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MEMORANDUM 

DATE: February 18, 2017 

FROM: William Elzinga and Sandra Sroonian 

SUBJECT: Lyons Dam Removal NEPA EA Public Scoping  

Meeting Summary  

TO: Amec Foster Wheeler Project File Number:  33933161661 

 
 

Title:  Lyons Dam Removal Environmental Assessment (EA) Public  

 Scoping Meeting Summary - February 3, 2016 

 
Purpose and Content: 
A public scoping meeting was held on February 3, 2016 at the Lyons Township Fire station 
located at 212 Water Street in Lyons, Michigan from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM to solicit public input 
regarding the proposed removal of Lyons Dam that includes proposed river restoration 
activities.  The meeting was held in an open house format and included the distribution of two 
handouts both labeled “Lyons Dam Removal and Grand River Restoration Project” and a 
comment form to all attendees.  The handouts used to communicate project information 
included the following two attached 8.5- by 11-inch handouts and a PowerPoint Presentation as 
follows: 
 

• Hand Out: Lyons Dam Removal and Grand River Restoration Project.  Included selected 
exhibits of proposed action as presented in the Joint Permit Application prepared by E.S. 
Very, Ph.D., Hydologist: 

� Proposed Access Roads and Project Storage/Re-fueling Areas 
� Lyons Dam Removal 
� East Channel Removal and Reconstruction 
� Grand River Bank Protection 

• Hand Out:  Aerial Map of the project area noting location of the dam, fish ladder, east 
channel and other pertinent features. 

• PowerPoint Presentation: “Lyons Dam Removal Project” prepared by USFWS. 
 

The primary speaker during the meeting was Rick Westerhof from the USFWS supported by 
both William Elzinga and Sandra Sroonian from Amec Foster Wheeler Environment and 
Infrastructure, Inc. (Amec Foster Wheeler).   

 

Results: 

A total of more than 80 individuals attended the meeting from the general public or other 
interested parties.  However, a total of 48 individuals signed.  Supporting personnel included 
representatives from the USFWS, Michigan Department of Natural Resources, the Ionia 
Conservation District, the Village of Lyons, Central Michigan University, and Amec Foster 
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Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. (Amec Foster Wheeler).  A total of 16 individuals or 
organizations provided written comments either at the meeting or subsequently via email or 
mail.  Content of the comments are summarized below: 

Attendees provided a range of comments and input at the public meeting.  Verbal comments 
received during open discussion consisted of several positive comments in support of dam 
removal and a larger number of negative comments.  All attendees were encouraged to provide 
written comments that could be reviewed by the study team as part of the scoping process.   

Summary findings of the public comments received at the meeting by general topic and subject 
matter are as follows: 

 
Effectiveness in addressing elements of the Purpose and Need (fish passage, dam 

safety/liability, erosion control) 

1. Removal of dam is positive, and will return the river to a free flowing river. 

2. Dam and associated structures are a safety hazard and impacting erosion on the west bank, 

downstream of the dam. 

3. It needs to be made safe. 

4. The erosion control on the west side ONLY! 

5. Fish ladder is a safety hazard, especially for young children in the area. 

6. Fix the dam, even if you have to take off a layer. 

7. We need to fix, not remove the dam. 

8. I believe that erosion needs attention and the present dam needs repair, not removal.  

Someone write a grant for repair of the dam and include erosion control. 

9. Liability?  Who says it is a problem, review pros and cons of the use of the fish ladder and 

pond. 

10. Control erosion areas. 

11. Is the control and change of this area going to positively affect other areas? 

12. Control problem areas, fix problem areas. 

13. Consider what is the backup plan if the proposal fails and/or causes more problems?  Any 

requires more money?? 

Alternatives 

1. Out of two proposals why not have one to repair?  Keep what is good, fix what is unsafe.  Is 

the proposal for the good of the people, the nature, future changes to the land?  Please take 

in consideration the following: 

2. Money for removal should be spent on repairing the dam (e.g., west side of the dam and 

holes in the middle). 

3. A show of hands at the meeting there were more people for keeping the dam than having it 

removed. 

4. Don’t feel as if this is much of a poll for approval of “proposed” action, as much as it is going 

to be done regardless and as a courtesy that we are letting you know  

5. Don’t remove the dam. 

6. Is there a government-funded choice to upgrade and change something that doesn’t 

required action due to no liability and nothing wrong with it?  Don’t feel the need to change 

something if it doesn’t have a problem. 
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Fish and Wildlife 

1. Removal of dam will lower the water level in the river, which will have a negative impact on 

fish population, which will have an impact on the wildlife (Bald Eagle and Osprey) and ability 

to access Wager and Webber Dams with their boats.  Hard to get up river with a motor boat. 

2. Dam removal will harm current wildlife habitat. 

3. This is affecting more than JUST the Village! Removing the dam, lowering the water level, 

changing the appearance, effects on the land and habitat upstream. 

4. Eagles that rest on the river will be negatively impacted.  Eagles are protected correct? 

Recreational Use/Aesthetics 

1. I think that it will make the fishing a little better. 

5. This is affecting more than JUST the Village! Removing the dam, lowering the water level, 

changing the appearance. 

6. Don’t remove the dam since the Lyons Dam area is a beautiful and wonderful place to go, 

part of the community for years, and should remain. 

7. Dam removal will result in decreasing miles of river currently available to be fished.  

8. Removal of the dam will narrow the river ruining fishing and boating both upstream and 

downstream of the dam. 

9. Dam removal will limit access to the river. 

10. Dam removal will not allow the use of pontoons/boats on their riverfront property. 

11. We will have a boat launch for no reason? 

12. Out of towners frequent the bridge to fish.  What small part of stimulation for the local 

economy will be gone? 

13. Dam removal will destroy aesthetics of their property and access to the river (i.e., boating, 

fishing and swimming); changing the lands waterway where they camp, fish, swim and boat. 

14. Dam removal will not allow accessibility to the river for their children to fish from their home. 

15. Everything, you are going to make boating, fishing and living on our river bank a mess. 

16. Proposed plan will impact water levels, fishing, boating, and general living on the river above 

the dam will crawl to a halt. 

17. Fishing will be non-existent. 

Personal Property  

1. Dam removal will decrease property values, altering real estate/property boundaries, and 

remove the river entirely in front of some back yards. 

2. Dam removal will reduce property value. 

3. Property value, recreation and erosion. 

4. People have been coming for years to just see the dam. 

5. What boat launch? (useless). 

6. No one with river front property wants it. 

Water Levels/Hydrology 

1. How much is the water going to be lowered? 

2. Dam removal will have a large impact on river flow. 

3. Water level is going to drop. 

General Comments 

1. None, was not convinced it is the right thing to do. 

2. Don’t like any aspects of the proposed plan for dam removal. 
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3. You already made up your mind to remove it. 

4. That there is hope that the federal government will use the money elsewhere. 

5. No personal likes, only concerns. 

6. I don’t like that the Village of Lyons made this decision. 

7. What is going to be done?  Don’t believe that the people’s opinions and wants are going to 

have much weight. 

8. Leave the dam alone, being fiscally responsible is important. 

9. The school’s name is Twin Rivers, not stream 

10. The river is part of the town’s heritage. 

11. Time and money put into the Green ViewPoint, another waste of money, it won’t be as 

scenic. 

12. Will have to change the name of Islandfest. 

13. Village wants this not the residents’ council. 

14. Have you heard of McKensy Construction, I know they got the job already? 

Additional verbal comments: 

1. Question whether or not water level in raceway channel would remain or whether this would 
dry up 

2. Question regarding potential contaminated sediments upstream of dam that would be 
exposed by dewatering.  Would contaminated sediments have to be remediated by property 
owners? 

3. Question regarding direct access of landowner to water where wood root wad structures are 
proposed.  These would impair access. 

4. Question as to what would be done to address potential safety issues associated with old 
powerhouse once dam is removed and water levels are reduced. 
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Comments 


































































