five feet above the 500-year flood
elevation (where mapped). In areas where the 500-year floodplain is not mapped, the equipment will
be elevated a minimum of five feet above the 100-year base flood elevation. The FIRM depicting the
site location depicts areas of 500-year flood, and the support equipment at this facility would be
elevated at least five feet above the 500-year base flood elevation. Therefore, the proposed
communications facility would have no impacts to floodplains and would not be impacted by
floodplains. The portion of the FEMA FIRM depicting the site is included as Figure 11.

4.3 COASTAL RESOURCES

The Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) was established in 1972 (16 U.S.C. § 1451 et seq.) to
preserve, protect, and (where possible) restore or enhance the resources of the coastal zones of the
United States.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to coastal resources.

The Coastal Zone in Mississippi includes the three counties along the coast (Hancock, Harrison, and
Jackson) and the adjacent coastal waters. The site is located more than 200 miles from the Gulf of
Mexico and is not located in the Mississippi Coastal Zone. Therefore, the proposed communications
facility would have no impacts to coastal resources.

4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
4.4.1 Threatened and Endangered Species

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 — 1544) provides for the conservation of
ecosystems upon which threatened and endangered species of fish, wildlife, and plants depend. The
ESA prohibits actions that may harm or jeopardize the continued existence of any threatened or
endangered species, or critical habitat.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to threatened or endangered species.
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The proposed communications facility would not adversely affect federally-listed threatened or
endangered species. Information regarding the proposed wireless telecommunications tower was
submitted to the USFWS by Environmental Engineers, Inc. The USFWS responded via letter dated
September 27, 2010 stating “There are no federally listed terrestrial species for Grenada County.”
Therefore, the proposed communications facility would have no impact on threatened or endangered
species or critical habitat. Copies of the correspondence to and the response from the USFWS are
included as Appendix D.

4.4.2 Migratory Birds

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703) established a Federal prohibition, unless permitted by
regulations, to "pursue, hunt, take, capture, kill, attempt to take, capture or kill, possess, offer for sale,
sell, offer to purchase, purchase, deliver for shipment, ship, cause to be shipped, deliver for
transportation, transport, cause to be transported, carry, or cause to be carried by any means whatever,
receive for shipment, transportation or carriage, or export, at any time, or in any manner, any migratory
bird, or any part, nest, or egg of any such bird."

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to migratory birds.

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) developed voluntary recommendations
regarding communications tower siting, construction, operation, and decommissioning. These
recommendations include collocating of antennae on existing towers or other structures, limiting the
height of new towers to less than 199 feet above ground level (AGL), if taller than 199 feet use of the
minimum amount of pilot warning and obstruction avoidance lighting required (preferably white
strobes), use of non-guyed towers (monopoles, self-supporting towers), consideration of cumulative
impacts on migratory birds, locating towers within “antenna farms” where possible, use of the
minimum lighting permissible, use daytime visual markers on guy wires, minimization of the footprint
of the facility to avoid habitat loss, design of new towers to accommodate additional comparable
antennae for at least two additional users, and down-shielding security lighting for on-ground facilities.
A copy of the USFWS communications tower siting, construction, operation, and decommissioning
recommendations are included in Appendix E.

A basic principal of radio communication coverage is increasing the height extends signal range.
Effective coverage is a function of height so to lower each site to less than 199 feet increases the
potential tower count over 300 to accomplish the coverage requirements, resulting in roughly
3,000,000 square feet of ground disturbance, or well over twice the current footprint disturbance
requirements. Such an increase in ground impact risks a much greater adversity to terrestrial based
habitat such as animals and plants, plus the additional carbon footprint produced by the increased
development and construction activities.

The build plan for the MSWIN project generally involves construction of one to three towers per
county with a total of approximately 140 towers covering the 46,907 square miles (121,489 square
kilometers) of land area in the state. This averages out to one tower for every 335 square miles (867
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square kilometers) of land area in the state. No county will contain more than five MSWIN towers and
many counties will contain only one tower. It is important to note that fewer towers are to be
constructed in the delta along the Mississippi River due to the flat terrain and corresponding longer
transmit and receive distances achieved. This would reduce potential impacts to migratory birds
utilizing the Mississippi Flyway migratory route along the Mississippi River.

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has jurisdiction over all tower lighting and conducts
aeronautical studies under the provisions of 49 U.S.C., Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning the impact on arrival, departure, and en route
procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions at existing and planned public use airports,
as well as aeronautical facilities.

For purposes of MSWIN tower development, obstruction lighting may be one of three types:

1) Medium intensity flashing white obstruction lights (white strobes in both day and night
(D-1 or D-2); or

(2 Dual lighting with red / medium intensity flashing white lights (white strobes in
daylight and red strobes at night — E-1 or E-2); or

3 Marking and lighting with painted towers and red night beacons. This applies to towers
over 500 feet in height (E-2 light system).

The proposed tower would be equipped with red lights for night visibility and would be painted orange
and white for daytime visibility.

Construction of a self-supporting tower is not practical to provide the required service. According to
Towers of Mississippi, the cost of a self-support tower is roughly 2.5 times the cost of a guyed tower,
and if all the remaining towers in the MSWIN project were constructed as self supporting towers the
extended cost would well exceed an additional $50-70 million in additional construction costs.
Though not favored by USFWS, the impact area of this 500-foot guyed tower in the air is roughly
4,500 square feet whereas the impact area of a 500-foot self -supporting tower is much larger at 37,500
square feet (a 830% increase in the amount of airspace taken).

Bird flight diverters will not be installed on the proposed tower. According to Towers of Mississippi,
bird flight diverters are expensive and difficult to maintain over the life of the tower. Adding daytime
warning devices to the remainder of the towers in this project would exceed $5 million in additional
capital requirements.

As stated in Section 1.0, the proposed tower would be designed to accommodate equipment for up to
three additional wireless communications providers thereby reducing the need for additional towers in
the service area of the proposed project. Security lighting at this facility would consist of motion-
activated wall-mounted lights on the equipment shelter at the site.
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The construction of the proposed tower would not have a significant impact on migratory birds.
However, this tower is part of the MSWIN program that may have the potential for cumulative impacts
to migratory birds.

FEMA has identified that the statewide MSWIN program has the potential for cumulative impacts to
migratory birds, as birds could be injured or killed by colliding into guy wires and/or the tower
structure, or could be disoriented by the tower lighting. FEMA has worked with MWCC and
Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks (MDWEFP) to develop an Avian Mitigation
Plan (Appendix F) to address this potential for cumulative impacts. The mitigation includes
monitoring the presence of deceased birds at MSWIN tower sites and providing a collection kit on site
to collect the remains and record the location of any deceased bird. The remains of the bird along with
the data will be delivered to MDWFP and included in the state’s Avian Mortality database. USFWS
will also be given access to this database. If an injured bird is found, all efforts will be made to help
the bird recover so that it can be released back into the wild. In addition, MDWFP and USFWS
(Jackson, MS Ecological Services office) will be given access to the MSWIN tower sites for
monitoring. If a particular tower is found to have adverse effects to migratory birds (greater than 10
kills per night) the towers will be reported to MDWFP, USFWS, and FEMA. MWCC will also
provide an annual report documenting the number of avian deaths and provide that report to MDWFP,
FEMA, and USFWS for five years after all towers have been constructed. This mitigation plan will
contribute scientific data that can be used by MDWFP and USFWS in determining the significance of
potential impacts of towers on migratory birds. The implementation of the Avian Mitigation Plan will
lower the potential for the MSWIN program to have adverse cumulative impacts on migratory birds.

4.4.3 Wildlife and Fish

The Wilderness Act (16 U.S. C. 1131-1136) established the National Wilderness Preservation System
to be composed of federally owned areas designated by Congress as "wilderness areas.”

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to wilderness areas.

The proposed communications facility would not adversely affect wilderness areas. Based on a review
of information available through the Wilderness.net Internet website, two wilderness areas are located
in Mississippi — Black Creek Wilderness and Leaf Wilderness. The site is not located within the
boundaries of, or adjacent to either wilderness area. Therefore, the proposed communications facility
would have no impact on wilderness areas.

On October 9, 1997, President Clinton signed the National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act
of 1997 (P.L. 105-57) into law. This new law amended and built upon the National Wildlife Refuge
System Administration Act of 1966 to ensure that the National Wildlife Refuge System is managed as
a national system of related lands, waters, and interests for the protection and conservation of the
Nation's wildlife resources.
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The 1966 Act provides guidelines and directives for administration and management of all areas in the
system, including "wildlife refuges, areas for the protection and conservation of fish and wildlife that
are threatened with extinction, wildlife ranges, game ranges, wildlife management areas, or waterfowl
production areas."”

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to wildlife refuges.

Based on a review of information available at the USFWS Internet website and at the Nationalatlas.gov
Internet website, the site is not located within the boundaries of, or adjacent to, any wildlife refuges.
Therefore, the proposed communications facility is expected to have no impacts to wildlife refuges.

4.4.4 General Vegetation

Impacts to general vegetation are anticipated to be limited to the areas that are to be excavated and/or
graded in preparation of the site for construction of the proposed communications tower and access
road. The site currently consists of a grassed land. The total area of vegetation to be impacted at this
site is approximately 1.16 acres. Therefore, the proposed communications facility would have no
significant impact on general vegetation.

4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), Federal agencies are required to
consider the impacts of their actions on historic properties. Historic properties are those that are listed
on or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places, and are defined as districts, sites,
buildings, structures, and objects significant in American history, architecture, archeology,
engineering, and culture. The goal of the NHPA is to have federal agencies act as responsible stewards
of the nation’s resources when their actions affect historic properties. The historic preservation review
process mandated by Section 106 is outlined in regulations issued by the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation (ACHP) (36 CFR Part 800). The ACHP is an independent federal agency that promotes
the preservation, enhancement, and productive use of the nation's historic resources, and advises the
President and Congress on national historic preservation policy. The ACHP is the only agency with the
legal responsibility to encourage federal agencies to integrate historic preservation compliance
considerations into their project requirements.

4.5.1 ACHP Program Comment

FEMA is required under Section 106 of NHPA to consider the impacts of its grant-funded projects on
historic properties. Similarly, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is required under
NHPA to consider the impacts to historic properties of communications facilities that receive an FCC
license to operate. The FCC has executed two nationwide Programmatic Agreements (PA) under
NHPA that streamline the Section 106 review process for new tower construction and collocation
projects. On October 23, 2009, the ACHP issued a Program Comment for “Streamlining the Section
106 Review for Wireless Communication Facilities Construction and Modification Subject to Review
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Under the FCC Nationwide Programmatic Agreement and/or the Nationwide Programmatic
Agreement for the Collocation of Wireless Antennas.” Under the ACHP’s Program Comment, FEMA
is not required to conduct its own Section 106 review with regard to the effects of communication
facilities construction or modification projects that have undergone Section 106 review by the FCC or
that are exempt from Section 106 review by the FCC under the FCC Nationwide PA or the FCC
Collocation PA. Therefore, the Section 106 review conducted for the proposed project to meet FCC
requirements is described in this EA, but no separate 106 review was required for FEMA.

4.5.2 FCC Nationwide Programmatic Agreement

On March 7, 2005 the FCC implemented a Nationwide Programmatic Agreement (NPA) regarding
Section 106 reviews (State Historic Preservation Officer and Indian tribal consultation) for wireless
telecommunications tower sites. In summary, the NPA set forth rules regarding consultation with the
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) in each state where a proposed wireless
telecommunications tower is to be constructed; consultation with Indian tribes and Native Hawaiian
Organizations (NHOs) that would have been historically located in the area of the proposed wireless
telecommunications tower or had indicated an interest in the geographical area containing the proposed
wireless telecommunications tower; and involvement of the public and/or local government. As part
of the process associated with the NPA the FCC developed the Tower Construction Notification
System (TCNS) and FCC Form 620. The TCNS is described in Section 4.5.3 and FCC Form 620 is
described in Section 4.5.4.

The NPA requires that a response be received from each Indian tribe or NHO that has indicated an
interest in the state or geographical area containing the proposed tower. If no response is received
from a particular Indian tribe or NHO within a reasonable time (typically 30 days), the NPA requires
that the non-responding Indian tribe or NHO be contacted a second time in an effort to obtain a
response. If the Indian tribe or NHO continues to be unresponsive to the initial or follow-up inquiries,
the FCC must be contacted to consult with the non-responding Indian tribe or NHO.

4.5.3 FCC Tower Construction Notification System

The TCNS is an Internet-based notification system developed by the FCC that allows input of basic
information regarding the proposed location, type, and height of a new wireless telecommunications
tower. This information is then made available to Indian tribes and NHOs that have expressed an
interest in the state or geographical location containing the proposed wireless telecommunications
tower via electronic or regular mail. According to the FCC the TCNS can be used as the initial contact
to Indian tribes or NHOs.

Information regarding the proposed wireless telecommunications tower was submitted to Indian tribes,
NHOs, and SHPOs via the TCNS on May 29, 2010. The FCC assigned Notification 1.D. #64203 to the
notification submitted for this proposed wireless telecommunications tower. The FCC sent an
electronic mail notification on June 4, 2010 listing the Indian tribes, NHOs, and SHPOs that were
contacted through the TCNS regarding the proposed tower. As noted in Section 4.5.2 the NPA

Draft Environmental Assessment
Proposed MSWIN 30212 Grenada Lake Wireless Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi



14

requires a response be obtained from each Indian tribe or NHO that has indicated an interest in the
geographical area or state containing the site.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. used the list of Indian tribes that had defined their area of geographical
interest on the FCC Internet web site, conversations with Tribal Historic Preservation Officers
(THPOs), Internet web sites for many of the Indian tribes and Alaskan villages, and the Encyclopedia
of North American Indians by Frederick E. Hoxie (published in 1996 by Houghton Mifflin) to
determine which Indian tribes included in the TCNS list would be interested in this wireless
telecommunications tower site. This review indicated that the following Indian tribes would have a
potential interest in this wireless telecommunications tower site: Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas,
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Kialegee Tribal Town, Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians, Seminole
Tribe of Florida, and the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana. A description of the follow-ups to and
responses from each of these Indian tribes are included in Sections 4.5.5.1 through 4.5.5.6. Copies of
the TCNS notifications and list of Indian tribes and SHPOs are included in Appendix G.

4.5.4 State Historic Preservation Officer

MRS Consultants, LLC and Environmental Engineers, Inc. completed the FCC Form 620 required for
submittal to the SHPO and to those Indian tribes requesting additional information regarding the
proposed wireless telecommunications tower. MRS Consultants, LLC personnel satisfy the United
States Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards. A copy of the FCC Form 620
prepared for this site is included in Appendix H.

The FCC Form 620 was submitted to the Mississippi Department of Archives and History (MDAH)
for review. Based on the review of this report, the MDAH responded via letter dated September 10,
2010 stating “...we concur that no cultural resources listed in or eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places will be directed or visually affected. Therefore, we have no reservations
with the undertaking.” Copies of the correspondence to and from the MDAH are included in
Appendix I.

455 Indian Tribal Consultation

Environmental Engineers, Inc. followed up with each of the Indian tribes identified (as necessary)
through a review of the TCNS listing provided by the FCC for this site. Sections 4.5.5.1 through
4.5.5.6 describe follow-up contacts to each of these Indian tribes and their responses.

455.1 Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas

Mr. Bryant Celestine of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas provided comment via electronic mail
dated September 23, 2010 regarding TCNS #64203 stating “On behalf of Mikko Oscola Clayton
Sylestine and the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, our appreciation is expressed on your efforts to consult us
regarding TCNS #64203 in Grenada County. Our Tribe maintains ancestral associations within the
state of Mississippi despite the absence of written documentation to completely identify Tribal
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activities, villages, trails, or burial sites. However, it is our objective to ensure significances of Native
American ancestry, especially of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, are administered with the utmost
considerations. Upon review of your August 26, 2010 submission, no impacts to religious, cultural, or
historical assets of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas will occur as the site has experienced
extensive disturbances. Existing indications of the Alabama Tribe’s presence probably have been
eradicated through previous activities. While unlikely, the inadvertent discovery of human remains
and/or archaeological artifacts warrants a cease of activity in proximity to the location and appropriate
authorities, including this office, notified without delay for additional consultation.” Copies of the
correspondence to and from the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas are included in Appendix J.

45.5.2 Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

Ms. Caren Johnson of the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma provided comment via electronic mail on
August 27, 2010 stating that “The Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has reviewed cell tower(s) FCC #
64203 and based on the information provided to the best of our knowledge it will have no adverse
effect on any historic properties in the project’s area of potential effect. However, should construction
expose buried archaeological or building materials such as chipped stone, tools, pottery, bone, historic
crockery, glass or metal items, or should it uncover evidence of buried historic building materials such
as rock foundations, brick, or hand poured concrete, this office should be contacted immediately.”
Copies of the correspondence to and from the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma are included in Appendix
J.

4.5.5.3 Kialegee Tribal Town

The TCNS listing (Appendix G) for this site included information from the Kialegee Tribal Town that
states “If the Applicant receives no response from the Kialegee Tribal Town within 30 days after
notification through TCNS, the Kialegee Tribal Town has no interest in participating in pre-
construction review for the site. The Applicant, however, must immediately notify the Kialegee Tribal
Town in the event archaeological properties or human remains are discovered during construction.”
The TCNS notification for this site is dated June 4, 2010 and the end of the 30-day period indicated by
the Kialegee Tribal Town was July 4, 2010. Environmental Engineers, Inc. did not receive a response
from the Kialegee Tribal Town as of the date of this draft EA. Therefore, additional consultation with
the Kialegee Tribal Town is not necessary.

4.5.5.4 Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians

The TCNS listing (Appendix G) for this site included information from the Mississippi Band of
Choctaw Indians that stated “If the applicant/tower builder receives no response from the Mississippi
Band of Choctaw Indians within 30 days after you have e-mailed the [FCC Form 620]...then the
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians has no interest in participating in pre-construction review for the
proposed site. The Applicant/tower builder, however, must immediately notify the Mississippi Band
of Choctaw Indians in the event archaeological properties or human remains are discovered during
construction...” The Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians was notified via electronic mail dated
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August 26, 2010 and the end of the 30-day period indicated by the Mississippi Band of Choctaw
Indians was September 25, 2010. Environmental Engineers, Inc. did not receive a response from the
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians as of the date of this draft EA. additional consultation with the
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians is not necessary. A copy of the electronic mail submitted to the
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians is included in Appendix J.

455.5 Seminole Tribe of Florida

Ms. Jennifer Pietarila of the Seminole Tribe of Florida (STOF) provided comment via TCNS on
August 27, 2010 in response to TCNS #64203 stating, “The STOF-THPO concurs with your findings
of ‘no historic properties’. However, the STOF-THPO would like to be informed should any
archaeological and/or historic resources be discovered inadvertently during the construction process.”
Copies of the correspondence to and from the Seminole Tribe of Florida are included in Appendix J.

455.6 Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana

Mr. Earl Barbry of the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana was contacted via electronic mail on May 3,
2005 regarding submittal of wireless telecommunications projects. Mr. Barbry responded via
electronic mail on May 3, 2005 and indicated that he wanted to be notified regarding cell tower
requests via electronic mail and that if he had not responded within 30 days of contact, the project
could proceed. EEI, Inc. contacted Mr. Barbry regarding this site via electronic mail on August 26,
2010, and the end of the 30-day response period as indicated by Mr. Barbry was September 25, 2010.
No response was received from Mr. Barbry. Copies of the electronic mail to and from Mr. Barbry are
included in Appendix J.

Based on the information presented above, the proposed communications facility would have no
impact on cultural resources.

4.5.6 Inadvertent Discovery

The personnel that would have a potential to be involved in land-disturbing activities must be
instructed to stop work immediately in the event of an inadvertent discovery of human remains or
cultural or archaeological materials and contact FEMA and SHPO. A copy of this information must be
provided to all personnel that would have a potential to be involved in land-disturbing activities at the
site.

4.6 SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS
Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to socioeconomic resources.

No significant adverse impacts to socioeconomic resources, economic development, demographics,
demand for public housing, or public services are anticipated. The emergency communications
coverage provided by this project would benefit all populations in the coverage area.
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4.6.1 Human Health and Safety

Under the no action alternative, there could be adverse impacts to human health and safety because of
a lack of adequate communication between emergency response personnel during an emergency event.

The results of a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) conducted at the site by EEI for the
MSWIN 30212 communications tower site in August 2010 (EEI Project No.: JSE01P1012) did not
indicate the presence of hazardous materials or petroleum products at the site at that time. The
equipment (including the emergency generator and associated propane/natural gas tank) that would be
installed at the site would meet local, state, and federal regulations regarding hazardous materials. The
Phase | ESA is included in Appendix J. The antennae and equipment that would be installed at the site
would meet local, state, and federal regulations regarding radiofrequency emissions. Lastly, this
project is intended to provide better communications between emergency response personnel which
would have a beneficial effect on human health and safety. Therefore, the proposed communications
facility would have no significant impacts to human health and safety.

4.6.2 Environmental Justice

Section 1-101 of EO 12898 states “To the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law, and
consistent with the principles set forth in the report on the National Performance Review, each Federal
agency shall make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and addressing, as
appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its
programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations in the United
States and its territories and possessions, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
and the Commonwealth of the Mariana Islands.”

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to minority or low income populations.

No disproportionately high or adverse effects on minority or low-income populations are anticipated
by development of the proposed communications facility. The proposed communications facility
would benefit all populations in the project service area by providing better communications between
emergency service personnel.

4.6.3 Noise

Noise is generally described as unwanted sound. Sound becomes unwanted when it either interferes
with normal activities such as sleeping, conversation, or disrupts or diminishes one’s quality of life.

Under the no action alternative there would be no noise generation.

Short-term noise generation is anticipated to result from grading and construction activities. Long-
term noise generation is anticipated to be minimal and to result primarily from equipment used to cool
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electronic components and from testing or operation of an emergency generator at the site. However,
the generator would only operate briefly when tested, and during power failure events affecting the
electrical power supply to the site. Therefore, the proposed communications facility would not
generate significant noise.

4.6.4 Infrastructure, Utilities, Transportation, and Waste Management

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to infrastructure, utilities, transportation, or
waste management.

No significant impacts are anticipated to infrastructure, utilities, transportation, or waste management
from the proposed communications facility. Traffic to and from the site would be minimal and would
be associated with maintenance and repair of equipment at the site. Minimal waste would be generated
at the site during maintenance activities. All waste generated at the site would be disposed of in
compliance with federal, state, and local regulations. The project is intended to provide enhanced
communications services for emergency response personnel. This could have a beneficial effect on the
ability to identify and correct problems with infrastructure, utilities, transportation, and waste
management.

4.6.5 Aesthetics and Visual Impacts
Under the no action alternative there would be no aesthetic or visual impacts.

The proposed project will not impact national scenic or historic trails. No national scenic or historic
trails are located in Grenada County, Mississippi.

The proposed tower would not be equipped with high intensity white lighting.

Lastly, the site is not located within the boundaries of any state or national park, national forest, or
wildlife management area. No city or other community parks are depicted within 1,000 feet of the
proposed project on the USGS Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs, Mississippi,” (Figure 3).
Therefore, the proposed communications facility would have no significant impacts to aesthetics and
visual resources.

4.7 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
Under the no action alternative there would be no cumulative impacts.

Cumulative impacts are an incremental impact on either the natural environment or human
environment by an action when added to past and anticipated future actions. No ongoing or proposed
actions are known for the project area. According to information available through the FCC Antenna
Structure Registration (ASR) System Internet website, there are 3,313 registered towers in the state of
Mississippi (generally only those towers over 200 feet in height are included in this database).
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Construction of the towers comprising the MSWIN network would result in an increase of
approximately 4.25% in the number of towers in the state of Mississippi. As described in Section 1.0
of this document, the proposed tower is designed to allow collocation of up to three additional cellular-
type service providers, thereby potentially reducing cumulative impacts as new/changing technologies
and increased demand for service, both public and private, create more pressure on existing
infrastructure.

The statewide MSWIN program would not have cumulative impacts on geology, air quality, noise,
water resources, cultural resources, fish and wildlife, threatened or endangered species, vegetation, or
socioeconomics. However, cumulative impacts to migratory birds may result from the MSWIN
program, as birds could be injured or killed by colliding into guy wires and/or the tower structure, or
could be disoriented by the tower lighting. FEMA has worked with MWCC and MDWFP to develop
an Avian Mitigation Plan (Appendix F) to address this potential for cumulative impacts to birds.

The mitigation includes monitoring the presence of deceased birds at MSWIN tower sites and
providing a collection kit on site to collect the remains and record the location of any deceased bird.
The remains of the bird along with the data will be delivered to the MDWFP and included in the state’s
Avian Mortality database. USFWS will also have access to this database. If an injured bird is found,
all efforts will be made to help the bird recover so that it can be released back into the wild. In
addition, MDWFP and USFWS (Jackson, MS Ecological Services office) will be given access to the
MSWIN tower sites for monitoring. If a particular tower is found to have adverse effects to migratory
birds (greater than 10 kills per night) the towers will be reported to MDWFP, USFWS, and FEMA.
MWCC will also provide an annual report documenting the number of avian deaths and provide that
report to FEMA, USFWS (Jackson, MS Ecological Services office), and MDWEFP for five years after
all towers have been constructed. This mitigation plan will contribute scientific data that can be used
by MDWFP and USFWS in determining the significance of potential impacts of towers on migratory
birds. The implementation of the Avian Mitigation Plan will lower the potential for the MSWIN
program to have adverse cumulative impacts on migratory birds.

Table 1. Summary of Impacts

Resource No No Significant | Significant | Mitigation/Best Management Practices
Impact Impact Impact
Geology X None
Prime/unique farmland; farmland X None

of statewide or local importance

Air Quality X Fugitive dust  emissions  from
construction  activities  would  be
controlled by wetting the ground
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Table 1. Summary of Impacts, Continued

Resource No No Significant | Significant | Mitigation/Best Management Practices
Impact Impact Impact
Wild and Scenic Rivers X None
Water Quality Examples of BMPs that may be used
during construction activities include,

X but are not limited to, silt fence, hay or
straw bales, hay or straw mulch, gravel,
erosion control blankets, and riprap

Wetlands X None

Floodplains X None

Coastal Resources X None

Threatened and Endangered X None

Species

Migratory Birds X Tower lighting would be in accordance
with USFWS recommendations, and
tower design would allow for future
collocation

Wildlife and Fish X None

General Vegetation X None

Cultural Resources X If any human remains or cultural or
archaeological materials are discovered,
grantee would stop work immediately
and contact FEMA and SHPO.

Socioeconomic Resources X None

Human Health and Safety X None - project would improve
interoperable communications

Environmental Justice X None - project would benefit all
communities

Noise X None

Infrastructure, Utilities, X None

Transportation, and Waste

Management

Aesthetics and Visual Impacts X None

5.0 AGENCY COORDINATION, PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND PERMITS

The Grenada County Board of Supervisors was contacted regarding the proposed wireless
communications tower via letter dated June 29, 2010. No response has been received from the
Grenada County Board of Supervisors as of the date of this draft EA. A public notice was published in
The Daily Star on June 8, 2010 requesting comment regarding potential impacts to historical or
archaeological properties by the proposed wireless communications tower. No comments have been
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received as of the date of this draft EA in response to the public notice. Copies of the correspondence
to the Grenada County Board of Supervisors and a copy of the public notice from The Daily Star are
included in Appendix L. In addition, notice of availability of this draft Environmental Assessment will
be published in The Clarion Ledger.

6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

Anne B. Gilbert, Environmental Engineers, Inc.
Henry A. Fisher, Environmental Engineers, Inc.
Jennifer Hirsch, FEMA

Laura Shick, FEMA

7.0 INFORMATION SOURCES

Completion of this Draft Environmental Assessment included utilization of the following sources:

1.

2.

3.

10.

Review of the portion of the 2009 aerial photograph depicting the site available through Maptech.
Review of the site survey prepared by SMW Engineering, Inc.

Review of information regarding National Scenic Trails and All-American Roads available on the
Mississippi Department of Transportation Internet website.

State and county maps available through the Mississippi Department of Transportation Internet
website.

Review of information regarding wild and scenic rivers in the vicinity of the proposed project
available at Rivers.gov.

Review of the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic Properties
for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission.

Correspondence to and from the United States Army Corps of Engineers regarding potential
impacts to jurisdictional wetlands by the proposed project.

A review of information available on the USFWS Internet website, at Nationalatlas.gov, and on
Wilderness.net regarding officially designated wilderness areas or wildlife refuges.

Correspondence from the USFWS regarding threatened and endangered species on or near the site.

Review of the FCC Form 620 prepared for the site by MRS Consultants, LLC and Environmental
Engineers, Inc.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

22

Correspondence from the Mississippi Department of Archives and History regarding historical
resources and properties listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places
on or near the site.

Review of the Tower Construction Notification System Notice of Organizations Which Were Sent
Proposed Tower Construction Notification Information provided by the FCC.

Correspondence and conversations with representatives of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas,
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Kialegee Tribal Town, Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians,
Seminole Tribe of Florida, and the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana regarding wireless
telecommunications projects.

Review of information available on the USFWS National Wetlands Inventory Internet website
regarding potential jurisdictional wetlands on or adjacent to the site.

Review of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map regarding flood zone designations for the site.
Information regarding the MSWIN system provided by Towers of Mississippi.

Soil information from the USDA’s Soil Survey of Grenada County, Mississippi, issued April 1967
and the NRCS Web Soil Survey Internet website.

Correspondence to and from the USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) office in
Jackson, Mississippi regarding impacts to prime farmland, unique farmland, and land of statewide
or local importance.

USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs, Mississippi,” provisional edition dated
1983.

A reconnaissance of the subject property.

Draft Environmental Assessment
Proposed MSWIN 30212 Grenada Lake Wireless Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi



Figures



INDEX TO MISSISSIPPI COUNTIES. CITIES AHD TOWRS
e e by e

TP A TTRONE

BUCKLE

L /

OFFICIAL SRSl AYT MAF DF

MISSISSIPPI

I SeNELLLLH b
WLLTE Mk DIvIDSS. L

—_— ——
e LTI 21T AT T

P
Tt rm g 1

N S

] STETE read O ETATE bttty

secom PR
s Ml
® wmmamen Hom Lske

Figlre 1 - Site Locator Map -

take Proviamsin 1]

/
Pl
h.'_".

(=

|

PDCE Lk D0
T i sErE

4w Enoar

i ot e i e B——
r o T iams P
ki Ateld oero AT N dmuad

o e ot ot s
b o e s
A vty mas B v con comeR
€ mmuans Y D posmies
T S B tOUA +
BTN, O g

Stale

et

i s Cobeng'y

v v

HEMDIAK
EiS woscom— JACKSON
wo JACKSON

TRERAY

13

MBI

VIV

iiaan

PR TR—

i gherat

i




AINPDD  VOVNEHD

e

B

e epeusi) g ZL208 NIMSIN

e e

Aunen - dew 10180

0 S - Z

e

%
G

p T

Ao Imetri e,

NOLLYHISINIAOY AMHDIH TYad3
NOILZLHOGSNVHL 40 ININLHYdEE B0
ETYNT, UV WS

NOISIAIO DHINNY

ROLLYIHOESMYEL 30 LNIWLHvSIC 1ddISSISSIN

5002 &
1dJISSISSIN

ALNNOD VOYNIHD

dYIH AYMHDIH TYHINID

5 M “ v

s N wen

EOnHT N

e

eIy

sy
o=

PR

iy s

s %

o)

Te

e

aru

N

S
e,
1487

W sy

e

“wg




{

i k - b
" Clear Spnngs ’
Cenm |

S

A
!

_'yALOBUSHA™ CO
“..GRENADA CO

¢

! ] ' : — -

Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Figure 3
Site Location Map

Subject:
Draft Environmental Assessment
MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Telecommunications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012 Scale: 17 = 2000




N

o

Prapébed Access Road

o —— " e

Subject:
Draft Environmental Assessment Figure 4
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada Counly, Mississippi 2009 Aerial Photograph
Environmental Engineers, In¢. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012




] I "W s

View from the center of the site looking toward the east.

Environmental Engineers, Inc.
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Draft Environmental Assessment Figure 5
MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Telecommunications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada Counly, Mississippi Site Photographs
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSE01P1012




View from the center of the site looking toward the south.

View from the center of the site looking toward the west.
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Draft Environmental Assessment Figure 6
MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Telecommunications Tower
Coffeaville, Grenada County, Mississippi Site Photographs
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012




View from the northwestern guy anchor Iooigoward the site.
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Draft Environmental Assessment Figure 7
MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Telecommunications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi Site Photographs
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012
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Draft Environmental Assessment Figure 8
MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Telecommunications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi Site Photographs
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.. JSEG1P1012
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Appendix B



ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

T~ 11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
§ Lnvironmentual, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 13, 2010

Dr. Homer L. Wilkes, State Conservationist

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service
100 W. Capital Street

Suite 1321 Federal Building

Jackson, MS 39269

Subject:
Request for Project Review
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQIP1012

Dear Dr. Wilkes:

Envirenmental Engineers, Inc. is requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of
Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) regarding construction of a wireless
communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi. This project is being funded using a FEMA grant
(2008-MS-MX-0001) and the State of Mississippi’s expenditures at this site will include construction of a
telecommunications facility, purchase and installation of 700 MHz RF equipment and microwave
telecommunication backbone network, equipment shelter, network integration, acceptance testing,
communication hardware optimization and system exercising and piloting of interoperability capabilities of the
network.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest %4 of the northwest Y4 of
Section 18, Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52° 1.155” north
and longitude 89° 36 31.515” west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with
associated guy anchor easements, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road
near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922, The site consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to
the southwest. Proposed activities consist of construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and
associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of support equipment within the
compound, and covering the compound with gravel. The proposed project is located in an area described as
Zone C {no shading) of the Flood Tnsurance Rate Map Community Panel No. 280060 0075B which bears
effective date of December 1, 1978 and is not in a special flood hazard area. T have included a site location
map, site photographs, and the portion of the 2009 aerial photograph depicting the site location for vour review.

Phone: (205) 629-3868 - Fax: (877) 847-3060



Environmental Engineers, Inc. has been retained by Towers of Mississippi and the State of Mississippi to
prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed project. Please reference the Environmental
Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEO1P1012) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your time
and assistance and we look forward to vour response. Please contact Mr. Henry Fisher by telephone at (205}
629-3868, electronic mail at hfisher@enveiv.icom, or U.S. mail at the letterhead address if you have any
guestions or comments.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

Anne B. Gilbert, P.E.
Principal Engineer

Attachments Site Location Map, Site Photographs, 2009 Aerial Photograph

‘ Page 2 of 2
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEOIPI1012
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United States Department of Agriculture Environmentg| Englresrs lne

ONRCS SEP 022010

Natural Resources Conservation Service VED
Suite 1321, Federal Building RECE

100 West Capito! Street

Jackson, MS 39269

August 27, 2010

Anne B. Gilbert, P.E.
Principal Engineer
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, AL 35120

Dear Ms. Gilbert:

This is in response to your letter dated August 13, 2010, regarding the Request for Project
Review Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower in Coffeeville in
Grenada County, Mississippi.

Project does not require permanent conversion of prime farmland.

Sincerely,

WM&W

Delaney B. Johnson
State Soil Scientist

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in @ partnership effort to help pecple
conserve, maintain, and impraove our natural resources and environment.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120

Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

July 9, 2010

Mr. [3avid Lofton, Section Chief

U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg District
Permitting Section

Attention; CEMVK-OD-F

4155 Clay Street

Vicksburg, Mississippi 39183-3435

SUBJECT:

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report and Request for Comment
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeevilie, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSE01P1012

Dear Mr. Lofton:

On behalf of our clients, Towers of Mississippi and the State of Mississippi, Environmental Engineers, Inc. is
requesting concurrence with the results of our wetland delineation and requesting comment regarding the
proposed project activities. The enclosed report describes our wetland delineation findings and provides a
summary of the proposed site activities.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. If you have any
questions regarding this request or if you need any additional information, please contact us at (205) 629-3868.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
AN E‘ § i"P " e—i‘;.

55@& ,A"fwwnif/

Chad Stinnett

Senior Project Scientist

Enc. Jurisdictional Evaluation Report

Phone: (205) 629-3868 - Fax: (877) 847-3060



ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC,
115378 US nghway 411 Odenwlle, Alabama 35120

Enwvironmental, Remedratzon, and Geological Consultants

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQG1P1012

Prepared for:
Towers of Mississippi
Spanish Fort, Alabama

And

The State of Mississippi

July 9, 2010

Prepared by:
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

noos
AR |
q, 4 { [N e
w 5 ig‘ ?M?Vm ’5"‘ %ﬁv“"’”’;‘#ﬁf# \qumwﬂ*‘”’”mww
Chad Stinnett ﬁry Fisher, P.E.
Senior Project Scientist Principal Engineer

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 SITE LOCATION

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore
Springs, Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest %4 of the
northwest %4 of Section 18, Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude
33° 527 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36° 31.515” west (Figure 1).

This site is referred to as the proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower and is
located off of County Road 257 in Coffeeville, Mississippi. The site is located in the Grenada Lake
area of the Yalobusha River watershed.

1.2 SITE DESCIPTION

The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with three associated guy anchor
easements, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville,
Mississippi 38922 (Figure 2). The site consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to
the southwest,

1.3 SOILS

Based on the USDA’s Soil Survey of Grenada County, Mississippi, issued April 1967, site soils are
classified as Providence-Loring complex, eight to 12 percent slopes, eroded. The well-drained
Providence soil is on the middle and lower parts of the slopes where the covering of loess is less than
48 inches thick. The surface layer is grayish-brown to brown, friable silt loam about three to five
inches thick. The subsoil consists of strong-brown to yellowish-red silty clay loam or silt loam. A
fragipan begins at a depth of 24 inches, is about one to three feet thick, and is underlain by yellowish-
brown to red loamy sand to sandy clay loam.

The well-drained Loring soil is on the upper parts of the sfopes and the slightly broader ridgetops. in
these places the covering of loess 1s 48 inches thick or more. The surface layer is a grayish-brown to
brown, friable silt loam about three to five inches thick. The subsoil is strong-brown to dark-brown
silty clay loam or silt loam. A fragipan occurs at a depth of about 29 inches and extends to 4§ inches
or more.

2.0 FIELD EVALUATION METHODS

Environmental Engineers, Inc. (EEI) personnel reviewed the USGS 7.5-minute “Gore Springs,
Mississippi”, Topographic Quadrangle, the National Wetlands Inventory map (Figure 3), the USDA
Web Soil Survey (Figure 4), and historical aerial photographs for the site. EEI personnel conducted
the jurisdictional evaluation on June 23, 2010. The following briefly describes the field procedures
conducted during site activities.

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report

Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEGIP]012




EEI conducted a reconnaissance of the property within the subject site boundaries as well as on
adjacent properties to assist in describing representative vegetation and hydrology. The subject site
was observed for jurisdictional wetland indicators and waters of the U.S.

The field delineation was performed in accordance with the guidelines established in the Field Guide
for Wetland Delineation, 1987 Corps of Engineers Manual (Manual). Delineation data forms taken
from the Manual are included in Appendix A. Identified wetlands and waters of the U.S. were flagged
in the field and classified in accordance with the memorandum regarding CW4 Jurisdiction Following
The US Supreme Court Decision In Rapanos vs. United States “Rapanos guidance” dated December
2008. As required by the Rapanos guidance, JD forms are included in Appendix B.

3.0 FINDINGS

It is EET’s professional opinion that the site does not contain jurisdictional wetlands or Waters of the
UJ.S. A manmade pond that would be considered a Water of the U.S. is located immediately south of
the southern guy easement, outside of the proposed disturbance area.

An area containing hydrophytic vegetation is located in the southwestern corner of the proposed tower
compound and in portions of the southern guy easement. An extensive evaluation of the hydrophytic
vegetation area determined that wetland hydrology and hydric soils were not present.

4.0 PROPOSED ACTIVITIES

Proposed activities consist of construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated
compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of support equipment within the compound,
and covering the compound with gravel. In addition, vegetation will be cleared from the guy anchor
easements.

5.0 CONCLUSION

Environmental Engineers, Inc. performed a junsdictional evaluation in accordance with federal
standards of the Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower located off of
County Road 257 near Coffeeville, Mississippi. Based on the results of the field evaluation and project

site research, it is EEI’s opinion that the project area does not contain jurisdictional wetlands or Waters
of the US.

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report

Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEGIPI0I2




6.0 REFERENCES / INFORMATION SOURCES

Research and evaluation of the environmental conditions at the site and surrounding properties
included utilization of the following sources:

1.

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report

Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQIPI0I2

United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangles “Gore Springs,
Mississippi”, dated 1983.

National Wetland Inventory Map available at U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Internet website.

Soils information from the USDA’s Soil Survey of Grenada County, Mississippi, issued April
1967 and from the USDA’s Web Soil Survey Internet website.

Aerial photographs available at Google Earth and Mapcard.com Internet website.

US Army Corps of Engineers_Field Guide for Wetland Delineation, 1987 Corps of Engineers
Manua].
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DATA FORM

ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) -

Project/Site: Proposed Grenada Lake Tower Dale: £-23-10
Applicant/Owner; County: Grenada
Investigator: C. Stinnett, State: MS
Do Norma} Circumstances exist an the site? Bdves [ONo Community 1D: SW Compound
Is the site significantly disturbed (Afypical Situation)? Oyves &XENo (Transect ID: Suspicious Area
Is the area a potential Problem Area? [ Ives No PlottD: Broad Flat
33.8668%01, -89.6087030
VEGETATION
Dominant Plant Species Stratum indicator Dominant Plant Spedies Stratum Indicator

1. Centipede Grass H facu 9.

2 Caryx sp. H facw 10.

3 Common rush H facw 11.

4 12.

5. 13.

8. 14,

. 15,

8. 18.

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
{excluding FAC-). 66

Remarks:




HYDROLOGY

[

Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):
D Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge
D Aerial Photographs

D Gther

No Recorded Data Available

[

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators:
] Inundated
[J Saturated in Upper 12 Inches

Field Cbservations:

Depth of Surface Water: none (in.)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: >14 (in.}
Depth to Saturated Soii: >14 (in.)

J wvater Marks
] Drift Lines
J Sediment Deposits
[J Drainage Pattems in Wetlands
Secondary Indicators {2 or mare required):
] Oxidized Roat Channels in Upper 12 Inches
[0 Water-Stained Leaves
] Local Soil Survey Data
{1 FAC-Neutral Test
O ciher {Explain in Remarks)

Remarks:




SOILS

Map Unit Name

(Series and Phase): Drainage Class:

Field Observations
Taxonomy (Subgroup): Confirm Mapped Type? [ves [JNo

Profile Descriptions:

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/ Texture, Concrations,
{inches) Horizon {Munsell Moist} {Munsell Moist) Size/Contrast Structure, etc,
0-8 A 3475YR - - Loamy clay
8-14 B 416 7.5 YR - e Clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:

I:l Histosol D Concretions
|___| Histic Epipedon |:| High Organic Content in Surface Layer in Sandy Solls
D Suifidic Odor D QOrganic Streaking in Sandy Soils
D Aquic Moisture Regime |:| Listed on Local Hydric Soils List
] Redusing Conditions [ ] tisted on National Hydric Soils List
D Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors D Other {(Explain in Remarks)
Remarks:
WETLAND DETERMINATION
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Hyes [ONo (Check) {Check)
Wetland Hydrology Present? Oyes Ko
Hydric Soils Present? [yes KMo s this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? DYes ENO
Remarks

Approved by HQUSACE 3/92
Foms version 1/02



DATA FORM

ROUTINE WETLARD DETERMINATION
(1287 COE Wetlands Dslineation Manual)

Project/Site: Proposed Grenada Lake Towst Date: 6-23-10
Applicant/Owner: County: Grenada
investigator: C. Stinnett, State: MS

Do Normal Circumsiances exist on the site? Hyes [ONo Community ID:  Southern Guy easement
Is the site significantly disturbed (Afypical Situation)? COyes HnNo Transect ID: Next to pond

Is the area a potential Problem Area? [Yes Edno Plot 1D:

33.8652489, -89.608659%94

YEGETATION
Dominant Plant Species Stratum indicator RDeminant Plant Species Stratum tndicator
1. Caryx sp. H facw 9.
2. Common rush H facw 10,
3. 11.
4 12,
> 13.
6. 14,
£ 15.
8. 16.

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
{excluding FAC-). 100

Remarks:




HYDROLOGY

U

Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):
[_] stream. Lake, or Tide Gauge
{1 Aeriat Photographs

D Other

No Recorded Data Availabie

Ll

-
[

0
O

Field Cbservations:

Depth of Surface Water; none {in.}
Depth to Free Water in Pit: >14 (in.}
Depth to Saturated Soil: >14 (in.)

]
O

Wetiand Hydrology indicalors:
Primary indicators:

Inundated
Saturated in Upper 12 tnches

VWater Marks
Drift Lines

Sediment Deposits
[rainage Patterns in Wetlands

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

Cxidized Root Channels in Upper 12 Inches

Water-Stained Leaves
Local Soi! Survey Data

FAC-Neutrai Test
Other {Explain in Remarks)

Remarks:




SOIS

Map Unit Name
(Series and Phase):

Drainage Class:

Taxonomy {Subgroup}:

Field Observations
Confirm Mapped Type?

Myes [J No

Profile Descriptions:

Depth Matrix Ceclor Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/ Texture, Concretions,
{inches) Horizon {Munsell Moist) {Munsell Maist) Size/Contrast Structure, etc,
0-8 A 4/4 75 YR - - Loamy clay
8-14 B 4/6 7.5 YR - - Clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol

Histic Epipedon

Sulfidic Oder

Agquic Moisture Regime
Reducing Conditions

Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors

Qg

Concretions

Organic Streaking in Sandy Scils
Listed on Lecal Hydric Seils List
Listed on National Hydric Soils List
Other (Explain in Remarks}

I

High Crganic Content in Surface Layer in Sandy Solls

Remarks;

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Wetland Hydrology Present?
Hydric Soils Present?

[(ves [FENo
Jves {XNo

{Kyes [JNo (Check)

5 this Sampling Point Within a Weland?

{Check)

DYes D<No

Remarks

Approved by HQUSACE 3/92
Forms version 1/02




ATTACHMENT

PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL
DETERMINATION (JD):

B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PRELIMINARY JD:
Chad Stinnett

Environmental Engineers Inc.

11578 US Hwy. 411

Cdenville, AL 35120

C. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:

D. PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

(USE THE ATTACHED TABLE TO DOCUMENT MULTIPLE WATERBODIES
AT DIFFERENT SITES)
State: MS County/parish/borough: Grenada City: Coffeeville
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):
Lat. 33.866888°N, Long. 89.608754° W.
Universal Transverse Mercator:

Name of nearest waterbody: Grenada Lake

{dentify {estimate) amount of waters in the review area:
Non-wetland waters: 0 linear feet: variable width (ft) and/or O acres.
Cowardin Class:
Stream Flow:
Wetlands: 0 acres.
Cowardin Class:

Name of any water bodies on the site that have been identified as Section 10
waters:

Tidal:
Non-Tidal:

E. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT
APPLY):

[] Office (Desk) Determination. Date:
X Field Determination. Date(s): 6/23/10



1. The Corps of Engineers beiieves that there may be jurisdictional waters of the
United States on the subject site, and the permit applicant or other aftected party
who requested this pretiminary JD is hereby advised of his or her option to
request and obtain an approved jurisdictional determination {JD) for that site.
Nevertheless, the permit applicant or other person who requested this
preliminary JD has declined to exercise the option to obtain an approved JD in
this instance and at this time.

2. In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or
a Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring
“pre-construction notification” (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting
NWP or other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an
approved JD for the activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware of the
following: {1) the permit applicant has elected to seek a permit authorization
based on a preliminary JD, which does not make an official determination of
jurisdictional waters; (2) that the applicant has the option to request an approved
JD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit authorization, and
that basing a permit authorization on an approved JD could possibly result in less
compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) that
the applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than accepting
the terms and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4)
that the applicant can accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to comply
with all the terms and conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation
requirements the Corps has determined to be necessary; (5) that undertaking
any activity in reliance upon the subject permit authorization without requesting
an approved JD constitutes the applicant's acceptance of the use of the
prefliminary JD, but that either form of JD will be processed as soon as is
practicable; {(6) accepting a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered
individual permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps
permit authorization based on a preliminary JD constitutes agreement that all
wetlands and other water bodies on the site affected in any way by that activity
are jurisdictional waters of the United States, and precludes any challenge to
such jurisdiction in any administrative or judicial compliance or enforcement
action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federat court; and (7) whether
the applicant elects to use either an approved JD or a preliminary JD, that JD
will be processed as soon as is practicable. Further, an approved JD, a proffered
individual permit (and all terms and conditions contained therein), or individual
permit denial can be administratively appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331,
and that in any administrative appeal, jurisdictional issues can be raised (see 33
C.F.R. 331.5(a)(2)). If, during that administrative appeal, it becomes necessary
to make an official determination whether CWA jurisdiction exists over a site, or
to provide an official delineation of jurisdictional waters on the site, the Corps will
provide an approved JD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable.
This preliminary JD finds that there “may be” waters of the United States on the
subject project site, and identifies all aquatic features on the site that could be
affected by the proposed activity, based on the following information:



SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for preliminary JD (check all that apply
- checked items should be included in case file and, where checked and
requested, appropriately reference sources below):

P4 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the

applicant/consultant:

Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the
applicant/consultant.

[ Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.

[ ] Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report.

[ | Data sheets prepared by the Corps:
[ ] Corps navigable waters’ study:

L] U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

[ USGS NHD data.

[ ] USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.
I U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & gquad name: Gore Springs,
7.5 Minute. -
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation:
Grenada County.
> National wettands inventory map(s). Cite name: Grenada County/
Coffeeville.

[ ] State/lLocal wetland inventory map(s):
[ | FEMA/FIRM maps:

[ ] 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum

of 1929)
] Photographs: X Aerial (Name & Date): Soil Survey.
or I Other (Name & Date): Figures 5-8.

[ Previous determination(s). File nc. and date of response letter:
] Other information (please specify):
IMPORTANT NOTE: The information recorded on this form has not

necessarily been verified by the Corps and should not be relied upon for
tater jurisdictional determinations.

Signature and date of Signature and date of
Regulatory Project Manager person requesting preliminary JD
(REQUIRED) (REQUIRED, unless obtaining

the signature is impracticable)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

VICKSBURG DISTRICT, CORPS COF ENGINEERS
4155 CLAY STREET

VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPP] 33183-3435 Emvirnmentsl Enginears Ine.
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF: August 2, 2010 | AUG § 72010
RECENVED
Operaticns Division
SUBJECT: Jurisdictional Determination - Grenada Lake

Communications Tower, Grenada County, Mississippi

Mr. Chad Stinnett

Senior Project Scientist
Environmental Engineers, Incorporated
11578 U.S. Highway 411

Cdenville, Alabama 35120

Dear Mr. Stinnett:

I refer te your letter dated July 9, 2010, regarding
Department of the Army permit regquirements for the subject
property located in section 18, TZ3N-R7E, Grenada County,
Mississippi.

Based upon the information provided, we have determined
that a Department of the Army Section 107404 permit will not be
required for the proposed activities, since there are ne
jurisdictional wetlands or other waters of the United States
located on the proposed project site. The lccaticn of the
activity is depicted con the enclosed map (enclosure 1}. For
your information, 1 have enclosed a copy of the basis of ocur
determination {enclosure 2} and appeals form (enclosure 3).

This appreved jurisdictional determination is applicable for
a period not to exceed five years from the date of this letter
unless superseded by law or requlation. If the proposed work is
not completed by this time, or if project plans change, you
should contact this cffice for a reevaluaticn of permit
reguirements and refer to identification no. MVK-2010-115% when
submitting the information.

This determination of Department of the Army regulatory
reguirements dces not convey any property rights, either in real
estate or material or any exclusive privileges, and does not
authorize any injury to property or invasion of rights or local
laws or regulations, or obviate the reguirement tec obtain state
or local assent required by law for the activity discussed
herein.



The decision regarding this action is based on informaticn
found in the administrative record, which documents the
District's decision-meking process, the basis for the decision,
and the final decision.

The Vicksburg District Regulatory Branch is committed to
providing quality and timely service to our customers. In an
affort to improve customer service, please take a moment to
complete the Customer Service Survey found on our web site at
http://per2.nwp.usace.army.mil/survey.html. If it is more
convenient for you, please complete and return the enclosed
postage-paid peost card {(enclosure £} .

Tf we may be of any further assistance in this matter,
please contact Mr. Jeremy Stokes of this office, telephcne
(601 &31-527%, fax (601} 631-5455 or e-mall address:
regulatorylusace.army.mil.

Sincerely,
Charles R. Allred, Jr.

Chief, Enforcement Section
Regulatory Branch

Enclosures
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APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

This form should be completed by fotlowing the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook.

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION .
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): 08/02/2010

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:Vicksburg District, MVK-2010-1159

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Grenada Lake Communication Tower.
State: MS County/parish/borough: Grenada City: Coffeeville
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 33.867068 ° N, Long, -89.608366 ° W.
Universal Transverse Mercator: 16
Name of nearest waterbody: Bullpen Creek

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatie resource flows: Grenada Lake

Name of watershed or Hydrologie Unit Code (HUC): HUC 08030203

Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request.

[0 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc...) are associated with this action and are reeorded on a
different JD form.

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 08/02/2010
Field Determination. Date(s): 07/21/2010

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
A. RHA SECTION [0 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.

There Are no “navigable waters of the U.S.” within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA} jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the
review area. [Required]
] Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide.
[l Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce.
Explain:

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.
There Are no “wafers of the U.5.” within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction {as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required]

1. Waters of the U.S,
a. Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): '

0 TNWs, ineluding territorial seas
[0  Wetlands adjacent to TNWs
O Relatively permanent waters? (RPWs) that flow direetly or indireetly into TN'Ws
O Non-RPWs that flow direetly or indireetly into TN'Ws
O Wetlands direetly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indireetly into TNWs
O Wetlands adjaeent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs
O Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directiy or indirectly into TNWs
[ Impoundments of jurisdictional waters
O Isolaled (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands
b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area:
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or acres.
Wetlands: acres.

¢. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: Pick List
Elevation of established OHWM (if known):

2. Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applical::le):3
[] Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional.
Explain;

! Boxes checked below shall be supporied by completing the appropriate seetions in Section I1I below.

* For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary thal is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least “seasonally”
{e.g., typically 3 months).

* Supporting documentation is presented in Section [11.F.

-w"'f]/.l'rn{r.lr\s'ﬂ" :al



SECTIONIII: CWA ANALYSIS

A,

TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs

‘The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complcte _
Section IIL.A.1 and Section 111.D.1. only; if the aquatic resource is 2 wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections IILA.1 and 2
and Section [TLD.1.; otlierwise, see Section 1ILB below.

1. THNW
{dentify TNW:

Summarize rationale supporting determination:

2. Wetland adjacent to TN'W
Summarize rationale suppotting conclusion that wetland is “adjacent™

CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY):

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps
determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met.

The agencies will assert jurisdiction aver non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are “relatively permanent
waters” (RPVs), Le. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3
months). A wetland that directiy abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TN'W, but has year-round
{perennial} fiow, skip to Section IHLD.2. If the aquatic resonrce is a wetland directly abutting a tribntary with perennial flow,
skip to Section IILD.4.

A wetland that is adjacent to but that dees nat directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Carps districts and
EPA regions will include in the record any avaifable information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a
relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even
though a significant nexus finding is ot required as a matter of law.

If the waterhody” is net an RPW, or a wetland directty abutting an RPW, a JI} will require additional data to determine if the
waterbody has a significant nexus with a TN'W. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must
consider the tribwtary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for
analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjaceut wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is
the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section ITLB.1 for
the tributary, Section II1.B.Z for any onsite wetlands, and Section I1L.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite
and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below,

1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW

(i) General Area Conditions
Watershed size:
Drainage area:
Average annual rainfall: inches
Average annual snowfall: inches

(ii) Physical Characteristies:
{a) Rclationship with TNW:
1 Tributary flows directly into TNW.
] Tributary flows through | i tributaries before enlering TN'W.

iver miles from TNW,

f river miles from RPW.

Project waters are E acrial (straight} miles from TNW,
Project waters are t aerial (straight) miles from RPW,
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:

Project waters are B
Projcct walers are

Identify flow route to TNW®:
Tributary stream order, if knowa:

* Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid

West,

* Flow route can be described by identifying, ¢.g., tribulary a, which flows throngh the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW.



(iv) Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (checl all that apply):

Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type, average width}:

] Wetland fringe. Characteristics:

[] Habitat for:
i_| Federally Listed species. Explain findings:
[] Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings: .
[J Other environmentaily-sensitive species. Explain findings:
] Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings:

2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW

(i) Physical Characteristics:
(a) General Wetland Charaeteristics:
Properties:
Wetland size: acres
Wetland type. Explain:
Wetland quality. Explain:
Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:

(b) lationshin with Non-TNW:

. Explain:

Surface flow is:
Characleristics:

Subsurface flow: | i8¢, Explain findings:
[] Dye (or other) test performed:

(¢ Wetland Adiaceney Detcrmination with Non-TNW:
[ Directly abutting
L] Not directly abutting
[] Discrete wetland hydrologic connection, Explain:
[ Ecological connection. Explain:
[[] Separated by bermv/barrier. Explain:

{d) Proximity (Relation
Project wetlands are
Project waters arc ¥
Flow is from:
Estimate appro:

ip) to TNW
river miles from TN'W.
t aerial (straight) miles from TNW.

ocation of wetland as within the floodpiain.
(ii) Chemical Characteristics:
Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general walershed
characteristics; ete.). Explain:
Identify specific pollutants, if known:

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply):
[] Riparian buffcr. Characteristics (type, average width): .
[ Vegetation type/percent cover. Fxplain:
[[] Habitat for:
[] Federally Listed species. Explain findings:
[] Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings:
[[1 Other envirenmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings:
[] Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings:

3. Charscteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if an
All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis:
Approximately ( ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis.




3.

4.

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area {cheek all that apply):
Tributary waters: lincar feet width ().

Other non-wetland waters: acres.

Identify type(s) of waters:

Non-RPWs® that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.
Waterbody that is not a TN'W or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a
TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section [I1.C.

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply):
Tributary waters: linear feet width {ft).
Other non-wetland waters: acres.

Identify type(s} of waters: .

Woetlands directly abuiting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.
@ Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands.
Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section [11.1).2, above, Provide rationale indicating that wetland is
directly abutting an RPW:

Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow “seasonally.” Provide data indicating that tributary is
seasonal in Section II1.B and rationale in Section II1.D.2, above. Previde ratienale indicating that wetland is directly
abutting an RPW:

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres,

Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abuiting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.

: Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when ecnsidered in ecmbination with the tributary 1o which they are adjacent
and with similarly situaled adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this
conclusion is provided at Section I11.C.

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres.

Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.

Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and
with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this
eonclusion is previded at Section [T1.C.

Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: actes.

Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.”

As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional.

' Demonstrate that impoundment was created from “waters of the U.5.,” or

k4 Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or
Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below).

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE,
DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY
SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):"

which are or could be used by intcrstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes.
from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or {foreign commerce.
which are or coutd be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce.
[ntersiaie isolated waters. Explain:

Other factors. Explain:

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination:

#See Footnote # 3.

® Ta complete the analysis refer to the key in Section [11.12.6 of the Instruetional Guidebook.

¥ Prior fo asserting gr declining CYWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ lor
review consislent with the proeess described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos.



NOTIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OPTIONS AND PROCESS AND

REQUEST FOR APPEAL

Applicant: Environmental Engineers Inc | File Number: MVK-2010-1159 Date: August 2, 2010

Attached is: See Section Below
INTTIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of Permission) A
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of Permission) B
PERMIT DENIAL C

X | APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D
PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION E

SECTION I - The following identifies your rights and options regarding an administrative appeal of the above decision. Additional
information rmay be found at http://usace.army. mil/inet/functions/cw/cecwo/reg or Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 331.

A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit.

+ ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and returm it to the district engineer for final
autherization, If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature on the
Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the permit, including
its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations (JD) associated with the permit,

= OBIJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that the permit
be modified accordingly. You must complete Section IT of this form and return the form to the district engineer. Your objections must be
received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right to appeal the permit in the future.
Upon receipt of your [etter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: {a) modify the permit to address all of your concems,
{b) medify the permit to address some of your objections, or (c) not modify the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as
previously written. After evaluating your objections, the district engincer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as
indicated in Section B below.

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit.

» ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature on the
Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the permit, including
its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

+ APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may
appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section Il of this form and sending
the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing
Section I of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of
the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or provide new information.

* ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps fo accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the date of this
notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD.

» APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal
Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the preliminary JD. The
Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JI> (which may be appealed), by contacting the Corps district for
further instruction. Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the JD.

—
o
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 26, 2010

Mr. Stephen Ricks
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
6578 Dogwood View Parkway
Jackson, Mississippi 39213
' Subject:
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environimental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012

Dear Mr. Ricks:

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is requesting comment from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on behalf of Towers of
Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency regarding impact to threatened or
endangered species by construction of a wireless communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,

Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983, The site is located in the northwest ¥ of the northwest ¥4 of Section 18,

Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52° 1.15357 north and longitude 89° 36

31.515” west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease arca with associated guy anchor easements, and
a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38522, The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. The area along the northern boundary of
the parent property containing the northwest and northeast guy anchors appears to have been cut two to three feet. Piles
of straw/hay were noted near the northwest and northeast guy anchors. Proposed activities consist of construction of a
500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of
support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel, | have included a site location map and
site photographs for your review.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEQIP1012) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance and we look forward to your response. Please call us at (205) 629-3868 if you have any questions or
comments.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

/ e
:wi § —
5‘]6?{}'}’ A. Fisher, P.E.
Principal Engineer

Attachments  Site Location Map, Site Photographs

Phone: (203) 629-3868 - Fax: (877) 847-3060
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERIVCE
Mississippi Field Office
6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A
Jackson. MS 39213

September 27, 2010
Henry Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Environmental Enginesrs Ing
11578 US Highway 411 '
Odenviile, Alabama 35120 SEP 302010
RE: Proposed Tower in Grenada County, Project JSEQO1P1012 RECEVED

Dear Mr. Fisher:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received your letter dated August 26, 2010,
regarding construction of a new telecommunication tower in Grenada County, Mississippi.
The proposal is for a 500-foot guyed wire tower located off of County Road 257 near
Coffeeville. Our comments are submitted m accordance with the Endangered Species Act (87
Stat. 834, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C.
703-711).

There are no federally listed terrestrial species for Grenada County. However, due to the
adverse impact these towers can have on migratory birds, we would like to make several
recommendations which can be found in the attached guidelines document.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. If your project plans change or if

you have any questions, please contact Terri Jacobson at (601) 321-1129. For our most up-to-
date species list, please visit our web site at http://www.fws.gov/mississippies/endsp.html

Sincerely,

(oo et

¢ Stephen Ricks
I Field Supervisor




Appendix E



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Tower Guidance
Communications Tower Siting, Construction, Operation, and Decommissioning

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act {16 U.8.C, 703-712) prohibits the taking, killing, possession,
transportation, and importation of migratory birds, their eggs, parts, and nests, except when
specificatly authorized by the Department of the Interior. While the Act has no provision for
allowing an unauthorized take, it must be recognized that some birds inay be killed at structures
such as communications towers even if all reasonable measures to avoid it are implemented.
The Service's Division of Law Enforcement carries out its mission to protect migratory birds
not only through invesiigations and enforcement, but also through fostering relationships with
individuals and industries that proactively seek to eliminate their impacts on migratory birds.
While it is not possible under the Act to absolve individuals or companies from liability if they
foltow these recommended guidelines, the Division of Law Enforcement and Department of
Justice have used enforcement and prosecutorial discretion in the past regarding individuals or
companies who have made good faith efforts to avoid the take of migratory birds. Due to the
adverse impact telecommunications towers can have on migratory birds, we would like to
make the following recommendations:

1. Co-locate communications equipment on an existing communication tower or other
structure {e.g., billboard, water tower, or building mount). Depending on tower load
factors, from 6 to 10 providers may collocate on an existing tower.

2. 1If co-location i1s not feasible and a new tower or towers are to be constructed,
towers should be no more than 199 feet above ground level {AGL), use construction
techniques which do not require guy wires (e.g., use a lattice structure, monopole,
etc.). Towers should be unlighted if Federal Aviation Administration regulations
permit,

3. If constructing multiple towers, consider the cumulative impacts of all towers to
migratory birds and threatened and endangered species as well as the impacts of
each individual tower.

4. If at all possible, new towers should be sited within existing “antenna farms”
(clusters of towers). Towers should not be sited in or near wetlands, other known
bird concentration areas {e.g., state or Federal refuges, staging areas, rookeries), in
known migratory or daily movement flyways, or in habitat ot threatened or
endangered species. Towers should not be sited in areas with a high incidence of
fog, mist, and low ceilings.

5. If taller (>199 feet AGL) towers requiring lights for aviation safety must be
constructed, the minimum amount of pilot warning and obstruction avoidance
lighting required by the FAA should be used. Unless otherwise required by the
FAA, only white (preferable) or red strobe lights should be used at night, and these
should be the minimum number, minimum intensity, and minimum number of
flashes per minute (longest duration between flashes) allowable by the FAA. The
use of solid red or pulsating red warning lights at night should be avoided. Current
research indicates that solid or pulsating (beacon) red lights attract night-migrating
birds at a much higher rate than white strobe lights. Red strobe lights have not yet
been studied.



6.

10.

11

12.

Tower designs using guy wires for support which are proposed to be located in
known raptor or waterbird concenfration areas or daily movement routes, or in
major diurnal migratory bird movement routes or stopover sites, should have
daytime visual markers on the wires to prevent collisions by these diurnally moving
species. (For guidance on markers, see Suggested Practices for Avian Protection on
Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006 - a profile of the research and safeguards
available to remedy the issue of avian electrocutions. Copies can be obtained from
Edison Electric Institute by calling 1-800-334-5453 or via the Internet at
http://www.eel.org/products_and_services/descriptions_and_access/index.htm.

Towers and appendant facilities should be sited, designed and constructed so as to
avoid or minimize habitat loss within and adjacent to the tower “footprint™.
However, a larger tower footprint is preferable to the use of guy wires in
construction. Road access and fencing should be minimized to reduce or prevent
habitat fragmentation and disturbance, and to reduce above ground obstacles to
birds in flight.

If significant numbers of breeding, feeding, or roosting birds are known to
habitually use the proposed tower construction area, relocation to an alternate site is
recommended.

In order to reduce the number of towers needed in the future, new towers should be
designed structurally and electrically to accommodate comparable antennas for at
least two additional users (minimum of three users for each tower structure), unless
this design would require the addition of lights or guy wires to an otherwise
unlighted and/or unguyed tower.

Security lighting for on-ground facilities and equipment should be down-shielded to
keep light within the boundaries of the site.

. Service personnel or researchers from the Communication Tower Working Group

should be allowed, if asked, access to the site to evaluate bird use, conduct dead-
bird searches, to place net catchments below the towers but above the ground, and
to place radar, Global Positioning System, infrared, thermal imagery, and acoustical
monitoring equipment as necessary to assess and verify bird movements and to gain
information on the impacts of various tower sizes, configurations, and lighting
systems.

Towers no longer in use or determined to be obsolete should be removed within
twelve months of cessation of use.

These voluntary recommendations are based on the Service’s Guidance on the Siting,
Construction, Operation and Decommissioning of Communications Towers which can be
found at http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/issues/towers/comtow.htm!

In order to obtain information on the usefulness of these guidelines in preventing bird
strikes, and to identify any recurring problems with their implementation which may
necessitate modifications, please advise us of the final location and specifications of the
proposed tower. In your response please explain which of the recommended measures
were implemented and if the recommended measures could not be implemented, please
explain why they were not feasible.
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Avian Mitigation Plan
Mississippt Wireless Integrated Netwark
Mississippi Interoperable Communications Grant 2008-MS-MX-0001
February 3, 2011

The Depariment of Homeland Security (DHS) Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA} Grant Programs Directorate (GPD) is providing funding through its Mississippi
Interoperable Communications Grant 2008-MS-MX-0001 to the Mississippi Wireless
Communication Commission (MWCC) to construct a staiewide public safely radio
system known as the Missigsippi Wireless Integrated Network (MSWIN). The MSWIN
program will result in the construction of approximately 140 communication towers {see
attached map) throughout the state of Mississippi.

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (WEPA) of 1969, the
President’s Council on Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA (40 Code
of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508), and FEMA's regulations implementing
NEPA {44 CFR Part 10), Environmental Assessments (EA) were prepared for several
proposed towers to be constructed under the MSWIN program. The purpose of the EAs is
to evaluate the potential impacts of the proposed towers on the environment. Through the
preparation of these EAs, FEMA identified a2 potential for cumulative impacts to
migratory birds as a resut of the MSWIN project as birds could be injured or killed by
colliding in to guy wires and/or the tower structure, or could be disoriented by tower
fighting. This Avian Mitigation Plan was developed by FEMA, MWCC and the
Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks (MDWFP) to address these
potential cummlative impacts. The U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service {USFWS) Jackson, MS
Ecological Services Office reviewed this Avian Mitigation Plan, MWCC is responsible
for the cost of implementing the Avian Mitigation Plan.

Backpround
Following Hurricane Katrina in 2005, the Mississippi Legislature created the MWCC

with the mission of implementing a statewide rcliable, survivable, interoperable voice
and data communication system for public safety end first responders. Congress
.appropristed  $140 million toward this effort. The MWCC has completed
implementation of MSWIN on 71 sites in the southern half of the State and anticipates
completion of the entire system (approxirately 140 sites) in carly 2012,

The MSWIN radio system is reliant on communication towers in order to operate. While
MSWIN is vitally important (o the first responders, the State recognizes the importance
of building towers that will avoid possible harm to migratory birds. The conservation of
birds will help sustain ecological inteprity and ecosystem services, including insect
control, pollination, and seed dispersal. Migratory bird conservation slso meets the
growing public interest in outdoor education and recreation.

In building MSWIN and using Federal funding, the State inust be compliant with Federal,
State and local regulations and guidelines periinent to the project. These regulations
include those of the Federal Communications Commiszion (FCC), the U. §. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Federel Aviation Adminisiration {(FAA} relative to
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frequency licensing and tower construction, as well as the NEPA requirements previously
discussed,

The FCC maintains jurisdiction over tower sites and its rules, 47 C.F.R.
§1.1307(a)}(3), require applicants, licensees, and {ower owners {Applicants} to
consider the impact of proposed facilitics under the Endangered Species Act (ESA),
16 U.S.C. 5. 1531 el seq. Applicants must determine whether any proposed facilities
may affect listed, threatened or endangered species or designated critical habitats, or
arc likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any proposed threatened or
endangered species or designated critical habitats. In addition, USFWS has
formulated and published voluntary guidelines for the siting and operation of lowers
intended to address potential effects on migrelary birds. These puidelines and an
accompanying tower site evaluation form sre posted on the USFWS website
{hitp:fiwww fws gov/migratorvbirdyCurrentBird[ssues/Hazards/lowers/towers.htin}..
According to USFWS, the guidclines reflect USFWS® judgment of “the most prudent
and effeclive measures for avoiding bird strikes at towers.”™

The documented avian collision risk is primarily towers taller than 1006" that use steady
burning red lights at night. Towers of this height arc always supporied with guyed wire
cables. Steady buming red lights are part of the FAA's A-2 lighting system where a tower
is painted aviation orange for daytime obstruction avoidance and red lights at night.

The MSWIN towers which have an average height of 425 feet, generally use two types of
lighting systems, the white mid intensity strobes, FAA desipnation as D or D2 and the
Al or A2 system which uses orange and white paint in seven alternating bands for day
time obstruction avoidance along with red lights at night for might time obstruction
avoidance. Towers 500 fect or less use white mid intensity strobes and towers 5060 to 600
feet use orange paint and red lights.

The MSWIN system uses the most avian friendly lights possible for tower sites, however
the FAA does not approve the use of white lights in all peographic areas and on
numerous occasions has denied such request, based primarily on the premise that white
lights are more difficult to distinguish at night than red Jights and are more probiematic in
areas wherec emergency medical helicopters and other low flying aircraft such as military
may be present

MWCC has in the past and will continue to include the following mitigation messures in
the design and deployment of MSWIN,

1. White tower lights are used where ailowed by the FAA. Where red lights are
required, halogen strobes are used instead of pulsing incandescent beacons.
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2. Site construction incorporaies limited road improvements and site fencing to
reduce land disturbance.

3. Tower locations are placed to avoid known bird rookeries and nesting grounds,
and inspection of tower sites post-construction will help identify instances of
avian injuries and deaths.

4. Towers are designed to aflow for future use of other radio systems to reduee the
number of towers required in the arez. The average height of MSWIN towers is
425 feet allowing MSWIN to provide coverage of 97% of Mississippi’s land area
with enly 135 RF sites.

5. Security lighting for on ground cquipment is designed to focus in the secure
compound to minimize disturbance of surrounding aress.

Additionaily, the State of Mississippi will monitor avian mortality arcund its tower sites
by providing a collection kit at each site along with a process to record the location of the
deceased bird and deliver its remains to the MDWFP for inclusion of the deceased avian
into a central stats data system. Over time, this practice will contribute scientific data that
can be used by MDWFP and USFWS in determining the significance of potential impacts
of towers on migratory birds. Where possible, attempts will be made o determine the
cause of the bird's death (e.g., from a predator, virus, hunter or tower strike},

Each site wilf have z weather-proof enclosure comtaining rubber gloves, sealable
containers of sufficient size to collect, contain and transport the deceased bird, and a form
to document the circumstances of the bird’s death. The carcasses will be collected in a
mauner to preserve the integrity of the find and transporied lo the MDWFP office in
Jackson, MS for examination and documentation inlo the Avian Mortalily database.
USFWS will also be given access to the MDWFP's Avian Mortality database. If possibie,
the bird will be photographed in the field and at MDWFP.

In the unlikely event field technicians encounter an injured and living bird, alf efforts will
be made to recover, rehabilitate and release back to the witd. MWCC will work closely
with the MDWFP to request assistance in those situations.

MDWFP and USFWS, upon request, will be allowed access to {ower gites to document
avian mortalities and injuries, monitor bird behavior, assess lighting impacts on
migralory birds, and conduct similar research. If a tower is discovered to have adverse
affects to migratory bird populations (i.e., greater than 10 bird kifls per night), these
towers will be reported immediately to the MDWFP, USFWS, and FEMA.

An snnual report decumenting the number of avian deaths recorded at MSWIN sites will
be prepared for five consecutive years following conclusion of the construction of the
towers comprising the MSWIN system. The reponting period will begin a year from the
execution of this miligation plan and extend until 5 years after the lasi FEMA funded
tower is constructed. The report will be submitted to FEMA's Office of Environmental



FEMA
Avian Mitigation Plan
Mississippi Wireless Integrated Network

Planning and Historic Preservation and the Grant Program Directorate,  The report will
also be submitted to the USFWS in Jackson, MS (Ecological Services Office) and
MDWFP.

Approved
‘ M/@M——_ B2/1S )y
EliZabeth M. Hannan Diate

Adsistunt Administrator, Grant Program Directorate
Federal Emergency Mmagement Agency
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Henry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov

Sent: Saturday, May 29, 2010 5:21 PM

To: towerinfo@envciv.com

Subject: Proposed Tower Structure Info - Email ID #2499823

Dear Henry A Fisher,

Thank you for submitting a notification regarding your proposed construction via the Tower
Construction Notification System. Note that the system has assigned a unique Notification ID
number for this proposed construction. You will need to reference this Notification ID number
when you update your project’'s Status with us.

Below are the details you provided for the construction you have proposed:
Notification Received: 85/29/2818

Notification ID: 64283

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippi/State of Mississippi
Consultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.S. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State: ALABAMA

Zip Code: 35128

Phone: 285-629-3868

Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: GTOWER - Guyed Tower

Latitude: 33 deg 52 min 1.2 sec N

Longitude: 89 deg 36 min 31.5 sec W

Location Description: 428 CR 257

City: Coffeeville

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: GRENADA

Ground Elevation: 88.8 meters

Support Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 241.2 meters above mean sea level
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Henry Fisher

-From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov

Sent: Friday, June 04, 2010 2:01 AM

To: towerinfo@envciv.com

Ce: kim.pristello@fce.gov; diane. dupert@fcc.gov

Subject: NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION(S) WHICH WERE SENT PROPOSED TOWER

CONSTRUCTION NOTIFICATION INFORMATION - Email ID #2500641

Dear Sir or Madam:

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission’'s (FCC) Tower Constructiocn
Notification System (TCNS). The purpose of this electronic mail message is to inform you that
the following authorized persons were sent the information you provided through TCNS, which
relates to your proposed antenna structure. The information was forwarded by the FCC to
authorized TCNS users by electronic mail and/or regular mail (letter).

Persons who have received the information that you provided include leaders or their
designees of federally-recognized American Indian Tribes, including Alaska Native villages
(collectively "Tribes™), Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs), and State Historic
Preservation Officers (SHPOs). For your convenience in identifying the referenced Tribes and
in making further contacts, the City and State of the Seat of Government for each Tribe and
NHO, as well as the designated contact person, is included in the listing below. We note that
Tribes may have Section 186 cultural interests in ancestral homelands or other locations that
are far removed from their current Seat of Government. Pursuant to the Commission's rules as
set forth in the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPA),
all Tribes and NHOs listed below must be afforded a reasonable opportunity to respond to this
notification, consistent with the procedures set forth below, unless the proposed
construction falls within an exclusion designated by the Tribe or NHC. (NPA, Section IV.F.4).

The information you provided was forwarded to the following Tribes and NHOs who have set
their geographic preferences on TCNS. If the information you provided relates to a proposed
antenna structure in the State of Alaska, the following list also includes Tribes located in
the State of Alaska that have not specified their geographic preferences. For these Tribes
and NHOs, if the Tribe or NHO does not respond within a reasonable time, you should make a
reasonable effort at follow-up contact, unless the Tribe or NHO has agreed to different
procedures (NPA, Section IV.F.5). In the event such a Tribe or NHO does not respond to a
follow-up inquiry, or if a substantive or procedural disagreement arises between you and a
Tribe or NHO, you must seek guidance from the Commission (NPA, Section IV.G). These
procedures are further set forth in the FCC's Declaratory Ruling released on October 6, 2005
(FCC ©5-176).

F
#

1. Historic Preservation Officer Bryant J CelestineinAlabama—Coushatta Tribe of Texas -
Livingston, TX - electronic mail

Details: Please consider this notification as our interest for consultation regarding your
proposal. The Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas requests an administrative fee of $300.8@ for
our services including internal file searches, elder consultations, and if necessary, travel
expenses for a site visit to complete our determination regarding your proposal. TAKE NOTE of
the following procedures as this will assist our efforts to provide your firm with the most
efficient process in returning our determinations:

1. Submit your Form 626 or 621 by email to celestine.bryant@actribe.org. Each submission is
logged and within 18 days of receipt, an invoice will be returned to the email account we
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receive your supplemental information. IF YOU HAVE NOT RECEIVED THIS BY 15DAYS, PLEASE
TNQUIRE.

2. INCLUDE your invoice number on your payment and submit according to the Invoice
instructions. We cannot track your payment by project number so please do not submit without
an invoice number.

3. Within 28 days of your original submission, you will receive an email response from our
Office relating to our determinations for your proposal. This may occur despite a delay in
fee payment. If you have not received our determination within 25 days, PLEASE INQUIRE.

4. IN THE EVENT OF AN CUTSTANDING BALANCE, a detailed invoice will be submitted in place of
our determination. 1In this manner, your Section 106 obligations withour Tribe ARE NOT
complete until we have forwarded our written response indicating our determination.

5. If the applicant/tower builder decides to withdraw a proposal, please advise our office as
spon as possible to avoid an outstanding balance in the future and any unnecessary research
by our office.

Thank you, Bryant J. Celestine - Historic Preservation Officer

/7

2. THPO Kenneth H Carleton - Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians - Choctaw, MS - electronic
mail

Details: Please send all information via e-mail (and only via e-mail - no paper copies
please) to: choctawhp@gmail.com (9 meg attachment limit)

The Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians wishes to see full information packets for all towers
within the designated areas for consultation.

Form 626, if it includes the a full text of the cultural resource survey with maps, is
adeguate for our needs. If your 626 does not include the text of the cultural resource
survey, then attach it seperately.

Please include the tower identification (TCNS#, name, and any other information that may help
us identify this site) and the county and state where the facility is proposed in the subject
line.

If the applicant/tower builder receives no response from the Mississippi Band of Choctaw
Indians within 36 days AFTER YOU HAVE E-MAILED THE AFOREMENTIONED INFORMATION TC US (begin
counting the 30 day period AFTER the e-mail with all of the information has been sent), then
the Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians has no interestin participating in pre-construction
review for the proposed site. The Applicant/tower builder, however, must immediately notify
the Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians in the event archaeological properties or human
remains are discovered during construction, consistent with Section IX of the Nationwide
Programmatic Agreement and applicable law.

3. Archaeological Data Analysf’?énnifer L Pietarila - Seminole Tribe of Florida - Clewiston,
FL - electronic mail

Details: The Seminole Tribe of Florida Tribal Historic Preservation Office requests that all
correspondence be conducted via email and email attachments. We also would like to reguest a
Form 620 or 621 be provided for every cell tower submitted to us for review. Should you have
any questions, please feel free to contact me at jenniferpietarila@semtribe.com or 863-983-

6549 Ext. 12217. Thank you.
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4. Director of Cultural Resourfggi& THPO Terry D Cole - Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma - Durant,
OK - electronic mail and regular mail

Details: The Applicant may conclude that the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has no interest in a
site if there is existing disturbance wherein the depth of the previous disturbance exceeds
the proposed construction depth (excluding footing and other anchoring mechanisms) by at
least 2 feet (Applying VI - D(2){c)(i) of the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement concerning
Field Surveys; 'In the Matter of Nationwide Programmatic Agreement Regarding the Section 186
National Historic Preservation Act Review Process,' Report and Order, 20 FCC Rcd. 1873, WT
Docket No. ©3-128, October 5, 2004).

Furthermore, the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma does not have an interest in a Tower that will be
constructed on an existing structure, developed land, or within city limits. However, any of
the above mentioned criteria should be communicated to us if not evident in the initial
Notification Details. For all other towers, we request a signed field survey report that
meets the Federal guidelines set forth by the Department of the Interiorand a site location
map along with pictures for each project.

Additionally, the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has informed FCC Staff that if the Applicant
does not receive a response from the Tribe within 3@ days of a TCNS notification, then the
Applicant SHOULD MAKE A GOOD FAITH EFFORT WITH A FOLLOW-UP PHONE CALL to make sure that the
tribe is aware of the proposed tower project. However, should construction expose buried
archaeological or building materials such as chipped stone, tools, pottery, bone,historical
crockery, glass or metal items, this office should be contacted immediately @ 1-80@-522-6170
ext. 2137. [n.b. Please reference the TCNS number in all communications that follow the
initial notification.]

b4

5. MEKKO and Acting T¥ibal Administrator Jennie Lillard - Kialegee Tribal Town - Wetumka, OK
- regular mail

Details: If the Applicant receives no response from the Kialegee Tribal Town within 30 days
after notification through TCNS, the Kialegee Tribal Town has no interest in participating in
pre-construction review for the site. The Applicant, however, must immediately notify the
Kialegee Tribal Town in the event archaeological properties or human remains are discovered
during construction.

"

6. THPO Earl J Barbry Jr - Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana - Marksville, LA - regular mail

The information you provided was also forwarded to the additional Tribes and NHOs listed
below. These Tribes and NHOs have NOT set their geographic preferences on TCNS, and therefore
they are currently receiving tower notifications for the entire United States. For these
Tribes and NHOs, you are required to use reasonable and good faith efforts to determine if
the Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that
may be affected by its proposed undertaking. Such efforts may include, but are not limited
to, seeking information from the relevant SHPO or THPO, Indian Tribes, state agencies, the
U.S. Bureau of Indian Affalrs, or, where applicable, any federal agency with land holdings
within the state (NPA, Section IV.B). If after such reasonable and good faith efforts, you
determine that a Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic
properties in the area and the Tribe or NHO does not respond to TCNS notification within a
reasonable time, you should make a reasonable effort to follow up, and must seek guidance
from the Commission in the event of continued non-response or in the event of a procedural or
substantive disagreement. If you determine that the Tribe or NHO is unlikely to attach
religious and cultural significance to historic properties within the area, you do not need
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to take further action unless the Tribe or NHO indicates an interest in the proposed
construction or other evidence of potential interest comes to your attention.

None

The information you provided was also forwarded to the following SHPOs in the State in which
you propose to construct and neighboring States. The information was provided to these SHPOs
as a courtesy for their information and planning. You need make no effort at this time to
follow up with any SHPO that does not respond to this notification. Prior to construction,
you must provide the SHPO of the State in which you propose to construct (or the Tribal
Historic Preservation Officer, if the project will be located on certain Tribal lands), with
a Submission Packet pursuant to Section VII.A of the NPA.

7. SHPO Lee Warner - Alabama Historical Commission - Montgomery, AL - electronic mail

8. Deputy SHPO Elizabeth Ann Brown - Alabama Historical Commission - Montgomery, AL -
electronic mail

9. SHPO Cathie Matthews - Department of Arkansas Heritage - Little Rock, AR - electronic mail

18. Deputy SHPO Ken Grunewald - Department of Arkansas Heritage - Little Rock, AR -
electronic mail

11. SHPO Elbert Hilliard - Mississippi Dept of Archives & History - Jackson, MS - regular
mail

12. Deputy SHPO Kenneth H P'Pool - Division of Historic Preservation - Jackson, MS -
electronic mail

If you are proposing to construct a facility in the State of Alaska, you should contact
Commission staff for guidance regarding your obligations in the event that Tribes do not
respond to this notification within a reasonable time.

Please be advised that the FCC cannot guarantee that the contact(s) listed above opened and
reviewed an electronic or regular mail notification. The following information relating to
the proposed tower was forwarded to the person(s) listed above:

Notification Received: ©5/29/26160

Notification ID: 64283

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippi/State of Mississippil
Consultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.S. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State: ALABAMA
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Zip Code: 35120
Phone: 285-629-3868
Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: GTOWER - Guyed Tower

Latitude: 33 deg 52 min 1.2 sec N

Longitude: 89 deg 36 min 31.5 sec W

Location Description: 426 CR 257

City: Coffeeville

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: GRENADA

Ground Elevation: 88.8 meters

Support Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 241.2 meters above mean sea level

If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice, please contact the FCC using the
electronic mail form located con the FCC's website at:

http://wireless.fcc.gov/outreach/netification/contact-fcc.html.
You may also call the FCC Support Center at (877) 48@-3201 (TTY 717-338-2824). Hours are
from 8 a.m. to 7:98 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday through Friday (except Federal holidays). To

provide quality service and ensure security, all telephone calls are recorded.

Thank you,
Federal Communications Commission

20



Appendix H



FCC Form 620 FCC Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Approved by OMB
Hew Tower (“NT”) Submission Packet 3060 - 1039
See instructions for

public burden estirmates
Generaf information

1y (Selectonlyone) {NE )
KE - New UA - Update of Application WD - Withdrawal of Applicaiion
2) if this application is for an Updale or Withdrawal, enter the fiie number of the pending application Sile Number:
currently on file. .
Applicant Information
3) FCC Registration Number (FRN):
4) Name:
Towers of Mississippi/State of Mississippi
Contact Name
5) First Name: Taylor 8) Mi: 7) Last Name: Robinson B) Suffix: Mr.
9) Title:
Contact Informafien
10) P.O. Box: }%“rd 11} Street Address: 31560 Blakeley Way
12) Cily: Spanish Fort 13) State: AL 14) Zip Code: 368527
18) Telephone Number: (205} 266-4466 18} Fax Number: { )
17) E-mail Address: trobinson@vulcancompany.com
Consuitant information
18) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 0319057413
19) Name: MRS Consultants, LLC.
Principal Investigator
T
20) First Name: Beth f 20)MEA | 22) Last Name: Ryba 23) Suffix: Ms.
24} Titie: Cultural Resource Specialist
Principal investigator Contact Information
25)P.0. Box; 3146 ﬁi_;‘r" 26) Street Address:
27) Gity: Tuscaloosa 28) State: AL 249} Zip Code: 35403
30) Telephone Number: (205) 759-1621 31) Fax Number: (205) 759-1621
32) E-mail Address: earyba@earthlink.net

FCG Form 620
September 2008 - Page 1



Professional Qualification

33) Does the Principal Investigatar satisfy the Secretary of the Intericr’s Professional Qualification Standards?

(XiYes ( 1Mo

34) Areas of Professional Qualification:
{ X ) Archaeologist

{ } Architectural Historian

{ ) Historian

( 3y Architect

{ ) Cther (Specify)

Additional Staff

3E) Are there other siaff involved who meet the Professional Qualification Standards of the Secretary of the Interior? { }Yes (X)Mc
1f “Yes®, complete the following:
38) First Name: 37 MI: 38) Last Name: 39) Suffix:

40) Title:

41} Areas of Professional Qualification:
( )} Archaeologist

{ ) Architectural Histerian

( } Historian

{ } Architect

{ ) Other (Specify)

This page may be copied {o include additional staff.

Consultant information Attachments required — See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620

September 2008 - Page 2



Site Information

1) TGNS Netification Number: 84203

Site Information

2; Site Name: Grenada Lake

3) Site Address: 420 Couniry Road 257

4) City: Coffesville ’ &) State: MS ) Zip Code: 38922

7y County/Borough/Farish: Grenada

8} Nearest Crossroads: County Road 257 and Hendrix Road

9) NAD 83 Latitude {DD-MM-SS.5); 33-52-01.155 { yNor(

10} NAD 83 Longiude (DD-MM-S5.8). 89-36-31.515 ( JEor(

Tower Information

500

11) Tower height above ground level {include lop-mounted attachments such as lightning reds):

{ ) Feet { ) Meters

12) Tower Type (Select One):
( X} Guyed laitice tower

{ ) Self-supporting lattice
{ ) Monopole

{ } Other (Describe):

Project Status

13} Current Project Status (Select One):
{ ) Construction has not yet commenced

{ ) Construction has commenced, but is not completed Construction commenced on: /

( ) Construction has been completed Consiruction commenced on: /

Construction completed on: / !

Site Information Attachmentis required — See instructions for details.

FCGC Form 820
September 2008 — Page 3



Datermination of Effect

14) Direct Effects (Select One):

(X ) No Histeric Properlies in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
{ ) No Effect on Histeric Properies in APE

{ } Ne Adverse Effact on Historic Properties in APE

{ ) Adverse Eifect on one or more Historic Properites in APE

15) Visuai Effects (Select One):

{ X ) No Historic Properlies in Area of Potentiai Effects (APE)
{ ) No Effect on Historic Properties in APE

( ) Mo Adversa Effect on Historlc Properiies in APE

{ } Adverse Effect on one or more Historic Properties in APE

Determination of Effect Attachments required — See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620
September 2008 — Page 4



Trikal/NHO Involvement

1} Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawalian Ciganizations (NHOs) been identified thal may aflach religious and cuiturg
significance 1o historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual effects

( X )Yes ( )Ho

2aj Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: 64203

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an aiternate system:
None

Number of Tribes/NHOs:

6

Number of Tribes/NHOs: VoD@

Tribe/NHQ Contacted Through TONS

3) Tribe/NHC FRN:

4) Tribe/NHC Name:
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas

Contact Name

5) First Name: Bryant 6y Ml J 7} Last Name: Celestine

8) Suffix:

9) Title: Historic Preservation Officer

Dates & Response

5

;29,10

6

i1 10

!

10y Date Contacted 11) Date Replied

{ } No Reply
{ } Replied/No Interest
{ ¥ ) Replied/Have Interest

{ ) Replied/Cther

This page may be copied to include additional Tribes/NHOs contacted,
Tribal/NHO Involvement Attachments may he required - See instructions for detaiis.

FCC Form 620
Septernber 2008 - Page 5



Tribal/MMO Invoivement

1) Have Indian Tribes or Nalive Hawaiian Organizations {(NHOs) been idenfified that may altach religious and culturg ( X }Yes ( ) No
significance to historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual effects = =

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an aliernate system:
None

2a) Tribes/MHOs contacted through TCNS Natification Number: 64203 Number of Tribes/NHOs:

6

Number of Tribes/NHOs: None

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS

3) Tribe/NHO FRN:

4) Tribe/NHO Name:
Choctaw Nation of Okiahoma

Contact Name

5} First Name: Terry 8) MI: D 7} Last Name: Cple

8) Suffix:

9) Title: Director of Cultural Resources and THRO

Dates & Response

10j Date Contacted 5 f29 / 10 11) Date Replied ! /
{ X ) NoReply
( ) Replied/No interest

{ ) Replied/Have Interest

( } Replied/Other

This page may be copied to include additional Tribes/NHOs contacted.
Tribal/NHO Involvement Attachments may be required — See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620
Septemnber 2008 - Fage §



Tribal/NHO Invoivement

1} Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may attach religious and culturg { X yYes ( ) No

significance to historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual effects

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: 64203 MNumber of Tribes/NHOs: 6

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system: Number of Tribes/NHOs:
None

None

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS

3} Tribe/MHO FRN:

4) Tribe/NHO Name:
Kialegee Tribal Town

Contact Name

5) First Name: Jennie G) Mt: 7y Last Name: | jllard

8) Suffc

9) Title: MEKKO and Acting Tribal Administrator

Dates & Response

10) Daie Contacted > /29 / 10 11) Date Replied ! /

( ) NoReply
{ } Replied/No Interest
( } Replied/Have Interest

( ) Replied/Other

This page may be copied to inciude additional Tribes/MHOs contacted.
Tribal/NHO invoivement Attachments may be required - See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620

September 2008 - Page §



Tribal/NHO Involvement

1) Have Indian Tribes ar Native Hawailan Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may aftach religicus and ctlturg ¢ X )Yes ¢ ) Ne
significance te historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual effects = =

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Netification Number: 64203 Number of Tribes/NHOs: 6

2b) Tribes/NHOs centacted through an alternate system: Number of Tribes/NHOs: None

Nape

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS
3) Tribe/NHO FRN:

4} Tribe/NHO Name:
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians

Contact Name

5) First Name: Kenneth 6) Ml: H 7) Last Name: Carleton 8) Suffix:

9) Title: THPO

Dates & Response

10} Date Ceonlacled Lf_%i}i 11)Date Replied /¢
{ X} No Reply

{ ) Replied/No interest

( ) Replied/Have Interest

( ) Replied/Cther

This page may be copied to include additional Tribes/MHOs contacted.
Tribal/NHO Involvement Attachments may be required — See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620
September 2008 - Page §



Trikal/NHO Involvement

1) Have Indian Tribes cor Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHCOs} been identified that may aitach religicus and culturg ( X )Yes ( ) No
significance |o historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visual effects - =
2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: 64203 Number of Tribes/NHOs: 6
2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate syslem: Number of Tribes/NHGs: None
None
Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS
3) Tribe/NHO FRN:
4) Tribe/NHO Name:
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Contact Name
5) First Name: Jennifer &) Mi: L 7) Last Name: Pietarila 8) Suffix;
9) Tite: Archaeological Data Analyst
Dates & Response
10) Date Contacted 5 /29 / 10 11} Date Replied ! /
{ X ) NoReply
( ) Replied/No interesi
{ ) Replied/Have Interest
( ) Replied/Other

This page may be copled to include additional Tribes/NHOs contacied.
Tribal/NHO Invelvement Attachments may be required ~ See instructiens for details.

FCC Form 6820

September 2008 ~ Fage 5



Tribal/MHO Involvement

1} Have Indian Tribas or Native Hawsaiian Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may attach religious and cuifurg

x
significance to historic properties which may be affecied by the undertaking within tha APEs for direct and visual effects ( 1 Yes { ) Mo
2 Tri N . 64203 ) ; . B
a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: Number of Tribes/NHOs:
2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system: Number of Tribes/NHOs: None
None

Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCNS

3} Tribe/NHO FRN:

4) Tribe/NHO Name:

Tunica-Biloxi Indians of touisiana

Contact Name

5) First Name: Ear| B) Mi. J 7) Last Name: Barhry 8} Suffix: Jr.

3) Title: THPO

Dates & Response

5 ,29 ,10

10) Date Contacled 1) Date Replied __ /  {
{ %) NoReply

| ) Replied/No Interesl

{ ) Replied/Have Interesi

{ ) Replied/Other

This page may be copied to include additional Tribes/NHOs contacted.
Tribal/NHO Involvemnent Attachmenis may be required — See instructions for detaiis.

FCC Form G20
September 2008 ~ Page 5



Other Tribes/NHOs Contacted

Tritrte/NHO Information

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN): None

2) Name:
None

Contact Name

3) First Name: 4} Ml

5} Last Name: 6) Suffix:

7) Title:

Contact Information

And

8) P.O. Bex: or

9} Street Address:

10) Gity:

11) State: 12) Zip Code:

13) Telephane Number: { )

14) Fax Number: ( )

15) E-maif Address:

18) Preferred means of communicalion:
( } E-mail
( ) Letter

(  jBeth

Dates & Response

17) Date Contacted _ / /
( } No Reply

{ } Replied/No Interest

{ ) Replied/Have Inferest

{ ) Repliad/Other

18) Date Replied / !

This page may be copied to inciude additional Tribes/NHOs.

FCC Form 620
September 2008 ~ Page &



Historic Properties
Properties Identified

1) Have any historic properties been idenlified within the APESs for direct and visual effect?

or religious significance to Tribes/NHQs?

2) Has the identificalicn process located archaeclogical malerials that would be directly affected, or sites that are of culiura

3) Are there more than 1C histeric properties within the APEs for direci and visual effect?

if *Yes”, you are required to attach a Cultural Rescurces Reporl in lieu of adding the Historic Property below.

Historic Property

4) Property Name:

) SHPO Site Number:

Property Address

B) Street Address:

7} City: &) State:

9) Zip Code:

10) County/Borough/Parish:

Status & Etigibility

11} Is this property lisled on the National Register?

Source:

12) Is this property eligible for listing on the Naticnal Register?

Source:

{ )Yes ( )No

13) Is 1his property a National Historic Landmark?

( J¥es (Mo

14} Direct Effects (Select One):
{ } No Effect on this Historic Property in APE
( } No Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE

{ } Adverse Effecl on this Historic Property in APE

18) Visua! Effects (Select Cne):
{ } No Effect on this Historic Property in APE
{ } No Adverse Effect cn lhis Historic Property in APE

({ ) Adverse Effect on this Hisloric Property in APE

This page may be copied to include additional Historic Properties.
Historic Property Attachments required - See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620
September 2608 - Page 7



Local Government Invoivement

Local Government Agency

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN):

2) Mame;
Grenada County Beard of Supervisars

Contact Name

3) First Name: Chad 4) Ml 5) Last Name: Gray

6) Suffix:

7) Tite: President

Contact iInformation

And

8)FP.0 Box: 1208 iOr

9) Street Address:

10} City: Grenada 11) State: MS

12) Zip Code: 38902-1208

13) Telephone Number: { ) 14) Fax Numbez: { )]

15) E-maif Address:

18) Prefered means of communication:

{ ) E-mail
{ X )Letter
{ )Both

Dates & Response

17) Date Contacted 6 .’29 /10

18)Date Replled /[
{ ¥ ) No Repiy

{ } Replied/No [nierest

{ } Replied/Have Interest

{ } Replied/Other

Additional Information

19) information on iocal government's role or interest (optional):

This page may be copied to include additional local government agencies.
Local Government Attachments required - See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620
September 2008 - Page 8



Other Consulting Parties
Other Consulting Parties Contacted

1) Has any cther agency been contacted and invited to become a consulting parly? ( y¥es { X )Mo

Consulting Party

2) FCC Registration Number (FRN):

3} Mame:

Contact Name

4) Firs{ Name: 5) Ml 6) Last Name: 7) Suffix:

B) Tille:

Contaet information
=S

And

8 P.O Box: 1or

10) Street Address:

11) City: 12} State: 13) Zip Code;

14) Telephaone Number:; { } 15) Fax Number: { )

16) E-maii Address:

17} Preferred means of communication:
{ ) E~-mail
( } Lefter

{ )Bofh

Dates & Response

18)Date Contacted _ /4 19)DaleReplied __ /[
{ ) No Reply

{ } RepliediNo Interest

{ ) Replied/Have Interest

( ) Replied/Other

Additional Information

20} Information on olher consulting parties’ role or interest {optional):

This page may be copied to inctude additional consulting parties.
Consulting Parties Atfachments required - See instructions for details.

FCC Form 620
September 2003 - Page 9



Besignation of SHPO/THPO

1) Designate the Lead Stale Historic Preservation Officer {SHPO) or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) based on the location of the {ower.

SHPOITHPO
Mr. H.T. Holmes, Mississippi Department of Archives and History

Name:

2) You may also designate up fo three additional SHPOs/THPOs if the APEs include multiple states. if the APEs include other countries, enter the name of the
National Historic Praservation Agency and any state and provincial Historic Preservation Agency.

SHPO/THPO Name:

SHPO/THPO Name:

SHPO/THP G Name:

Designation of SHPO/THPO Attachments may be required — See instructions for details.

Certification

! certify thal all representations on this FCC Form 628 Submission Packet and the accompanying attachments are true, correct, and complete.

Party Authorized to Sign MRS Consultants, LLC. Principal Investigator

First Name: Beth Mi: A Last Name: Ryba Suffix: Ms.

Signature: _— T Date: 06 16 10
b= L i /

FAILURE TO SIGN THIS APPLICATION MAY RESULT IN DISMISSAL OF THE APPLICATION AND FORFEITURE OF ANY FEES PAID.

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE ANDIOR IMPRISOMMENT (U.5.
Code, Title 18, Section 1001) ANDJOR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT (U.5. Code, Title 47, Section
312(a)(4)), AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.5. Code, Title 47, Section 503},

FCC Form 620
September 20603 - Page 10



ATTACHMENT 1§
Vitae are On File



Attachment 3. Tribal and NHO Involvement

Initial notification to Native American tribes/organizations was submitted through the
FCC Tower Construction Notification System (TCNS). See the attached TCNS list for
details, ,

Attachment 4, Local Government

Correspondence was submitted to the local government agency with jurisdiction over the
project area for comment regarding potential impacts to historical or cultural sites by the
proposed action. See the attached correspondence for more information.

Attachment 5. Public Invelvement

A notice requesting comment regarding potential impacts to historical or archaeological
properties by the proposed action was published. Please see the attached information for
details regarding the public notice.

Attachment 6. Additional Consulting Parties (Where Applicable)

Correspondence was submitted to additional consulting parties for comment regarding
potential impacts to historical or cultural sites by the proposed action. See the attached
correspondence for more information. (Please note that no correspondence is included
where additional consulting parties were not identified for a project.)



ATTACHMENT 2
ATTACHMENT 7
ATTACHMENT 8
ATTACHMENT 9
ATTACHMENT 10
ATTACHMENT 11
ATTACHMENT 12

See Accompanying Cultural Resource Report



Henry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov

Sent: Saturday, May 29, 2010 5:21 PM

To: towerinfo@enveiv.com

Subject: Proposed Tower Structure info - Email 1D #2499823

Dear Henry A Fisher,

Thank you for submitting a notification regarding your proposed construction via the Tower
Construction Notification System. Note that the system has assigned a unigue Notification ID
number for this proposed construction. You will need to reference this Notification ID number
when you update your project’s Status with us. :

Below are the details you provided for the construction you have proposed:
Notification Received: ©5/28/2618

Notification ID: 64283

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippi/State of Mississippi
Consultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.S. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State: ALABAMA

Zip Code: 35128

Phone: 285-625-3868

Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: GTOWER - Guyed Tower

Latitude: 33 deg 52 min 1.2 sec N

Longitude: 89 deg 36 min 31.5 sec W

Location Description: 428 CR 257

City: Coffeeville

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: GRENADA

Ground Elevation: 88.8 meters

Support Structure:; 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 241.2 meters above mean sea level



[ 4z0%  Tol

Henry Fisher

From: towernctifyinfo@fcc.gov

Sent: Friday, June 04, 2010 2:01 AM

To: towerinfo@envciv.com

Ce: kim.pristello@fcc.gov; diane.dupert@fcc.gov

Subject: NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION(S) WHICH WERE SENT PROPOSED TOWER

CONSTRUCTION NOTIFICATION INFORMATION - Email |D #2500641

Dear Sir or Madam:

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower Construction
Motification System (TCNS). The purpose of this electronic mail message is to inform you that
the following authorized persons were sent the information you provided through TCNS, which
relates to your proposed antenna structure. The information was forwarded by the FCC to
authorized TCNS users by electronic mail and/or regular mail (letter).

Persons who have received the information that you provided include leaders or their
designees of federally-recognized American Indian Tribes, including Alaska Native villages
(collectively "Tribes”), Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs), and State Historic
Preservation Officers (SHPOs). For your convenience in identifying the referenced Tribes and
in making further contacts, the City and State of the Seat of Government for each Tribe and
NHC, as well as the designated contact person, is included in the listing below. We note that
Tribes may have Section 1@6 cultural interests in ancestral homelands or other locations that
are far removed from their current Seat of Government. Pursuant to the Commission’s rules as
set forth in the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPA),
all Tribes and NHOs listed below must be afforded a reasonable opportunity to respond to this
notification, consistent with the procedures set forth below, unless the proposed
construction falls within an exclusion designated by the Tribe or NHO. (NPA, Section IV.F.4).

The information you provided was forwarded to the following Tribes and NHOs who have set
their geographic preferences on TCNS. If the information you provided relates to a proposed
antenna structure in the State of Alaska, the following list also includes Tribes located in
the State of Alaska that have not specified their geographic preferences. For these Tribes
and NHOs, if the Tribe or NHO does not respond within a reasonable time, you should make a
reasonable effort at follow-up contact, unless the Tribe or NHO has agreed to different
procedures (NPA, Section IV.F.5). In the event such a Tribe or NHO does not respond to a
follow-up inquiry, or if a substantive or procedural disagreement arises between you and a
Tribe or NHO, you must seek guidance from the Commission (NPA, Section IV.G). These
procedures are further set forth in the FCC's Declaratory Ruling released on October 6, 2805
(FCC 85-176).

1. Historic Preservation Officer Bryant J CelestineéfiAlabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas -
Livingston, TX - electronic mail

Details: Please consider this notification as our interest for consultation regarding your
proposal. The Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas requests an administrative fee of $300.60 for
our services including internal file searches, elder consultations, and if necessary, travel
expenses for @ site visit to complete our determination regarding your proposal. TAKE NOTE of
the following procedures as this will assist our efforts to provide your firm with the most
efficient process in returning our determinations:

1. Submit your Form 628 or 621 by email to celestine.bryant@actribe.org. Each submission is
logged and within 18 days of receipt, an invoice will be returned to the email account we

16



receive your supplemental information. IF YOU HAVE NOT RECEIVED THIS BY 15DAYS, PLEASE
INQUIRE.

2. INCLUDE your invoice number on your payment and submit according to the Invoice
instructions. We cannot track your payment by project number so please do not submit without
an invoice number.

3. Within 26 days of your original submission, you will receive an email response from our
Office relating to our determinations for your proposal. This may occur despite a delay in
fee payment. If you have not received our determination within 25 days, PLEASE INQUIRE.

4, IN THE EVENT OF AN QUTSTANDING BALANCE, a detailed invoice will be submitted in place of
our determination. In this manner, your Section 166 obligations withour Tribe ARE NOT
complete until we have forwarded our written response indicating our determination.

5. If the applicant/tower builder decides to withdraw a proposal, please advise our office as
soon as possible to avoid an outstanding balance in the future and any unnecessary research
by our office.

Thank you, Bryant J. Celestine - Historic Preservation Officer
/7

2. THPO Kenneth H Carleton - Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians - Choctaw, M5 - electronic
mail

Details: Please send all information via e-mail (and only via e-mail - no paper copies
please) to: choctawhp@gmail.com (9 meg attachment limit)

The Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians wishes to see full information packets for all towers
within the designated areas for consultation.

Form 628, if it includes the a full text of the cultural resource survey with maps, is
adequate for our needs. If your 628 does not include the text of the cultural resource
survey, then attach it seperately.

Please include the tower identification (TCNS#, name, and any other informaticn that may help
us identify this site) and the county and state where the facility is proposed in the subject
line.

If the applicant/tower builder receives no response from the Mississippi Band of Choctaw
Indians within 3@ days AFTER YQU HAVE E-MAILED THE AFOREMENTIONED INFORMATION TO US (begin
counting the 38 day period AFTER the e-mail with all of the information has been sent), then
the Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians has no interestin participating in pre-construction
review for the proposed site. The Applicant/tower builder, however, must immediately notify
the Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians in the event archaeological properties or human
remains are discovered during construction, consistent with Section IX of the Nationwide
Programmatic Agreement and applicable law.

-
+

3. Archaeoclogical Data Analyst Jennifer L Pietarila - Seminole Tribe of Florida - Clewiston,
FL - electronic mail

Details: The Semincle Tribe of Florida Tribal Historic Preservation Office requests that all
correspondence be conducted via email and email attachments. We alsc would like to reguest a
Form 628 or 621 be provided for every cell tower submitted to us for review. Should you have
any guestions, please feel free to contact me at jenniferpietarila@semtribe.com or 863-983-

6549 Ext. 12217. Thank you.

17
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4. Director of Cultural Resourdes & THPO Terry D Cole - Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma - Durant,
OK - electronic mail and regular mail

Details: The Applicant may conclude that the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has no interest in a
site if there is existing disturbance wherein the depth of the previous disturbance exceeds
the proposed construction depth (excluding footing and other anchoring mechanisms) by at
least 2 feet (Applying VI - D(2)(c)(i) of the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement cencerning
Field Surveys; 'In the Matter of Nationwide Programmatic Agreement Regarding the Section 106
National Historic Preservation Act Review Process,’ Report and Order, 28 FCC Rcd. 1673, WT
Docket No. ©3-128, October 5, 2684).

Furthermore, the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma does not have an interest in a Tower that will be
constructed on an existing structure, developed land, or within city limits. However, any of
the above mentioned criteria should be communicated to us if not evident in the initial
Notification Details. For all other towers, we request a signed field survey report that
meets the Federal guidelines set forth by the Department of the Interiorand a site location
map along with pictures for each project.

Additionally, the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has informed FCC Staff that if the Applicant
does not receive a response from the Tribe within 3@ days of a TCNS notification, then the
Applicant SHOULD MAKE A GOOD FAITH EFFORT WITH A FOLLOW-UP PHONE CALL to make sure that the
tribe is aware of the proposed tower project. However, should construction expose buried
archaeological or building materials such as chipped stone, tools, pottery, bone,historical
crockery, glass or metal items, this office should be contacted immediately @ 1-886-522-6170
ext. 2137. [n.b. Please reference the TCNS number in all communications that follow the
initial notification.]

I

f ,f"f

F

5. MEKKO and Acting Tﬁ%bal Administrator Jennie Lillard - Kialegee Tribal Town - Wetumka, OK
- regular mail

Details: If the Applicant receives no response from the Kialegee Tribal Town within 38 days
after notification through TCNS, the Kialegee Tribal Town has no interest in participating in
pre-construction review for the site. The Applicant, however, must immediately nctify the
Kialegee Tribal Town in the event archaeological properties or human remains are discovered
during construction.

&
L;g.

6. THPO Earl 3 Barbry Jr - Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana - Marksville, LA - regular mail

The information you provided was also forwarded to the additional Tribes and NHOs listed
below. These Tribes and NHOs have NOT set their geographic preferences on TCNS, and therefore
they are currently receiving tower notifications for the entire United States. For these
Tribes and NHOs, you are required to use reasonable and good faith efforts to determine if
the Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that
may be affected by its proposed undertaking. Such efforts may include, but are not limited
to, seeking information from the relevant SHPO or THPO, Indian Tribes, state agencies, the
U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, or, where applicable, any federal agency with land holdings
within the state (NPA, Section IV.B). If after such reasonable and good faith efforts, you
determine that a Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic
properties in the area and the Tribe or NHO does not respond to TCNS notification within a
reasonable time, you should make a reasonable effort to follow up, and must seek guidance
from the Commission in the event of continued non-response or in the event of a procedural or
substantive disagreement. If you determine that the Tribe or NHO is unlikely to attach
religious and cultural significance to historic properties within the area, you do not need

18



to take further action unless the Tribe or NHO indicates an interest in the proposed
construction or other evidence of potential interest comes to your attention.

None

The information you provided was also forwarded to the following SHPOs in the State in which
you propose to construct and neighboring States. The information was provided to these SHPOs
as a courtesy for their information and planning. You need make no effort at this time to
follow up with any SHPO that does not respond to this notification. Prior to construction,
you must provide the SHPO of the State in which you propose to construct (or the Tribal
Historic Preservation Officer, if the project will be located on certain Tribal lands}, with
a Submission Packet pursuant to Section VII.A of the NPA.

7. SHPO Lee Warner - Alabama Historical Commission - Montgomery, AL - electronic mail

8. Deputy SHPO Elizabeth Ann Brown - Alabama Historical Commission - Montgomery, AL -
electronic mail

9. SHPQ Cathie Matthews - Department of Arkansas Heritage - Little Rock, AR - electronic mail

1@. Deputy SHPO Ken Grunewald - Department of Arkansas Heritage - Little Rock, AR -
electronic mail

11. SHPO Elbert Hilliard - Mississippi Dept of Archives & History - Jackson, MS - regular
mail

12. Deputy SHPO Kenneth H P'Poocl - Division of Historic Preservation - Jackson, MS -
electronic mail

If you are proposing to construct a facility in the State of Alaska, you should contact
Commission staff for guidance regarding your obligations in the event that Tribes do not
respond to this notification within a reasonable time.

Please be advised that the FCC cannot guarantee that the contact{s) listed above opened and
reviewed an electronic or regular mail notification. The following information relating to
the proposed tower was forwarded to the person(s) listed above:

Notification Received: 85/29/281@

Notification ID: 64203

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippi/State of Mississippi
Consultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.S. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State: ALABAMA

19



Zip Code: 35128
Phone: 285-629-3868
Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: GTOWER - Guyed Tower

Latitude: 33 deg 52 min 1.2 sec N

Longitude: B9 deg 36 min 31.5 sec W

Location Description: 428 CR 257

City: Coffeeville

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: GRENADA

Ground Elevation: 88.8 meters

Support Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 241.2 meters above mean sea level

If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice, please contact the FCC using the
electronic mail form located on the FCC's website at:

http://wireless.fcc.gov/outreach/notification/contact-fcc.html.
You may also call the FCC Support Center at (877) 488-3201 (TTY 717-338-2824). Hours are
from 8 a.m. to 7:89 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday through Friday (except Federal holidays). To

provide guality service and ensure security, all telephone calls are recorded.

Thank you,
Federal Communications Commission
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VIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

June 29, 2010

Mr. Chad Gray, President

Grepada County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Box 1208

Grenada, Mississippi 38902-1208

Subject:
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Greaada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEGLPL012

Dear Mr. Gray:

Pursuant to the requirements of the March 2005 Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission {NPA) and Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) we are requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of
Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency regarding impact to historical or cultural sites listed on, or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) by construction of a wireless communications
tower in Grenada County, Mississippi.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.53-minute Topographic Quadrangie “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest % of the northwest !4 of Section 18,
Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52° 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36
31.515” west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements, and
a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Cauider Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922. The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of construction
of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of
support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. 1 have included the portion of the
USGS topographic map depicting the proposed site location for your review.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEOIP1012) in correspondence regarding this site. Please provide
comment within thirty days of the date of this letter. Thank you for your time and assistance and we look forward to your
response, Please call me at (205) 629-3868 or email me at hfisher@envciv.com if you have any questions or comments.
You can also send a response to us via facsimile at {(877) §47-3060.

Sincerely,

Emﬁ %f}//f{, ENGINEERS, INC.

}feuyy A, Fiﬁer P.E.

Principal Engineer

Attachments:  Site Location Map

Phone: (205) 629-3868 + Fax: (877) 847-3060
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 26, 2010

Mr. him Woodrick
Mississippi Department of Archives and History
Charlotte Capers Archives and History Building
100 South State St.
Jackson, MS 39201

Subject:
Section 106 Review
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEG1P1012

Dear Mr. Woodrick:

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is requesting a Section 106 review, on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State
of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA} for the above referenced site.
Enclosed you will find a copy of the completed FCC Form 620 for the project site, including all attachments.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSE0T1P1012) in correspondence regarding this site. If you have
any questions or need additional information, please contact me at (205) 629-3868.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

i A
P 3
VSR

T

He v A. Fisher, P.E.
Principal Engineer

Enc. FCC Form 620

Phone: (205) 629-3868 - Fax: (877) 847-3060
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Ship Date: 26AUG10
ActWot 1.0LB
CAD: 4760346/INET 3060

From:  Origin [D: GZCA (209) 6293868
HENRY FISHER

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC
11578 U8, Highway 411

Delivery Address Bar Code

LU

Ddenville, AL 33120

U2 OGE0SERS

SHIPTO:  (501) 350-6640 BILL SENDER Ref#  JSEOIP1012
Mr. Jim Woodrick Invoice #
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JACKSON, MS 39201
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After printing this label:
1. Use the ‘Print’ buiton on this page to print your label to your laser or inkjet printer.

2. Fold the printed page along the horizontal line.
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Warning: Use only the printed original labsl for shipping. Using a photocosy of this labe! for shipping purposes is frauduient and could
resuit in additional hilling charges, along with the canceliation of your FedEx account number.
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you declare a higher value, pay an additicnal charge, document your aclizal loss and file a timely claim.Limitations found in the current FedEx Service
Guide apply. Your fight to recover from FedEx for any foss, including intrinsic valueof the package, foss of sales, income interest, profit, atterney's fees,
costs, and other forms of damage whether direct, incldental,consequential, or special is limited to the greaier of $100 or the authorized declared value.
Recovery cannoi exceed actual documented loss.baximum for items of extracrdinary vaiue is $500, e.g. jewelry, precious metals, negotiable
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Cheryl Johnson

From:
Sent:
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Friday, August 27, 2010 9:48 AM
To: ciohnson@envciv.com

Subject: FedEx Shipment 783857685746 Delivered
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MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT

of ARCHIVES AND HISTORY

NDAH

September 10, 2010

Henry A. Fisher, P.E.
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, Alabama 35120

PO Box 571, Jackson, MS 39205-0571
601-576-6850 + Fax 601-576-6975
mdah.scate.ms.us

H.T. Hobmes, Director

Environmental Engineers Inc.

SEP 172010

RECEIVED

RE: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower, Coffeeville
(EE Project No. JSE01P1012), MDAH Project Log #08-207-10 (Report

#10-0649), Grenada County

Dear Henry:

We have reviewed your August 26, 2010, cultural resources assessment request and
June 16, 2010, cultural resources survey report by Beth Ryba, Principal Investigator,
received on August 27, 2010, for the above referenced undertaking, pursuant to our
responsibilities under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR
Part 800. After reviewing the information provided, we concur that no cultural resources
listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places will be directed
or visually affected. Therefore, we have no reservations with the undertaking.

There remains the possibility that unrecorded cultural resources may be encountered
during the project. Should this occur, we would appreciate your contacting this office
immediately in order that we may offer appropriate comments under 36 CFR 800.13.

Please provide a copy of this letter to Ms. Ryba. If you need further information, please
let me know. Please note: As of September 1, 2010, | am no longer serving as the
Review and Compliance Officer for MDAH. Please direct all future correspondence to
the attention of Greg Williamson at the same address.

Sincerely,

-

e
Jim Woodrick

Acting Director
Historic Preservation Division

FOR: H.T. Holmes
State Historic Preservation Officer
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Henry Fisher

From: Henry Fisher [hfisher@enveiv.com]

Senf: Thursday, August 28, 2010 12:57 PM

To: ‘Bryant J. Celestine’

Subject: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203
Attachments: FCC Form 820 Proposed MSWIN 30212 Grenada Lake Tower TCNS 64203.pdf

Mr. Bryant Celestine
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas

Subject:
TCNS 64203
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Cofieeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQLIP1012

Dear Mr. Celestine:

| am reqguesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on May 29, 2010 {TCNS ID # 64203).

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1883. The site is located in the northwest % of the northwest ¥ of Section 18,
Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52" 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36’
31.515" west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,
and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Cauider Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922. The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. | have attached the
FCC Form 620 prepared for this project by MRS Consultants, LLC and Environmental Engineers, inc.

Environmental Engineers, inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project numbker {(JSEG1P1012) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you far your
time and assistance and | look forward to your response. Please call us at (205) 622-3868 or email me at
hfisher@envciv.com if you have any questions or comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877)
847-3060.

Sincerely,

Henry A. Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Qdenville, Alabama 35120
Tel (205) 629-3868

Fax (877) 847-3060



Henry Fisher

From: Bryant J, Celestine jcelestine.bryant@actribe.org]

Sent; Thursday, September 23, 2810 2:58 PM

To: ‘Henry Fisher'

Subject: RE: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203

Dear Mr. Fisher:

On behalf of Mikko Oscola Clayton Sylestine and the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, our appreciation is expressed on your
efforts to consult us regarding TCNS #54203 in Grenada County.

Our Tribe maintains ancestral associations within the state of Mississippi despite the absence of written documentation to
completely identify Triba!l activities, villages, trails, or burial sites. However, it is our objective to ensure significances of
Native American ancestiry, especially of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, are administered with the utmost considerations.

Upon review of your August 26, 2010 submission, no impacts to religious, culturat, or historical assets of the Alabama-
Coushatta Tribe of Texas will occur as the site has experienced extensive disturbances. Existing indications of the
Alabama Tribe's presence probably have been eradicated through previous activities. While unlikely, the inadvertent
discovery of human remains and/or archaeological artifacts warrants a cease of activity in proximity to the location and
appropriate authorities, including this office, notified without delay for additional consultation.

Should you reguire further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact us.
Sincerely,

Bryant J. Celestine

Historic Preservation Officer
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
571 State Park Rd 56

Livingston, Texas 77351

0936 - 563 - 1181
celestine.bryant@actribe.org




Henry Fisher

From: Henry Fisher [hfisher@envciv.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 12:58 PM

To: '‘Caren Johnson'

Subject: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenadz Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203
Attachments: FCC Form 620 Froposed MSWIN 30212 Grenada Lake Tower TCNS 84203.pdf

Mr. Terry Cole
-Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

Subject:
TCNS 64203
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQIP1012

Dear Mr. Cole:

b am requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency {(FEMA) regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on May 29, 2010 (TCNS ID # 64203).

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983, The site is located in the northwest % of the northwest % of Section 18,
Township 23 Narth, Range 7 Fast, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52’ 1.155” north and longitude 83° 36
31.515" west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,
and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922, The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. | have attached the
FCC Form 620 prepared for this project by MRS Consultants, LLC and Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. FPlease reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project numhber (JSE01P1012} in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance and | look forward to your response. Please call us at {205) 629-3868 or email me at
hfisher@envciv.com if you have any questions or comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877)
847-3060.

Sincerely,

Henry A. Fisher

+ Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, Alabama 35120
Tel (205) 623-3868

Fax (877) 847-3060



* Henry Fisher

From: Caren Johnson [cjohnson@choctawnation.com]

Sent; Friday, August 27, 2010 8:13 AM

To: Henry Fisher

Subject: RE: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203

August 27, 2010

Mir. Henry Fisher:

The Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has reviewed cell tower(s) FCC # 64203 and based on the information provided to the
best of our knowledge it will have no adverse effect on any historic properties in the project’s area of potentia! effect.
However, should construction expose buried archaeological or building materials such as chipped stone, tools, potiery,
bone, historic crockery, glass or metal items, or should it uncover evidence of buried historic building materials such as
rock foundations, brick, or hand poured concrete, this office should be contacted immediately @ 1-800-522-6170 ext.
2137.

Sincerely,

Caren Jofinson

Adwinistrative Assistant
Choctasw Nation of Oklahoma
P O Box 1210

Durvant, OK 74702-1210
7-380-924-8280 Ext. 2133
Fax 1-380-820-3187

From: Henry Fisher [mailto:hfisher@envciv.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 12:58 PM

To: Caren Johnson

Subject: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203

Mr. Terry Cole
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

Subject:
TCNS 64203
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Leke Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmenta! Engineers, inc. Project No.: JSEQLIPLD12

Dear Mr. Cole:

! am requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on May 29, 2010 {TCNS ID # 64203).

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest % of the northwest % of Section 18,
Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52° 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36’

1



31.515” west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,

- and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922. The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. | have attached the
FCC Form 620 prepared for this preject by MRS Consultants, LLC and Environmentat Engineers, inc.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number [JSEQ1P1012) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance and | look forward to vour response. Please call us at (205} 629-3868 or email me at
hfisher@envciv.com if you have any guestions or comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877)
847-3060.

Sincerely,

Henry A. Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, Alabama 35120
Tel (205) 629-3868

Fax {(877) 847-30860




Henry Fisher

From: Henry Fisher [hfisher@envciv.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 12:58 PM

To: 'Carleton, Ken'; ‘choctawhp@gmail.com'

Subject: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203
Attachments: FCC Form 620 Proposed MSWIN 30212 Grenada Lake Tower TCNS §4203.pdf

Mr. Ken Carleton
Mississippi Band of Choctaw indians

Subject:
TCNS 64203
Froposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeevilfe, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, in¢, Project No.: ISEOLP1012

Dear Mr. Carleton:

i am requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on May 29, 2010 (TCNS |D # 64203).

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1583. The site is located in the northwest % of the northwest % of Section 18,
Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52° 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36’
31.515" west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,
and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922, The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. | have attached the
FCC Form 620 prepared for this project by MRS Consuttants, LLC and Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (ISEG1P1012} in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance and | look forward to your response. Please call us at (205) 629-3868 or email me at
hfisher@envciv.com if you have any questions or comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877)
847-3060.

Sincerely,

Henry A. Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
QOdenville, Alabarma 35120
Tel (205) 629-3868

Fax (877) 847-3060



Henry Fisher

From: Henry Fisher [hfisher@envciv.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 1:00 PM

Ta: ‘Jennifer Pietarila’

Subject: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203
Attachments: FCC Form 620 Proposed MSWIN 30212 Grenada Lake Tower TCNS 64203, pdf

Ms. Jennifer Pietarila
Seminole Tribe of Florida

Subject:
TCNS 64203
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEO1P1012

Dear Ms. Pietarila:

| am requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency {FEMA} regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on May 29, 2010 {TCNS ID # 64203).

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest ¥ of the northwest % of Section 18,
Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52' 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36’
31.515" west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,
and a proposed access road focated off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922, The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support eqguipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. | have attached the
FCC Form 620 prepared for this project by MRS Consultants, LLC and &nvironmental Engineers, Inc.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEQ1P1012) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance and | look forward to your response. Please call us at (205) 629-3868 or email me at
hfisher@envciv.com if you have any questions or comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimiie at (877)
847-3060.

Sincerely,

Henry A, Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, Alabama 35120
Tet {205) 629-3868

Fax (877) 847-3060



AH(enry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov

Sent: Friday, August 27, 2010 8:51 AM

To: towerinfo@envciv.com

Cec: tens.feccarchive@fcc.gov; jenniferpietarila@semtribe.com

Subject: Reply to Proposed Tower Structure (Notification 1D: 64203} - Emait 1D #2577387

Dear Henry A Fisher,

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) Tower Construction
Notification System (TCNS). The purpose of this email is to inform you that an authorized
user of the TCMS has replied to a proposed tower construction notification that you had
submitted through the TCNS.

The following message has been sent to you from Archaeological Data Analyst Jennifer L
Pietarila of the Seminole Tribe of Florida in reference to Notification ID #64283:

To Whom It May Concern,

The Seminole Tribe of Florida Tribal Historic Preservation Office {STOF-THPO) has received
your email correspondence concerning the aforementioned project. The STOF-THPO concurs with
your findings of “no historic properties”. However, the STOF-THPO would like to be informed
should any archaeological and/or historic resources be discovered inadvertently during the
construction process. We thank you for the opportunity to review the information that has
been sent to date regarding this project.

We look faorward to working with you in the future.

Sincerely,
W.S. Steele,
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

For your convenience, the information you submitted for this notification is detailed below.

Notification Received: ©5/29/2812

Notification ID: 64203

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippi/State of Mississippi
Consultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.S. Highway 411

City:; Odenville

State: ALABAMA

Zip Code: 3512@

Phone: 285-629-3868

Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: GTOWER - Guyed Tower
Latitude: 33 deg 52 min 1.2 sec N
Longitude: 8% deg 36 min 31.5 sec W
Location Description: 428 CR 257
City: Coffeeville

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: GRENADA



Ground Elevation: B&.8 meters

Support Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 152.4 meters above ground level
Overail Helght AMSL: 241.2 meters above mean sea level



Henry Fisher

From: Ear| Barbry, Jr. [earfi@tunica.org]
Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2003 5:51 M
To: Henry Fishar

Ca: - Niki Jeter

Subject: Re: HELP! - [ am stuck in FCC NPA]

Mr. Fisher,

Sorry about the deiay. | wouid like to be notified of the cell tower requests, etc. by emait. Also, should noc comments he
received from my department within the 30 day comment period, proceeding with the project can occur. | stand the same
as the other Tribes regarding immediate work stoppage and contacling this office should inadverient discovery occur,

Thank you for taking the fime io contact me and getting my input inte these matters. Let me know if this .e::pc:snse is
sufficient or if you need a letter on Tribal stationary mailed to you.

Should you need immediate assistance, and | am out of the office, speak to my Administrative Assistant. Ms. Amber [Niki}
Jeter - dial the number below and hit G to speak to her. .

Many thanks,
Earl J. Barbry, Jr., THPG

Tunica-Biloxi Tribs of Louisiana
318-253—0_213 ext. BBE1



Henry Fisher

From: Henry Fisher [hfisher@envciv.com)

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2010 12:55 PM

To: ‘earli@tunica.org’

Subject: Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower TCNS 64203

Mr. Earl Barbry
Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana

Subject:
TCNS 54203
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Enviranmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012

Dear Mr. Barbry:

[ am reguesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or culturat sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Grenada County, Mississippi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on May 29, 2010 {TCNS ID # 64203).

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest % of the northwest % of Section 18,
Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52’ 1.155” north and longitude 89° 3¢’
31.515” west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,
and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922. The site
consists of grassed tand, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with grave!.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number {JSE01P1012) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance. Based on the electronic mail that you sent to our office on May 3, 2005 it is my understanding that
we may assume that the Tunica-Biloxi indians of Louisiana concurs with the proposed project if we have not received a
comment from your office within 30 days of submittal of project information to your office via electronic mail. Please
call us at (205) 629-3868 or email me at hfisher@envciv.com if you have any questions or comments. You can also send
a response to us via facsimile at (877} 847-3060.

Sincerely,

Henry A, Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, Alabama 35120
Tal (205) 629-3868

Fax (877) 847-3060






ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 18, 2010

Mr. Slade Lindsay

Towers of Mississippi

State of Mississippi

31560 Blakely Way

Spanish Fort, Alabama 36532

Subject:
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012

Dear Mr. Lindsay:

Environmental Engineers, inc. has completed the requested Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for
the subject parcel. The enclosed report describes our study and presents our findings.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this assessment. If you have any
questions regarding this report or if we may be of further service to you, please contact us at (205) 629-3868.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

e &AL

Anne B. Gilbert, P.E.
Principal Engineer

Enc. Phase 1 ESA Report (3 copies)

Cc w enc. Mr. Taylor Robinson, Towers of Mississippi (electronic copy)
Ms. Nancy Lindsay, Towers of Mississippi (electronic copy)

Phone: (205) 629-3868 - Fax: (877) 847-3060



ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

PHASE 1 ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1012

Prepared for:
Towers of Mississippi
State of Mississippi
Spanish Fort, Alabama

August 18,2010

Prepared by:
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

A AL @C%«L

Anne B. Gilbert, P.E. Henry A. Fisher, P.E.
Principal Engineer Principal Engineer

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Mr. Taylor Robinson of Towers of Mississippi authorized a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
(ESA) for a lease portion of a larger parcel located off of County Road 257 in Coffeeville, Mississippi.
The Phase | study included the following services:

s a site reconnaissance to look for visual evidence of potential contamimation;

s evaluation of land uses on surrounding properties which may have affected the project site;
* ageneral reconnaissance within a one-mile radius of the project site;

e review of specific environmental regulatory listings;

e review of available aerial photographs and historical records;

o review of published literature concerning site area geology, soils, and hydrology; and

e preparation of this report.

The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,
and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257 in Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922. The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. An area of stained soil
approximately 1.5 feet in diameter was noted approximately 15 feet north of the southern guy anchor.
The area of stained soil appears to be a de minimus condition and does not represent a recognized
environmental condition with respect to the site. The area along the northern boundary of the parent
property containing the northwest and northeast guy anchors appears to have been cut two to three feet.
Piles of straw/hay were noted near the northwest and northeast guy anchors. Proposed activities
consist of construction of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound,
enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and
covering the compound with gravel.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. performed a Phase I Environmenial Site Assessment in conformance
with the scope and limitations of ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05 of the proposed MSWIN 30212
B Grenada Lake Communications Tower located off of County Road 257 in Coffeeville, Mississippi,
the property. This assessment has revealed no evidence of on- or off-site recognized environmental
conditions in connection with the property. Based on the results of this assessment, Environmental
Engineers, Inc. does not recommend further assessment of site soils or groundwater at this time.,

It should be noted that this section is only intended to represent a brief summary of our findings, and is
not a detailed account of all the information compiled in preparation of this report. The report should
be reviewed in its entirety prior to drawing any final conclusions as to potential environmental
conditions associated with the site.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE

The purpose of this environmental assessment is to investigate and identify recognized environmental
conditions associated with the site and/or surrounding property. Recognized environmental conditions,
as defined in the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Practice E1527-05,
include the following:

“The presence or likely presence of any Aazardous substances or petroleum products on a
property under conditions that indicate an existing release, a past release, or a material
threat of a release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products into strucfures on
the property or into the ground, groundwater, or surface water of the property. The term
includes hazardous substances or petroleum products even under conditions in
compliance with laws. The term is not intended to include de minimus conditions that
generally do not present a rnaterial risk of harm to public health or the environment and
that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the
attention of appropriate governmental agencies.”

1.2 CERTIFICATION

Environmental Engineers, Inc. declares that, to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we
meet the definition of Environmental Professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 CFR 312,
Environmental Engineers, Inc. has the specific qualifications based on education, training, and
experience to assess a property of the nature, history, and setting of the subject property. We have
developed and performed all the appropriate inquiries in conformance with the standards and practices
set forth in 40 CFR Part 312. We have included the qualifications for the Environmental Engineers,
Inc. personnel that participated in this assessment as Appendix A.

1.3 SITE LOCATION

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore
Springs, Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983. The site is located in the northwest ¥4 of the
northwest 4 of Section 18, Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude
339 527 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36° 31.515” west (Figure 1).

This site is referred to as the proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower and is
located off of County Road 257 in Coffeeville, Mississippi. The current property owners are listed by
the Grenada County Tax Assessor’s Office as Charles Melvin Liles and wife, Patricia Mae McComb
Liles, and the tax number for the parcel containing the site is 17418002.00.
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2.0 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENTS

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is unaware of any previous environmental assessments of the site.

3.0 CURRENT SITE CHARACTERISTICS

3.1 SITE DESCRIPTION AND OPERATIONS

The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements,
and a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville,
Mississippi 38922. The site consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the
southwest. The area along the northern boundary of the parent property containing the northwest and
northeast guy anchors appears to have been cut two to three feet. Piles of straw/hay were noted near
the northwest and northeast guy anchors. Proposed activities consist of construction of a 500-foot
guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement
of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel.

3.2 SITE RECONNAISSANCE

Environmental Engineers, Inc. conducted a site reconnaissance on June 2, 2010. The purpose of this
visit was to observe the property and adjacent properties for evidence of recogrized environmental
conditions, as stated in Section 1.1. Site photographs are included as Figures 2 through 6.

No evidence of aboveground or underground storage tanks (ASTs/USTs), drums, buckets,
transformers, stressed vegetation, pits, ponds, lagoons, or noxious odors were noted at the site. An
area of stained soil approximately 1.5 feet in diameter was noted approximately 15 feet north of the
southern guy anchor. The area of stained soil appears to be a de minimus condition and does not
represent a recognized environmental condition with respect to the site.

3.3 SITE UTILITIES

No utilities were observed on the site.

3.4 ADDITIONAL SITE INFORMATION
3.4.1 Hydrology

Based on topographic interpretation, surface water runoff from the site is expected to flow generally
southwest towards Bullpen Creek. Groundwater beneath the site is inferred to flow toward the
southwest and may be present at perhaps less than 20 feet below ground surface (bgs).
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3.4.2 Geology

According to the Mississippi Geological Survey, Geologic Map of Mississippi. dated 1969 and
reprinted 1985, the site is underlain by the Loess and brown loam mixed with Zilpha formation and
Winona formation. Loess and brown loam consists of grayish- to yellowish-brown massive silt and is
generally thicker than ten feet in this area. The Zilpha formation consists of chocolate-colored clay
containing some glauconitic sand and the Winona sand consists highly glauconitic sand, more or less
clayey.

3.4.3 Soils

Based on the USDA’s Soil Survev of Grenada County. Mississippi, issued April 1967, site soils are
classified as Providence-Loring complex, eight to 12 percent slopes, eroded. The well-drained
Providence soil is on the middle and lower parts of the slopes where the covering of loess is les than 48
inches thick. The surface layer is grayish-brown to brown, friable silt loam about three to five inches
thick. The subsoil consists of strong-brown to yellowish-red silty clay loam or silt loam. A fragipan
begins at a depth of 24 inches, is about one to three feet thick, and is underiain by y¢llowish-brown to
red loamy sand to sandy clay loam.

The well-drained Loring soil is on the upper parts of the slopes and the slightly broader ridgetops. In
these places the covering of loess is 48 inches thick or more. The surface layer is a grayish-brown to
brown, friable silt loam about three to five inches thick. The subsoil is strong-brown to dark-brown
silty clay loam or silt loam. A fragipan occurs at a depth of about 29 inches and extends to 48 inches
Or More.

It should be noted that information listed in Section 3.4 of this report is for the general area of the site,
and is not intended as a substitute for site-specific geotechnical and/or hydrological information.

4.0 CURRENT AREA CHARACTERISTICS

4.1 ADJACENT PROPERTIES

Properties adjacent to the site were observed to determine if there was any visible evidence of off-site
land uses that might adversely affect the site. The site is immediately surrounded by grassed fields,
wooded land, and a pond.

4.2 PROPERTIES WITHIN 1,000-FOOT RADIUS

Properties within a 1,000-foot radius of the site were observed to determine if there was any visible
evidence of off-site land uses that might adversely affect the site. The site is surrounded by grassed
land, woods, a pond, and agricultural fields. A residence is located farther west of the site.
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4.3 AREA UTILITIES
According to Mr. Charles Liles, current site owner, electrical service in the area of the site is provided

by Natchez Trace Electric Power Association, water is provided by Youngs Water and Power, and
telephone service is provided by AT&T,

4.4 AREA GEOLOGY AND HYDROLOGY

According to the Mississippi Geological Survey, Geologic Map of Mississippi, dated 1969 and
reprinted 1985, the area surrounding the site is underlain by the Loess and brown loam mixed with
Zilpha formation and Winona formation. Loess and brown loam consists of grayish- to yellowish-
brown massive silt and is generally thicker than ten feet in this area. The Zilpha formation consists of
chocolate-colored clay containing some glauconitic sand and the Winona sand consists highly
glauconitic sand, more or less clayey.

Based on topographic interpretation, surface water runoff and groundwater beneath the area
surrounding the site are expected to flow toward Bullpen Creek.

5.0 SITE HISTORY — 1933 TO PRESENT

5.1 PROPERTY OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Property ownership information was reviewed in an effort to determine past ownership of the site.
Property ownership information available at the Grenada County Courthouse in Grenada, Mississippi
is listed in the table below. It should be noted that this information does not constitute a formal chain-
of-title,

Property Ownership Information
Years of Ownership Property Owner
11/2/1998 — Present Charles Melvin Liles and wife, Patricia Mae
McComb Liles
1/30/1998 — 11/2/]1998 Jeffrey Lee Liles & wife, Angela Furr Liles
12/12/1973 — 1/30/1998 Charles Melvin Liles
12/28/1963 — 12/12/1973 David A. Liles
6/1/1962 — 12/28/1963 Charles Melvin Liles
Unknown - 6/1/1962 Calvin Green Liles
At least 10/1/1933 — Unknown R.C. Liles & wife, Ida Mae Liles

5.2 AERTAL PHOTOGRAPHS

Aerial photographs dated 1965, 1992, 1998, and 2009 including the subject site were examined. All
aerial photographs depict the site as being grassed or wooded and undeveloped. Copies of the aerial
photographs examined are included in Appendix B.
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5.3 SANBORN FIRE INSURANCE MAPS
The site is located outside the limits covered by Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps.
5.4 SITE INTERVIEWS

A telephone interview was conducted with Mr. Charles Liles, current site owner, regarding ownership
and past use of the site. Mr. Liles related that he had owned the property for approximately 30 years
and that the property had previously been owned by his grandfather. According to Mr. Liles the
property containing the site has previously been used for pasture and row crops. Mr. Liles said that he
had graded the property to remove erosion gullies and that the areas of straw on the property were from
round bales that he placed on the property to prevent erosion. Mr. Liles said that the property had not
been used for commercial or industrial purposes, and the property has not been used for dumping or
landfilling. Mr. Liles also related that a trailer-mounted diesel tank is located adjacent to the cabin
northwest of the site and that the tank has not been used for two to three vears. Mr. Liles said that
there had not been any leaks or spills from the diesel tank. Mr. Liles also said that a pond had
previously been Jocated on the site and that the pond had been filled with soil and possibly a few trees.
He said that no trash was included in the fill placed in the pond. He did not recall the exact location of
the former pond.

6.0 AREA HISTORY —1965 TO PRESENT

6.1 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS

Aerial photographs dated 1965, 1992, 1998, and 2009 including properties surrounding the site were
examined. The portions of the aerial photographs examined are included in Appendix B.

All aerial photographs depict properties surrounding the site as grassed, wooded, or ponds. The pond
located south of the site was not visible in the 1965 aerial photograph, and property north of the site
was not visible in the 1965 aerial photograph. Ponds were visible south and southeast of the site in the
1992 through 2009 aerial photographs.

6.2 SANBORN FIRE INSURANCE MAPS

The area surrounding the site is located outside the limits covered by Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps.

7.0 ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATORY INFORMATION

Federal and state environmental regulatory records were reviewed by Environmental Engineers, Inc. to
determine the environmental regulatory status of facilities identified within specific distances of the
subject site. The databases reviewed and search radii for each database are designated by the ASTM

Standard Practice E1527-05. FirstSearch Technology Corporation (FirstSearch) compiled this
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information (Appendix C). Descriptions of the acronyms used for each database are presented in the
FirstSearch report.

7.1 SITE ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATORY INFORMATION

The subject site is not listed on any existing federal or state environmental regulatory databases.
7.2 GEOCODED SITES

FirstSearch identified no facilities as being located within the search radii designated by ASTM.
7.3 NON-GEOCODED SITES

Due to inadequate address or other facility identifier information, FirstSearch could not plot some of
the facilities contained within the federal and state databases on a map. However, these facilities are
identified in the list of non-geocoded sites provided by FirstSearch. This summary was reviewed by
Environmental Engineers, Inc. to determine if any of the facilities on or surrounding the site was
included on this list. The review indicated the facilities listed as non-geocoded were located outside
the ASTM search distances of the site or were not topographically upgradient of the site.

7.4 REGULATORY INTERVIEWS

A telephone interview was conducted with Mr. George Frazier, Director the Grenada County
Emergency Management Agency (EMA) regarding hazardous material or other environmental
emergency responses in the area of the site. Mr. Frazier said he has been with the Grenada County
EMA for 27 years, was with the State Fire Academy three years prior to that time and was with the
Grenada County Fire Department for 11 years prior to that time. Mr. Frazier said he is not aware of
any hazardous material or other environmental emergency responses in the area of the site during that
time.

8.0 ASTM/AAT USER QUESTIONAIRE

According to the ASTM E1527-05/EPA All Appropriate Inquiry (AAI) Standard, in order to quality
for one of the Landowner Liability Protections (LLPs) offered by the Small Business Liability Relief
and Brownfields Revitalization Act of 2001 (the “Brownfields Amendments™), the user must provide
the following information (if available) to the environmental professional. Failure to provide this
information could result in a determination that “all appropriate inquiry” is not complete.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. contacted Mr. Taylor Robinson of Towers of Mississippi to provide the
required information. The ASTM/AALI user questionnaire and Mr. Robinson’s answers are summarized
in the following paragraphs.
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(1.) Environmental cleanup liens that are filed or recorded against the site (40 CFR 312.25).
Are you aware of any environmental cleanup liens against the property that are filed or recorded
under federal, tribal, state or local law?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of any such liens.

(2.) Activity and land use limitations that are in place on the site or that have been filed or
recorded in a registry (40 CFR 312.26).
Are you aware of any AULS, such as engineering controls, land use restrictions or institutional
conlrols that are in place at the site and/or have been filed or recorded in a registry under federal,
tribal, state or local law?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of any land use limitations at the site.

(3.) Specialized knowledge or experience of the person seeking to qualify for the LLP (40 CFR
312.28).
As the user of this ES4 do you have any specialized knowledge or experience related to the
property or nearby properties? For example, are you involved in the same line of business as the
current or former occupants of the property or an adjoining property so that you would have
specialized knowledge of the chemicals and processes used by this type of business?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he did not have specialized knowledge or experience related to the
property or nearby properties.

(4.) Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market value of the property if it were not
contaminated (40 CFR 312.29).
Does the purchase price being paid for this property reasonably reflect the fair market value of the
property? 1f you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered whether the lower
purchase price is because contamination is known or believed to be present at the property?

Mr. Robinson indicated that there was only a leasehold interest in the property, which is at fair
market value for the purposes they intend.

(5.) Commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property (40 CFR
312.30).
Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property
that would help the environmental professional to identify conditions indicative of releases or
threatened releases? For example, as user,

(a). Do you know the past users of the property?

Mr. Robinson stated that he was unaware of the past user of the property.
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{(b). Do you know of specific chemicals that are present or once were present at the property?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of specific chemicals formerly or currently
present on the property.

(c). Do you know of spills or other chemical releases that have taken place at the property?

Mr. Robinson indicated he was not aware of spills or other chemical releases on the
property.

(d). Do you know of any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the property?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was unaware if any environmental cleanup had occurred at
the site in the past.

(6.) The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the
property, and the ability to detect the contamination by appropriate investigation (40 CFR
312.31).

As the user of this ESA, based on your knowledge and experience related to the property are
there any obvious indicators that point to the presence or likely presence of contamination at the

property?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of any obvious indicators that point to the presence
or likely presence of contamination at the property.

9.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Environmental Engineers, Inc. performed a Phase [ Environmental Site Assessment in conformance
with the scope and limitations of ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05 of the proposed MSWIN 30212
B Grenada Lake Communications Tower located off of County Road 257 in Coffeeville, Mississippi,
the property. This assessment has revealed no evidence of on- or off-site recognized environmental
conditions in connection with the property. Based on the results of this assessment, Environmental
Engineers, Inc. does not recommend further assessment of site soils or groundwater at this time.

10.0 REFERENCES / INFORMATION SOURCES

Research and evaluation of the environmental conditions at the site and surrounding properties
included utilization of the following sources:

1. - Geologic information published by the United States Geological Survey and the Geological Survey
of Mississippi.
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2. USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangie “Gore Springs, Mississippi,” provisional edition dated
1983.

3. Soils information and an aerial photograph from the USDA’s Soil Survey of Grenada County,
Mississippi, issued April 1967.

4. Aerial photographs available at the USDA’s Farm Service Agency (FSA) office in Grenada,
Mississippi and Mapcard.com Internet website.

5. Telephone interview with George Frazier, Director the Grenada EMA, regarding hazardous
materials responses or other environmental emergency responses in the area of the site,

6. Review of environmental regulatory report for the site prepared by FirstSearch Technology
Corporation, having Project Number JSEQ1P1012 and dated June 1, 2010.

7. Telephone interview with Mr. Charles Liles, current site owner, regarding past history and use of
the site and local utility providers as well as past ownership of the property containing the site.

8. Review of AAI Questionnaire results provided by Mr. Taylor Robinson of Towers of Mississippi.

11.0 SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS

This Phase 1 ESA has been conducted in accordance with the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Site Assessment Process, designation E1527-05.

Historical and environmental information pertaining to the subject site has been included in this report
to the extent that such information is “publicly available” and “practically reviewable,” as defined in
the above-referenced standard practice manual, within reasonable time and monetary constraints.

Conclusions stated herein are based upon publicly available information and other documented
sources. Environmental Engineers, Inc. assumes no responsibility for inaccurate information that is
not otherwise obvious in light of information of which Environmental Engineers, Inc. has actual
knowledge.

Services not within the scope of this study include, but are not limited to, the following:

e an investigation of mining structures under the project site;

e an investigation of potential asbestos-containing materials at the site;

e an investigation for potential jurisdictional wetlands on the site;

e an investigation for potential mold in any onsite structures;

e an investigation of the likelihood of sinkhole activity around the site; and

e an investigation for the presence of unacceptable levels of radon-producing elements in surface
soils on the project site.

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
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This report may be relied upon by Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and their lenders,
-subject fo the terms and conditions included as Appendix D. No other person may rely on this report
without written authorization from Environmental Engineers, Inc.

This assessment is intended to reduce, not eliminate, the level of environmental uncertainty associated
with the site. Environmental Engineers, Inc. is not responsible for the conclusions made by others
based on this assessment.
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View from the center of the site lookig toward the north.

View from the center of the site looking toward the east.
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View from the center of the site looking toward the south.

View from the center of the site looking toward the west.
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View from the northwestern guy anchor looking toward the site.
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Anne B. Gilbert, P.E.
President/Principal Engineer

EXPERTISE:

Responsible for Phase I and Phase Il Environmental Site Assessinents, UST Closure
Assessments, UST site investigations, preparation of a Confirmatory Sampling Workplan
for a RCRA facility, Confirmatory Sampling at a RCRA facility, groundwater and soil
sampling, development of Best Management Practices Plans for industrial facilities and
construction sites, NPDES compliance inspections and sampling for both industrial and
construction sites, and management and supervision of over 40 local stormwater facilities
as well as 700 locations for Jefferson County. Responsible for preparation of Asbestos
Abatement Plans for schools and commercial and industrial facilities, Responsible for
Asbestos Surveys at schools and commercial, industrial, and residential sites.

Geotechnical Investigations including laboratory testing and engineering analysis.

Preparation of Toxic Release Chemicat Inventory Reporting Form R’s, preparation of
EPCRA Tier 1l reporting forms, compliance with local, state, and federal regulations and
reporting requirements for solid waste, hazardous waste, air, groundwater, and

stormwater.

PROJECT EXPERIENCE:

e Project Manager for pgeotechnical investigations involving shallow and deep
foundations, sinkholes, and rock anchors throughout the Southeastern United States.

e Site Geotechnical engineer and Project Manager for repair of a collapsed 10' diameter
sewer line in Ensley, Alabama. _

e Project Manager for Phase [ and 1l ESAs: conducted and managed environmental site
assessments for real estate transactions throughout the Southeastern United States.

e Project Manager for UST Closure Assessments: conducted and managed UST
closure assessments throughout the State of Alabama.

e Project Manager for NPDES Permitting: supervised compliance for industrial
facilities and construction sites throughout Jefferson and Shelby Counties in the State
of Alabama.

e Project Manager and supervisor for NPDES Permitting: supervised compliance for
over 40 industrial facilities and construction sites throughout Jefferson and Shelby
Counties in the State of Alabama. Also, supervisor for inspection of 700 outfalls in
Jefferson County for Jefferson County during 1995.

¢ Project Manager for preliminary investigation on possible contaminated facility that
was Alabama Underground Storage Tank (AUST) trust fund eligible.

o Project Manager for an Emergency Response incident at a facility in Bessemer,
Alabama.

e Responsible for compilation and implementation of a Confimmatory Sampling
Workplan at a RCRA facility located in Jefferson County, Alabama.

e Responsible for preparation of an Asbestos Abatement Plan to be implemented at an
off-shore oil drilling platform,



EMPLOYMENT HISTORY:

Project Engineer, Gallet & Associates, Inc. Birminghamn, Alabama
1991- 1/98; Engineering Aide, 1990-1991

Environmental Engineer, U.S. Pipe and Foundry Company — North Birmingham Plant,
2/98 — 11/99

Engineer, Environmental Engineers, Inc., Odenville, Alabama
1/1999 - Present

EDUCATION

Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering, University of Alabama, Tuscaloosa, 1991

CERTIFICATIONS:

Professional Engineer certification - Alabama, 1997
Professional Engineer certification - Georgia, 2000
Professional Engineer certification - Tennessee, 2003
Professional Engineer certification - South Carolina, 2003
Professional Engineer certification - North Carolina, 2005
Professional Engineer certificaticn - Mississippi, 2005
Professional Engineer certification - Texas, 2005

40-Hour OSHA trained, 1995

AHERA Inspector/Management Planner certification, 1998
AHERA Asbestos Abatement Project Designer, 1999
Lead-Based Paint Inspector/Risk Assessor certification, 2007



Henry A. Fisher, P.E.
Vice-President/Principal Engineer

EXPERTISE:

Responsibie for performing NPDES compliance inspections and sampling for industrial
facilities and construction sites and development of Best Management Practices Plans for
industrial facilities and construction sites. Responsible for groundwater and soil
sampling, groundwater remediation; including free product recovery, Phase I and Phase
Il Environmental Site Assessments, Environmental Transaction Screens, UST Closure
Assessments, UST site investigations, preparation of a Confirmatory Sampling Workplan
for a RCRA facility, Confirmatory Sampling at a RCRA facility, preparation of SPCC
Plans, preparation of EPCRA Tier Il reporting forms, apd preparation and
implementation of soil and surface water sampling programs for a biosolids land-
application facility. Responsible for Asbestos Surveys at various commercial, residential,
and comunercial facilities. Conducted National Environmental Policy Act {NEPA)
Checklists for numerous telecommunication facilities throughout the Southeastern United
States.

PROJECT EXPERIENCE:

¢ Conducted and managed Phase I and Phase I Environmental Site Assessments for
real estate transactions throughout the Southeastern United States.

e Conducted and managed UST Closure Assessments and Preliminary Investigations
throughout the State of Alabama.

¢ Performed NPDES compliance inspections and sampling for construction sites in
Blount, Jefferson, Shelby, St. Clair, Talladega. and Tuscaloosa counties.

e Developed Best Management Practices Plans for industrial facilities in Shelby and
Talladega counties.

e Developed and maintained a “free-product™ recovery system for use in Jackson, MS
and Boligee, AL,

e Responsible for development and implementation of sampling plans at three
Jefferson County biosolids land application facilities.

¢ Responsible for implementation of a Confirmatory Sampling Workplan at a RCRA
facility located in Jef{erson County, Alabama.

s Responsible for performing triennial asbestos inspections and Asbestos Surveys at
schools throughout Alabama.

s Provided project coordination and air sampling services for an Asbestos Abatement
on an off-shore oil drilling platform,

s Responsible for performing an Asbestos Survey for a large hospital located in
Sylacavuga, Alabama,

e Conducted and managed National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Checklist
activities associated with wireless telecommunications facilities throughout the
Southeastern United States.



EMPLOYMENT HISTORY:

Project Engineer, Gallet & Associates, Inc. Birmingham, Alabama
12/1994 - 1/1999.

Vice-President/Engineer, Envircnmental Engineers, Inc. Odenville, Alabama
1/1999 - Present

EDUCATION:

Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering, August 1994 from the University of Alabama
at Birmingham.

CERTIFICATIONS:

Professional Engineer certification - Alabama, 1999
Professional Engineer certification - Mississippi, 2000
Professional Engineer certification -- Florida, 2007
Professionat Engineer certification — Kentucky, 2007
40-Hour OSHA training, 1999
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1965 Aerial Photograph

Scale Unknown
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FirstSearch Technology Corporation

Environmental FirstSearch™ Report

Target Property: MSWIN 30212

420 COUNTY 257 ROAD

COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

Job Number: JSEG1P1012

PREPARED FOR:

Environmental Engineers, Inc
11578 US Hwy 411
Odenville, AL 35120

06-01-10
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FIRSTS Ril—l

Tel: (407) 265-8900 Fax: (407) 265-8904

Environmental FirsiSearch is a registered trademark of FirstSearch Tcchnology Corporalion. All rights reserved.




Environmental FirstSearch
Searchk Summary Report

Target Site: 420 COUNTY 257 ROAD
COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

FirstS8earch Summary

Database Sel  Updated Radius Site i/8 14 112 /2> ZIP TOTALS
NPL Y 05-01-10 1.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NPL Delisted Y 05-01-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
CERCLIS Y 04-29-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
NFRAP Y 04-29-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
RCRA COR ACT Y 04-21-10 1.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
RCRA TSD Y 04-21-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
RCRA GEN Y 04-21-10 0.25 0 0 0 - - 1 1
Federal Brownfield Y 04-19-10 (.50 0 1] 1] 0 - 0 0
ERNS Y 04-29-10 0.12 0 0 . - - 2 2
Tribal Lands Y 01-01-96 [.00 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
State/Tribal Sites Y 04-01-10 1.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
State Spills 90 Y NA 0.12 0 0 - - - 0 0
State/Tribal SWI. Y 07-27-07 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
State/Tribal LUST Y 05-25-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 N 1 i
State/Tribal UST/AST Y 05-25-10 0.23 0 0 0 - - 13 13
State/Tribal EC Y 04-01-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
State/Tribal IC Y 04-01-10 0.25 0 0 0 - - 0 0
State/Tribal VCP Y 04-01-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
State/Tribal Brownfields Y 04-01-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 1]
FI Map Coverage Y 07-14-08 0.12 0 0 - - - 0 0
Federal IC/EC Y 03-12-10 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
-TOTALS - 0 0 0 ] 0 13 18

Notice of Disclaimer

Due to the limitations, constrainls, inaccuracies and incompletengss of government information and computer mapping data currently available to FirstSearch
Technology Cortp.. certain conventions have been utilized in preparing the locations of all federal, state and local agency sites residing in FirstSearch Technology

Corp.'s databases. Al EPA NPL and state landfill sites are depicted by a rectangle approximating their localion and size. The boundaries of the reclangles represent
the eastern and western most longitudes: the northern and southern most latitudes. As such, the mapped areas may exceed Lhe actual areas and do not represent the
actual boundaries of these properties. All other sites are depicted by a point representing their approximate address location and make no attempt to reprasent the
actual arcas of the associated property. Actual boundaries and locations of individual properties can be found in the files residing af the agency responsible for such

information.

Waiver of Liability

Although FirsiSearch Technology Corp. uses its best elforts 1o research the actuat location of eaeh site, ¥FirstSearch Technology Corp. does not and can noi. warrant
the accusacy of these sites with regard to exact location and size. All authorized users of FirstSearch Technology Corp.'s services proceeding are signifving an
understanding of FirstSearchi Teehnology Corp.'s searching and mapping conventions, aud agree to waive any and all liability claims associated with search and
map resulis showing incomplete and or inaccurate site locations




Environmental FirstSearch
Site Information Report

Request Date: 06-01-10 Search Type: COORD
Requestor Name: Henry Fisher Job Number: JSE01P1012
Standard: AAl
Target Site: 420 COUNTY 257 ROAD
COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

Demographics
Sites: 18 Neon-Geocoded: 18 Population: NA
Radem: 04PCIL

Site Location

Degrees (Decimal) Degrees {(Min/Sec) UThs

Longitude: -89.608754 -89:36:32 Easting: 258675.111
Latitude: 33.866987 33:52:1 Northing: 3750276.75
Elevation: 300 Zone: 16
Comment
Comment:MSWIN 30212
Additional Requests/Services
Adjacent ZIP Codes: 0 Mile(s) Services:
ZIP
Code City Name ST Dist/Bir  Sel Reguested? Date
Fire {nsurance Maps No
Aerial Photographs No
Historical Topos No
City Directories No
Title Search/Env Liens No
Municipal Reports No
Online Topos No




Environmental FirstSearch

Sifes Summary Repori
Target Property: 420 COUNTY 257 ROAD JOB: ISEO0IP1012
COFFEEVILLE M8§ 38922 MEWIN 30212
TOTAL: 18 GEOCODED: 0 NON GEQOCODED: 18 SELECTED: 0
Map D DB Type Site Name/ID/Status Address Dist/Bir ElevDiff Page No.

UST COFFEEVILLE MAINTENANCE HEADQU  STATE HIGHWAY 7 NONGC  NA NiA
2B15/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

ERNS SCOTT PETROLEUM CROSS GROCERY RD NONGC  N/A N/A
214503 COFFEEVILLE MS$ 38922

ERNS SLPL UNKNOWN NONGC  NiA N/A
442610/FIXED FACILITY COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

UST BELL § 66 SERVICT: STATION STATE HIGHWAY 7 NONGC  N/A N/A
8416FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

UsT BELL S 66 SERVICE STATION STATE HIGHWAY 7 NON GC N/A /A
1085 /FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

UST BOLDEN SERVICE CENTER STATE HIGHWAY 7 NONGC  N/A N/A
7286/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38522

UST BYPASS EXPRESS 18306 STATE HIGHTWAY 7 NONGC A N/A
12839 FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

RCRAGN 16 SECTION LANDFILL 5661 SCENIC LOOP 333 NONGC  N/A N/A
MERO00182939/8GN COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

UST COFFEEVILLE FACILITY HIGHWAY 330 WEST NONGC  NA N/A
3420/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

TRIBALLAND BiURFAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS CONTA UNKNOWN NONGC N/A N/A
BIA-38922 MS 38922

ST GEORGE DENLEY STATE HIGHWAY 7 NONGC  N/a N/A
27B5/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

UST JONES GROCERY STATE HIGHWAY 330 NONGC  N/A N/A
3352/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38522

UST MOORE § O1L COMPANY HIGHWAY NONGC WA N/A
384B/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS$ 38922

usT PARKER GROCERY and SPORTING GO GUM & CROSSING ROAD -RT 2 NONGC  NAa N/A
6656/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

UST PIT STOP OF AMERICA STATE HIGHWAY 7 NONGC  N/A N/A
9748 FACILITY ACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

ust YALOBUSHA WORK CENTER WEST 5 M1 OF COFFEEVILLE NONGC  NA N/A
JOO/FACILITY INACTIVE COFFEEVILLE MS$ 38522

LLIST BOLDEN SERVICE CENTER STATE HIGHWAY 7 NONGC  N/A N/A
7286/CLOSED COFFEEVILLE M3 38922

UsT CHAPPLELL SIDES FARM SHOP STATE HIGHWAY 7 NON GC N/A N/A

6945/ FACILITY INACTIVE

COFFEEVILLE M3 38922



Environmental FirstSearch Descriptions

NPL: EPA NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST - The National Priorities List is a [ist of the worst hazardous waste
sites that have been identified by Superfund. Sites are only put on the list after they have been scored using the
Hazard Ranking System {HRS), and have been subjected to public comment. Any site on the NPL is eligible for
cleanup using Superfund Trust money.

A Superfund site is any land in the United States that has been contaminated by hazardous waste and identified
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as a candidate for cleanup because it poses a risk to human
health and/or the environinent.

FINAL - Currently on the Final NPL

PROPOSED - Proposed for NPL

NPL DELISTED: EPA NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST Subset - Database of delisted NPL sites. The
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the EPA
uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(2), sites may be deleted from the NPL
where no furtber response is appropriate.

DELISTED - Deleted from the Final NPL

CERCLIS: EP4 COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM (CERCLIS)- CERCLIS is a database of potential and confirmed
hazardous waste sites at which the EPA Superfund program has soine involvement. It contains sites that are
either proposed to be or are on the National Priorities List (NPL) as well as sites that are in the screening and
assessiment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

PART OF NPL- Site is part of NPL site

DELETED - Deleted from the Final NPL

FINAL - Currently on the Final NPL

NOT PROPOSED - Not on the NPL

NOT VALID -~ Not Valid Site or Incident

PROPOSED - Proposed for NPL

REMOVED - Removed from Proposed NPL

SCAN PLAN - Pre-proposal Site

WITHDRAWN - Withdrawn

NFRAP: EPA COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM ARCHIVED SITES - database of Archive designated CERCLA sites
that, to the best of EPA's knowledge, assessment has been completed and has determined no further steps will be
taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL). This decision does not necessarily mean that there is
no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that, based upon available information, the location is not
judged to be a potential NPL site.

NFRAP — No Further Remedial Action Plan

P - Site is part of NPL site

D - Deleted from the Final NPL

F - Currently on the Final NPL

N - Not on the NPL

O - Not Valid Site or Incident

P - Proposed for NPL

R - Removed from Proposed NPL

S - Pre-proposal Site

W — Withdrawn

RCRA COR ACT: EPA RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
SITES - Database of hazardous waste information contained in the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Information (RCRAlnfo), a national program management and inventory system about hazardous waste
handlers. In general, ali generators, transporters, treaters, storers, and disposers of hazardous waste are required
to provide information abous their activities to state environmental agencies, These agencies, in turn pass on the
information to regional and national EPA offices. This regulation ts governed by the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended by the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments ol 1984.

RCRAInfo facilities that have reported violations and subject to corrective actions.



RCRA TSD: EP4 RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
TREATMENT, STORAGE, and DISPOSAL FACILITIES. - Database of hazardous waste information
contained in the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information (RCRAInfo). a national program
management and inventory system about hazardous waste handlers. In general, all generators, transporters,
treaters, storers, and disposers of hazardous waste are required to provide information about their activities to
state environmental agencies. These agencies, in turn pass on the information to regional and national EPA
offices. This regulation is governed by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended by
the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984.

Facilities that treat, store, dispose, or incinerate hazardous waste.

RCRA GEN: EPA/MA DEP/CT DEP RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY
INFORMATION SYSTEM GENERATORS - Database of hazardous waste information contained in the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information (RCRAlnfo), a national program management and
inventory system about hazardous waste handlers. In general, all generators, transporters, treaters, storers, and
disposers of hazardous waste are required to provide information about their activities to state environmental
agencies. These agencies, in turn pass on the information to regional and national EPA offices. This regulation is
governed by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended by the Hazardous and Solid
Waste Amendments of 1984,

Facilities that generate or transport hazardous waste or meet other RCRA requirements,

LGN - Large Quantity Generators

SGN - Sinall Quantity Generators

VGN — Conditionally Exempt Generator.

Included are RAATS (RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System) and CMEL (Compliance Monitoring &
Enforcement List) facilities.

CONNECTICUT HAZARDOUS WASTE MANIFEST - Database of all shipments of hazardous waste within,
into or from Connecticut. The data includes date of shipment, transporter and TSD info, and material shipped
and quantity. This data is appended to the details of existing generator records.

MASSACHUSETTES HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR - database of generators that are repulated
under the MA DEP.

VQN-MA = generates less than 220 pounds or 27 galions per month of hazardous waste or waste oil.

SQN-MA = generates 220 to 2,200 pounds or 27 to 270 gallons per month of waste oil.

LQG-MA = generates greater than 2,200 ibs of hazardous waste or waste il per month.

ERNS: EPA/NRC EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SYSTEM (ERNS) - Database of incidents
reported to the National Response Center. These incidents include chemical spills, accidents involving
chemicals (such as fires or explosions), oil spills, transportation accidents that involve oil or chemicals, releases
of radioactive materials, sightings of oil sheens on bodies of water, terrorist incidents involving chemicals,
incidents where illegaily dumped chemicals have been found, and drills intended to prepare responders to handle
these kinds of incidents. Data since January 2001 has been reccived from the National Response System
database as the EPA no longer maintains this data.

Tribak Lands: DOL/BI4 INDIAN LANDS OF THE UNITED STATES - Database of arcas with boundaries
established by treaty, statute, and {or) executive or court order, recognized by the Federal Government as
territory in which American Indian tribes have primary governmental authority. The Indian Lands of the United
States map layer shows areas of 640 acres or more, administered by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Included are
Federally-administered lands within a reservation which may or may not be considered part of the reservation.
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFIARS CONTACT - Regional contact information for the Bureau of Indian Affairs
offices.

Tribal Lands: MS BCI CHOCTAW INDIAN TRIBAL LANDS - database of Mississippi Choctaw Indian
tribal land boundaries. The database includes information on boundary name and acreage.

StatefTribal Sites: MDEQ@ CERCLA/UNCONTROLLED SITES FILE LIST - database of information on
both CERCLA sites as well as facilities defined as a site, facility, plant, or location where hazardous or toxic
wastes have been released to the environment and, due to existing regufations, there is no Federal program
which can handle the problem.

State/Tribal SWL: MDEQ SOLID WASTE LANDFILLS LIST - database of active and closed rubbish
sites; active, inactive and closed municipal solid waste landfills; waste tire facilities and transfer stations.



State/Tribal LUST: MDEQ MISSISSIPPT UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK RELEASE TANK SITES
- database of all sites with either a suspected release or confirmed releases.

State/Tribal UST/AST: MDEQ/EFPA MISSISSIPPI UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK REGISTERED
TANK SITES - database of underground storage tank facilities, tanks, and owners,

TRIBAL LAND UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS - database of underground storage tanks that are
reported to be on Native American [ands.

State/Tribal EC: MDEg BROWNFIELD INVENTORY Subset - database of CERCLA/uncontrolled sites
file list that have engineering controls.

State/Tribal IC: MDEQ BROWNFIELD INVENTORY Subset - database of CERCLA/uncontrolied sites
file list that have institutional controls.

State/Tribal VCP: MDEQ CERCLA/UNCONTROLLED SITES FILE LIST {SUBSET, VOLUNTARY
EVALUATION PROGRAM)- Uncontrolled Site Voluntary Evaluation Program, which allows accepted parties
the opportunity to participate in a program that will expedite the evaluation of site information. An uncontrolled
site is a site, facility, plant, or Jocation where hazardous or toxic wastes havebeen released into the environment
and there is no federal environmental program which canhandle the problem.

State/Tribal Brownfields: MPDEQ BROWNFIELD INVENTORY - database of CERCLA//uncontrolled sites
file list.

RADON: NTIS NATIONAL RADON DATABASE - EPA radon data from 1990-1991 national radon
project collected for a variety of zip codes across the United States,

F1 Map Coverage: PROPRIETARY FIRE INSURANCE MAP AVAILABILITY - Database of historical
fire insurance map availability.



Environmental FirstSearch Database Sources

NPL: EF4 Environmental Protection Agency

Updated quarterly

NPL DELISTED: EP4 Environmental Protection Agency

Updated quarterly

CERCLIS: EPA Environmental Protection Agency

Updated quarterly

HNFRAP:; EPA4 Environmental Protection Agency.

Updated quarterty

RCRA COR ACT: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.

Updated guarterly

RCRA TSD: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.

Updated quarterly

RCRA GEN: EPA/MBA DEP/CT PEP  Environmental Protection Agency, Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection, Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection

Updated quarterly

ERNS: EPA/NRC Envirommental Protection Apency

Updated annually

Tribal Lands: DOI/BIA United States Department of the Interior

Uipdated annually

Tribal Lands: MS BCI Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians

Updated when available

State/Tribal Sites: MDEQ Mississippi Departiment for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly



State/Tribal SWL: MDED Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated annually

State/Iribal LUST: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality, Office of Pollution Control,
Groundwater and Solid Waste Division

Updated quarterly

State/Tribal UST/AST: MDEQ/FEPA Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

State/Tribal EC: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

State/Tribal IC: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

State/Tribal YCP: MDEQ Mississippi Department {or Environmental Quality

Updated guarterly

State/Trikal Brownfields: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

RADON: NTIS Environmental Protection Agency, National Technical Information Services
Updated periodically
FI Map Coverage: PROPRIETARY Library of Congress
Catalogue of Maps Published by Sanborn Mapping and Geographic Information Service in February 1988®
ProQuest

Other internally produced datasets

Updated quarterly



Environmental FirstSearch
Street Name Report for Streets within .25 Mile(s) of Target Property

Target Property: 420 COUNTY 237 ROAD JOB: JISE0IPIOL2
COFFEEVILLE MS 38922 MSWIN 30212
Street Name Dist/Dir Street Name Dist/Bir

County Road 257 0.10 NW



Envirumme mizal :

FIRSTS

! d"‘d

HISTORICAL FIRE INSURANCE MAPS

NO MAPS AVAILABLE

06-01-10
JSE01P1012
420 COUNTY 257 ROAD
COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

A search of FirstSearch Technology Corporation's proprietary database of historical fire
insurance map availability confirmed that there are NO MAPS AVAILABLE for the Subject
Location as shown above.

FirstSearch Technology Corporation's proprictary database of historical fire insurance map
availability represents abstracted information from the Sanborn® Map Company obtained
through online access to the U.S. Library of Congress via local libraries.

Copyright Policy & Disclaimer

Certain Sanborm® Fire lnsurance Maps are copyrighted material and may not be reproduced without the
expressed permission of the Sanborn Map Company. FirstSearch Technology Corporation warrants that it
will employ its best efforts to maintain and deliver its information in an efficient and timely manner.
Customer acknowledges that it understands that FirstSearch Technology Corporation obtains the above
information from sources FirstSearch Technology Corporation considers reliable. However, THE
WARRANTIES EXPRESSED HEREIN ARE IN LIEU OF ALL OTHER WARRANTIES, cither expressed
or implied, including without limitation any implied warranty of merchantability or fitness or suitability for
a particular purpose (whether or not FirstSearch Technology Corporation may know, have reason to know,
or have been advised of such purpose), whether arising by law or by reason of industry custom or usage.
ALL SUCH OTHER WARRANTIES ARE HEREBY EXPRESSLY DISCLAIMED.




Environmental FirstSearch

1 Mile Radius
ASTM Map: NPL, RCRACOR, STATE Sites

420 COUNTY 257 ROAD, COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

Sowrce: 2005 U8 Censuy THER Files
Target Site (Lantude: 33.866987 Longitude: -89.608754)

[dentified Site, Multiple Sites. RECEPION ..oooviiiiici e e
MPL, DELNPL, Brownfield, Solid Wastc Landfill ($WL}. Hazardous Waste [
TEBAIANG. -t iie ettt e o e seeins ]

Railroads ..o e e

Black Rings Represent /4 Mile Radius; Food iz Fopreams 39000 i




Environmental FirstSearch

.5 Mile Radius

Wihdy © ASTM Map: CERGLIS, RCRATSD, LUST, SWL

i

420 COUNTY 257 ROAD, COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

. S _Hendrix Road 7 >

Sowrce: 20005 LS. Census TTGER Files
Tarzel Site (Lattude: 33.866987 Longitude; -89 608754) wovoroeoo. ﬂ}
Identified Site. Muliiple Sites, ReCeptor .. e, E ’ ;
NPL, DELNPL. Brownfield, Solid Waste Landfill (SWL), Hazardous Waste E

TIEDAIIANG. ...t s e ]

Railroads ... e

Black Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radius; Hed King Muegrescum 200 11 facdins




o Environmental FirstSearch
S .25 Mile Radius
W) ASTM Map: RCRAGEN, ERNS, UST, FED IC/EC, METH LABS

420 COUNTY 257 ROAD, COFFEEVILLE MS 38922

3%

Source: 2005 .S, Census TIGER Files
Targel Site (Lattude: 33.866987 Longimde: -85.608754) ..o -$-
Hdentificd Site, Mullple Sites, RECEPIOT oo oo oo il £
NPL. DELNPL, Brownfteld, Solid Wasie Landfill {SWL). Hazardous Waste @
L2 U OO RO PSPORPR 41
Railtoads ... oo veveme oo e s .
Black Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radius; Hoid Boig Hepresanis 2000 Raifioe




420 COUNTY 257 ROAD, COFFEEVILLE MS 38822

Environmental FirstSearch

.25 Mile Radius

Non-ASTM Map® No Sites Found

Source: 2003 US. Census TIGER Files

Targer Site {Latitude: 33.866987 Longitude: -89.608754) ... ...

Tdenrified Site. Mulsiple Siles. Receplor ....ovoveveens v

NPL, DELNPL, Brownfield. Solid Waste Landfill {SWL), Hazardous Waste
TEBENAN ..ce et cee e e e e e e e s e
Malional Historic Sites and Landmark Sies ..o vcvieceecieneeicans
RAILFOAAS ... ocerermr e eee e ere et sen et s ee e e s e e r s et e eer e
Black Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radius; Hedf
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GENERAE CONIMTIONS
Envirenmental Services

Payment Terms — Pavmenl i dus upon receipt of our inveice. 15 pavment is not received within 30 days (Tom the fnvoice dale. Cliem agrees to pay a linance charge o the principal amounl ol the past due acvounl of one and one-
hal{ percent per month, and ail cost of cotleciion. including aomey fzes 1f one and one-hall percent per monih exceeds ihe maximum allowed by law, (he ciiaree shall awtomalically be reduced (o the maximum legally allowable

In the evenl Client requests ierinination of the services prior 1o completion. a terminalion charge i an amouni not W exceed thirty percen| of all charges incurred through the dare services are siopped plus any shutdown cosis may .
at (e discretion of Eovironinental Engineers, Inc {Consutiant) be made. 71 during the execution of the services, Consullant is required lo stop operations as a result of charlges in the scope of services such as requests by the Chient
of requrements of third paties, addiional charges will be applicable,

General Nainre Of Envirgnmental Bervices— The Consultant’s basic services comprise the speci{ic environmental vilies s21 forth in Praposal. The consultant will access (he sile pursuant to Lhe scope of services sel forth in
Proposal. Consullani agrees 1o strive 1o perfonn the services sel lorth in lhe Agreement in accordance with generally acvepied professional practices. in the same or similar [ocalities, related th the nature of the work accomplished.
at the time the services are parformed.  Censuliznt makes no warmanties whatsoeves, whelher express or iinplied, reparding the services Lo be performad by i hereunder. Consultant’s services ars imtended to solely berelit the clens.

Seope of the Consultant’s Besic Serviees — The environmental servic all consisl of ihose tasks enumerated in e Propozal o this Agreement, The ecope of work outlined In the Prepasal represen(s a minimum program at this
ume As the results of the inveslizatinn become known, ether tests and/or sanpling may be recommended lo the Client {or wiitten approval as Addilional Services. In general. @) increased frequency of sampling and testing will
inmprove the opintens eeached in the Cnnsulianl’s repon Because eclogic and sorl formetions are inherently random. varizble, and iwndeerminale in nature, Lhe professionai services rendeced by (he Consultant and opinions
provided with sespect 10 such services under thes agreement {incloding apinions resarding potential cleannp costs). are nol guaranteed (o be 2 represemtation of actuad sile conditions or conlaminalion or cosly, which are also subject
{0 change with ime as a resuil of nateral or man-made processes. Consuhanl will provide Client with 2 wriiten (“Report™) concerning e servicas petformed. The Reporl wilf present such [Indings @nd conclusions ag the
Consuhant may reasenably ke with ihe informatina gathered in accordance wath this Agresment, [n prepanng the Report. Consubieni may review and inlerprel certall informanon peovided fo it by hird parties, inchuding
povemmenl muthorilies. repisiiies of deeds, (esting lahoralaries. and oller enlities. Consuilanl wil! tiol conduci an independent evaluation of the aecuracy or completeness of such information, and shall nit be responsible for any
arrors OF OntEestons conteined in such infonmalton, The repor! and mbzr instrunents of services are prepared for, and made available For Ihe soie uge of. the Client, and the coments thereo! may no! be used or relied apen by anv
other perzor without the expeess wrifien consent and authorizaton of the Consultant,

Additianal Scrvices nf the Cnnsultant — 1T mulually agreed in writing by the Cliznt and Lhe Consultant. the Consuhant shall perlorm or oblatn the serviees of t othets 1o perform the achivilies enumerated in Bre Proposai (o this
Agreament Addivonal Sen tees are not included as part of Basic Services and will be paxl by the Client as provided i Payinenl Terns.

Services Exetuded by the ConsuMent — Services nol expresshy set forih in wntng ay Basic o Adddiienal Services and listed in b Proposal 1o this Agreement are excluded from {he scope af the Consuliant’s services. and the
Congullani assumes no duly 10 the Chent to perform such services. The servioes Lo be perfnmmed ny the Consullant shalf nor include an anatysis or determinaiion by the Cansublan! as (o whether the Clieni s in compliance with
federal state or local faws. slatates, nrdinances, nr regnlations  ‘The Consullant's senaces shail not include direglly or indirectly storng. arranging for or aclually transperling. disposing. tretling or monitoring hazardous
substances, hassrdoog mslerials, barzardous wastes or hazardous oils  Tlre Consultant’s services shall net include an independent analysis of work conducied and information provided by independent laboralones or other
independent coniraclort rélained by the Consultant conceming the Consultani’s services proviced to the Client,  Unless ofhenwase specifically disted in the Proposal, (he Consulant’s services exciude lesting lar the presence of
asbestos. mold, polychiornated mphenyts (PCBse). rdion zas_ any airborme paifuiasls, onderground mines or sinkholes

Hespongibilities of (he Client — The Chert shail proside atl informatzon e the possessinn, caslody. of controi which relnizs (o the site. itz present and prior uses. oF (o acirvities al the sile which may bear upon the services of the
Consuluant under this Agreement. includmp. bni ot limited ta. the foilewsng. {}  legal desciiption nf ine sie. including boundany lines and 4 site plan: {ii) idemdftzaiion of the focation of uilities. underground tanks, and ather
strciures and the rovting thereol ot the site. mcluding avivlable pians of the site. and {1it) a deseription of aclivilies which were conducied at the site al any thime by the Chient or by any persen o1 emity which would relate (o the
services provided by the Conssltanl  The Client shall be Tully responsible for abtamfng the necessary authonzatinos te atlow ihe Consuliant, its agents. subconirarines and represenfalives, o have access Lo the site and buildings
thereon at reasonabile tines thronghow contract performance by the Consultant Consultarl will tske reasonable precuusiions 16 minimize damage to the sife from use of equipmient. buf unavoidable damage or alleralion may occur
and Client hersby releases sed indemnifTes Consuliant and agrees 10 assenie responsibzlity Ror such unavoidable damage or alleration  To the extent tequired hy law. Client agrees lo assmime responsibilily for personal and propertv
damages due to Consuttani’s interference wilh soblerranean siructures such as pipes_ 1anks, and uhtity nes thal are noi coerecty shown on the documents provided above e Client 1o Ceisullanl  The services. information, and
other daia regnired by the Seciion 1o be furnished by the Chient shali be at e Client s expense. and the Copsubtant miay rely upon ali data furmished by he Client and the accuracy and compileleness theresl

Clieni nnderstands and agrees that the discnvery of cerlain condttions by Congaitant may result v geoneiuic loss 1o Client/property ownsr andiot regulatory oversight. Clienl agrees thal Consuliant # not responstble or able Tar
any lass resulling from a decrease in the marken value of the property dascribed in the Propesal. Client furiher agrees that Consuitasi is aol responsible o fiable For any costs associated with correciive or reusenial actions necsysany
al the site Unless included in Proposal. Client afso agrees thai Consuliant is not respansible for disclosures. notifications. o1 reperts that may he required Lo be made to third parbes (inciuding appropnaie govemment aoihorines).

Conspltant’s Ingarante - Cousultant shatl obtain. if reasonably available. (i) statulory Workers' Cempenzation/Emplovers Lisbiliy coverage: (2} Commercial Ceneral Liability. (3) Awtomobile Liablity: and (4) Prolessionai
Liability insurance coverage in policy amonnts af not less than $1.000.000. Censnitant agrees (o tssue cedificales of msurance evidencing sucil policies upon wrilien regnest

Limitoifon of Rezponsibillty -- CLIENT HERLEDY AGRELS THAT TO THE FULLEST EXTENT PERMITTED BY LAW THE CONSULTANT'S TOTAL LIABILITY TO CLIENT FOR ANY AND ALL INJURIES.
CLAIMS, LOSSES, EXPENSES, OR DAMAGES WHATSOEVER ARISING QUT OF OR IN ANY WAY RELATING TO THE PROJECT. THE SITE. OR THiS AGREEMENT FROM ANY CAUSE OR CAUSES
TNCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED T0O THE CONSULTANT'S NEGLIGENCE, ERRORE., OMISSIONS, STRICT LIABILITY. BREACH OF CONTRALT. OR BREACH OP WARRANT SHALL NOT EXCEED THE
GREATER OF THE TOTAL AMOUNT PalD BY THE CLIENT FOR THE SERVICES OF THE CONSULTANT UNDER THIS CONTRACT OR 530.000.00. WHICHEVER |1¥ GREATER [ Client prefers 1o have higher
limitts on profsssions liabiling, Consulianl agrees to increase the Nmits up lo 8 maxinom ¢l $1.0G00,000.06 tpon Clien’s wiinen request 31 the ume al accepting Propesal provided ihal Clrern agrees lo pay an addilional
consideration ol foer percem of our lolal fee. or §1,000.00, whichever is preater.  Client and (ke Consullamt agree hal to the fulies1 exlent permilted by law the Consaltant shall not be liable 1o Client Tor any spseal. indirest or
conseguential damagss whatsoever, whelher caused by the Consahani's negligence. errors, omissions, strict iahility, hreach of confract. breach ol warrany or other canse or cnuses whatsoever. To the fullest extent permitiad by
law. Chent agrees 16 defand, indemnily, and hald Consultany, its agenls, subcontrauiors. and employees harniess from and agrinst any and sli claims. detense costs including auemex’s foes. damnges. and ether liabiliuies arising
oul ol oF in any wav relaled io the services [o be performed by Consuliant b ler, Consullant’s reporis or recommendalions concerning Ihis Agresmsam of Consuliant’s presance on W project properly. provided (hat Clisnt shal!
nol indemmfy Consultan againzt liabilrty for damages W ile exieni caused by the negligence or intentional miteondnei ol Consullani. its agants, subcontractors. o 2mplovoas,

Disputes Resolution ~ Af} clauns, disputes. and olher matlers in controversy betwzen Consulianl and Client arisig onl of or in any wav related io this Agreement iother han a result of Chent’s fajlure o pay amounis dize
herewndery will be submitted o “gllentate dispute resoluli ADR} such as imediation and/or arbilrahon. before and 42 a eondition precedent Lo other remadies provided by law. il a dispute af Jasy arises related (o e services
provided under this Agreermeni atd that dispuis requives it as provided above, then: (il Client assents fo personal turisdigion in the State of Consullant's principal placa of husiness: {h) The clabm will be brought and tried
Judicial jurisdwtion of ke court of the county where Consuliani’s principle place of business is located and Client waives the right 1o remove the acifon 10 any olher counly of judieia! jurssdicion. and (¢} The preyaling party wiil
be entili2d [0 vacovery ol all reasonable costs inourred. including stalT time, court cosis, allomey s (2es, and expent witness [ecs, and other claim-relnted expanses

Discovery of Unanticipated Pollutants Risks - 11, while performing the services. polfulanis are discoversd 1hat pose unanlicipated risks. 11 is hereby agreed Lhat the scope of services. schedule. and 1he estimaled project cost will
be reconsidered and lhal s conraol shall immediately beconie snhiect to re-negutiation of ermination. In the event that the Agreement is terminated hecause of the discovery of poliniants posing unaniicipated risks. itis agread
1hat Consaltainl shall be paid for Lotal charges for labor performed and reimbursable charges inenrred 10 the daie of lermination of this Agreement. incinding. 1 necessary. anw additional Jabor or reimbursable charges incuired in
demabilizing  Citent also agrees (hal the discovesy of unantcipated hazardous subslances may make it necessary for Congultant 1o lake immediale measures 10 protect health and safely  Consuitant aerees io nowly Chienl as socn as
pracucally possible should unanticipated hazardous subslinces oo suspeeled hazardous substances be encountersd  Client anihorizes Consullanl lo rake measures that in Consullant’s sole judgment ore justified (o preserve and
protect the ieallh and salery of Consullant’s persongel and the public. Clienl agrees 10 compensate Consultanl for he additional cosy of working (o prolect emplovess” and the public’s healih and safely,

Dispneition of Samplez snd Equip t — Mo satoples of unpoiluled soi! and rogh will be kept by Conseltant longer than thirty (30} days afier submission of the final report miless agreed pthenwise in the eventiliat samnples and/or
miaierials conlain or are suspected (o conlain substances or constilvents hazardous of deirimental 10 heal i, srfety. or the ervironment as defined by Federal, sizie. or local slaivies. yegulalions. or ordinances. Consultamt will, aiter
cemplelion of testing (1) relumn such samples and malesiaiz ic client. or (Z) reach an agreement in wriling o have such samples and materials properly disposad in accordance with applicabls laws, Client agrees 1o pav all cosis
associated wab ihe siorage. trapspon. and disposal of samples and materials  Client recogiixes and agreey that Consullant s reling as o hailee and at no jime assmnes title lo said woste. Al laboralory and {ield equipment
comaminated in perlormiug 1he requrred services will be cleaned af Client’s ¢xpense  Contamnnaled consumahtes wili be disposed ol and replaced a Clienr's expense. Equipmeni (inclwding loalsy which cannol be reasonably
decentaminaled shali hecome the properly and responsibility of Cliest All such quipnient siall be delrvered (n Client ar disposed of i a tnanner simiar 1o that indicated for hazardo mples, Clieni agrees to pay ibe {air markel
vajue of any such 2gnipment which cannol reasonsbly he decontamiared

Reports, Recommendations, and Ownership of Dacements - Reports. recorumendations. and oiher matertads resulting from Consultant s efforts are rtended soely for purposes of this Agreement. any reuse by Client or others
for purposes ouside of ibis Agreement or asy Gilvre to Joliow Consullant’'s recommiendations. withonr Consuitant’s wittten permission. thaf! he at the user’s sole nsk, Chent will [urnish such reports, dara. studies. plage.
specifications. decuments. and other iniormation deemed necessary by Consuliant lor proper performance of its serv Consultanl may rely npon Clieni-provided documents 1o performing ihe services requared under this
Agreement: however. Consuflant assumas no raspensibility or fiability for their aecuracy. CHenl-provided documenis will renstin property of Client. AH reporis. [Feld noles, caterdaizons, estimales, and other documenis which are
prepared. a3 st 5 of service. shali remain Consullant's property and Consultznt shatl retain copyrights to these matenals  Consultanl will retam alt pertinen: recerds relating fo services performed for a period of six vears
fallewing subinisston of a report during which period the records will be made availabie 1o Client a1 alt reasonahle limes

Termination - This Agreement may be lermunated by esther parry by seven {7) dovs writlen notice 1n ihe event of suhstanual failnre io perform in accordance with the (erms of the Agreemes( by (he other party through no lach of
the lerminating party. (7 1his Agrecinentis termuated. 1i is agreed tiai Consu)lant shali be paud for 101al charges (or [abor perfonned o the termination notice date. plus reimbursabte cheraes

FareeMajeure - Neither parly te his Agreement will be linble 1o the ciher parly for delays in petforming the serviees, nor for the direct or indireel cost resuiling from such deiays thal may resnlt from labor strikes, rols. war. acls
ol gavernmmial autherities. exiraordingry weoalier conditions or oflter naiural cmasirophes. or any cause bevond the reasonabie controi or eonlemplation of euther pary.

Severmbillty and Survival - Any clemeni of Hus Agreement later held 1o violale a law shall he deemed void. and a¥l remaimng provisiens shull conlinne in force. However, Clieal and Consoltan) will m good laith anempl 1o
replaee any invalid cr nnenforeeable provision with one thai is vaild and enforceable. and which comes as close as posaibie 10 expressing the intent of the orizinad provision, Allterms and eondstions of this Agreemenl allocaling
Jiafility beiween Client and Cansubiant shall survive the compiziion of the services hereunder and e terndination of this Agreement

Assignment — {onsuilant shall xioi delegare any dulies. nor assign any nghts or clains under ihis Agreemenl. nor sub &ny part of the work auihonized. without pnar cansent of Chent.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabsama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

June 29, 2010

Mr. Chad Gray, President

Grenada County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Box 1208

Grenada, Mississippi 38902-1208

subject:
Proposed MSWIN 30212 B Grenada Lake Communications Tower
Coffeeville, Grenada County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEOIPI012

[Dear Mr. Gray:

Pursuant to the requirements of the March 2005 Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPA) and Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) we are requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of
Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency regarding impact to historical or cultural sites listed on, or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (WRHP) by construction of a wireless communications
tower in Grenada County, Mississippi.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Gore Springs,
Mississippi,” provisional edition dated 1983, The site is located in the northwest ' of the northwest 4 of Section [8,
Township 23 North, Range 7 East, Grenada County, Mississippi, at latitude 33° 52 1.155” north and longitude 89° 36’
31.515” west. The site consists of a proposed [00-foot by 100-foot lease area with associated guy anchor easements, and
a proposed access road located off of County Road 257/Caulder Road near Coffeeville, Mississippi 38922. The site
consists of grassed land, and the site slopes moderately down to the southwest. Proposed activities consist of construction
of a 500-foot guyed communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of
support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. I have included the portion of the
USGS topographic map depicting the proposed site location for your review,

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers. Inc. project number (JSEO1P1012} in correspondence regarding this site. Please provide
comment within thirty days of the date of this letter, Thank you for your time and assistance and we look forward to your
response. Please call me at (205} 629-3868 or email me at hfisher@enveiv.com if you have any questions or comments.
You can also send a response 1o us via facsimile at (877) 847-3060.

Sincerely,

ENYIRON }:T%L ENGINEERS, INC.
f
/

s

ol A b P
Principal Engineer

Attachments:  Site Location Map

Phone: (205) 629-3868 - Fax: (877) 847-3060
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Proof of Publicstion

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
COUNTY OF GRENADA

Before me, the undersigned authority In and for the County and State
eloresatd, this day personally appeared

Environmantsl Er

JUN 112010

of The Dally Star, 2 newspaper publlzhed In the city of Grenada,

RECEWED stats and couniy aforesald, with a general clrculation In sald county,
and which has been published for a period of more than ona year,
and that the pubiication of the notice, a ¢ of which Is hersio
attached, has been mads In sald paper ....£..%.. Times, at weekly
Intsrvals and in the regular sntire issus of sald newspaper for the
numbers and dates hereinafter named, to-wit;

Vol.......... NO.......... onthe......... dayol......... 20,00

Yol.......... Mo.......... onthe......... dayol...... e 20 .
Vol.......... Na,.... onthe......... dayof........ N1 ) S
Vol.......... No......... onthe......... dayol........ 20 e
Vol.......... No.......... onthe......... dayol......... 20, s
Vol .o...el. Mo.......... onthe.........dayol......... 20,0 .

........ [ L R R R I I I

Sworn te and subscribed before me, thls .. q % ........ day of
; :
3

(SEAL}



