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1.0. INTRODUCTION 
The rare “clustering” of tropical storms that occurred in 2004 and 2005 had significant impacts 
on the Gulf Coast Region.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), Deployable Tactical 
Operation Systems (DTOS) is tasked with emergency response mobile command centers.  The 
Corps proposes to construct a new storage facility to house the DTOS emergency response 
mobile command centers.  The Corps, Mobile District is preparing this Environmental 
Assessment (EA) of potential impacts associated with the proposed project. 
 
The project area is located at the Corps, Mobile District’s operations site in Irvington, Alabama, 
as shown in Figure 1.  The site is located approximately 22 miles south-southwest of downtown 
Mobile and approximately one mile from the central business district of Irvington on the parcel 
of land which is occupied by the Irvington Site Office and existing DTOS.   
 
1.1  Problem Description.  Several major storms have caused the need for increased capability 
for emergency response along the Gulf Coast.  The DTOS supply the Corps and other agencies 
with a totally contained, standardized Command and Control platform. This capability will aid in 
response to disaster events along the Gulf Coast.  Several new DTOS mobile command centers 
have been purchased at a cost in excess of seven million dollars ($7,000,000).  It is critical to 
their mission that these vehicles be properly stored and well maintained.  The Corps proposes to 
construct a new storage facility to house the DTOS emergency response mobile command 
centers.   
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1.2 Purpose of and Need for the Proposed Project.  The purpose of the proposed project is to 
provide a reliable, safe, and secure environment for storage of the DTOS new mobile command 
centers by constructing a facility used primarily for equipment storage and also including a 
normal occupancy of up to 20 people per day with offices, conference and sleeping rooms. 
 
2.0. NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT CONSIDERATION   
This EA has been prepared to address the potential impacts associated with construction of the 
new storage facility for DTOS.  The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Title 40 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), CFR Parts 1500-1508 (40 CFR 1500-1508) require 
Federal agencies to consider the potential environmental consequences of proposed actions and 
alternatives.  Executive Order (EO) 11514, Protection and Enhancement of Environmental 
Quality (amended by EO 11991), provides policy directing the Federal government to take 
leadership in protecting and enhancing the environment.  A previous EA has been prepared by 
the Corps, Mobile District during initial development of the DTOS at the Irvington Operations 
Site Office in September 1992 and by reference is incorporated into this document. 
 
3.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 
The proposed facility will be an approximately 12,600 square foot pre-engineered steel rigid 
frame building within the DTOS compound.  The building width will be 60 feet by 210 feet in 
length, as shown in Figure 3 and 4.  The interior space will have a minimum clear height of 15 
feet, and the eave overhang will be flush.  The proposed facility will consist of a conference 
room, a sleeping room, kitchenette, a restroom, and ten bays of equipment storage.  Additionally, 
there will be a three-day outside contained storage supply of fuel for the generator.  The building 
will be constructed with insulated walls and roof, concrete floor, electrical utilities, lighting, 
Ethernet wiring, plumbing, heating and air conditioning.  As a new Federal building, the facility 
will meet the new “Green” requirements given in http://www.wbdg.org/references/fhpsb_new.php.  
The building shall be protected throughout with an automatic fire suppression sprinkler system.  
All portions of the new facility shall meet the Uniform Federal Accessibility Standards and the 
Americans with Disabilities Act Guidelines.  All work shall be designed and constructed to meet 
2009 International Building Code, all State and Federal codes, standards and laws. 
 
4.0. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 
This EA will consider the following two alternatives, No Action, and construction of a new 
storage facility, the proposed project, as described above. 
 
4.1. No Action Alternative.  The No Action alternative involves the continuation of existing 
conditions and no new solutions for existing problems.  This alternative avoids both the 
monetary investment and potential adverse impacts associated with improvements.  Without 
construction of a new storage facility, the loss of these vital new mobile command centers could 
occur.  The immediate risk associated with the unprotected mobile command centers would 
result in damages due to exposure to weather and the natural elements leaving them particularly 
vulnerable to weather events that continually affect this area of the coast.  Additionally, future 
conditions associated with not protecting these vital mobile command centers would result in the 
continued degradation of them and possible lack of their being available during the next 
catastrophic emergency; therefore, the potential for increased danger to human life and welfare 
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exists.  For these reasons, the no-action alternative was eliminated from further consideration as 
it is not considered a viable alternative for the proposed action.   
 
4.2. Construction of a new Storage Facility Alternative.  This alternative would provide a 
reliable, safe, and secure facility for the DTOS new mobile command centers by constructing a 
new storage facility.  The map in Figure 2 depicts the limits of the proposed project.  The 
proposed project, as described in Section 3.0 is being carried further as the Proposed Action and 
associated impacts are fully evaluated in the following paragraphs.  
 
5.0. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 
The project area is located at the Corps, Mobile District’s operations site in Irvington, Alabama, 
as shown in Figure 1.  The site is located approximately 22 miles south-southwest of downtown 
Mobile and approximately one mile from the central business district of Irvington and on the 
parcel of land which is occupied by the Irvington Site Office and existing DTOS. 
 
5.1  Physiography.  The proposed construction site for the new storage facility is located in 
Section 24, Township 6 South, Range 3 West, St. Stephens Meridian, Irvington, Alabama.  The 
proposed site for construction is within the 2.5 acre site currently operated by DTOS within the 
overall 10-acre government property located in Irvington, Alabama.  The property gently slopes 
from north to south and is at an elevation of 130 feet National Geodetic Vertical Datum.  
Neighboring the site to the west is a wood treatment plant and uncultivated farmland borders to 
the south and east.  The north boundary of the property is the 13th Street right-of-way.   
 
5.2 Soils.  The project site is dominated by sandy loam and clay soils typical of uplands.  The 
cleared site has ground cover vegetation characteristic of these type soils found along uplands in 
Mobile County. 
 
5.3  Biological Resources.  The project site contains no wetlands and is above the 100-year 
floodplain.  The entire parcel is located on previous farmland as stated in previous 
correspondence with the Soil Conservation Service, hereby incorporated into this document by 
reference.  Coastal flora include grasses serving as groundcover with pine-oak forests in the 
nearby surrounding area.  Coastal fauna include an array of reptiles, amphibians, birds, and 
mammals.  Reptiles and amphibians found in the area include snakes, turtles, lizards, toads, 
frogs, salamanders, and crocodilians.  Coastal Alabama and Mississippi have a great diversity of 
reptiles including 23 species of turtles, 10 species of lizards, 39 species of snakes, and the 
alligator.  Eighteen species of salamanders and 22 species of frogs and toads are indigenous to 
the coastal region.  Over 300 species of birds have been reported as migratory or permanent 
residents within the area, several of which breed there as well.  Shorebirds include osprey, great 
blue heron, great egret, piping plover, sandpiper, gulls, brown and white pelicans, American 
oystercatcher, and terns.  Birds of the area eat a great variety of foods, are also food to many 
predators, and exhibit a diversity of nesting behaviors. 
   
5.4  Threatened and/or Endangered Species.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has listed the 
following species as either threatened and/or endangered and may occur within the proposed 
project area:  Wood stork (Mycteria americana), recently de-listed Bald eagle (Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus), Piping plover (Charadrius melodus), Black pine snake (Pituophis melanoleucus 
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lodingi), Gopher tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus), and Eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais 
couperi).  Of these species listed, none are likely to be found within the project area.  
Coordination with the FWS has been completed and their concurrence is enclosed within the EA.  
 
5.5  Cultural Resources.  An on-site cultural resources survey was conducted by the Corps, 
Mobile District on September 10, 1987, in conjunction with the construction of the Operations 
Division Irvington Site Office.  The survey determined no significant archaeological or historical 
resources were located.  The Alabama State Historic Preservation Officer concurred with these 
findings on September 24, 1987, and is hereby incorporated into this document by reference.   
 
5.6  Aesthetics.  The project area is located within the existing Irvington Operations Site Office 
compound.  The site is comprised of four office buildings, sheds, and storage facilities.  The 
Operations Site Office is located next to an existing wood preservation site. 
 
5.7  Noise.   The predominant ambient sounds in the vicinity of the project are those expected 
with operational field offices and nearby light industrial complexes.   
   
5.8  Air Quality.  Irvington, Alabama is in attainment with the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS) of the Clean Air Act.  Alabama currently has an approved State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for the establishment, regulation, and enforcement of air pollution 
standards. 
 
6.0. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
The actions that would create the dominant environmental impact at the site are those associated 
with construction activities.  The environmental impact anticipated as a result of the proposed 
project include land disturbance, esthetic degradation, noise degradation, storm water run-off, 
and air quality degradation. 
 
6.1  Physiography.  Construction activities will remove groundcover and excavation for footers 
and base material for the new storage building, access drive, and walkways within the Irvington 
DTOS compound.  The overall characteristic of the compound will not be changed as the project 
will construct an additional building within the existing Operational area. 
 
6.2  Soils.  It is anticipated sandy clay building foundational type soils will be added to the area 
for the building footprint and access drive within the existing operational complex.  Any graded 
areas would be grassed immediately to reduce runoff.  No other changes to soils should occur in 
association with the proposed action. 
 
6.3  Biological Resources.  No long-term adverse impacts are anticipated. Because of the nature 
of the existing operational facility and openness, there should be no basic change in overall 
characteristics.  There may be temporary disruption of the fauna community caused by the 
construction activities but they should avoid the disturbed area and should return shortly after 
construction activity is completed.  There would be a permanent loss of grasses due to 
construction and grading within the project area.  Approximately one-third acre of undisturbed 
land would be converted to storage building, concrete footers, walkways, parking, and access 
drives.  All graded and scarred areas would be grassed or landscaped.  In areas of demolition, a 
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minimum of 4-inches of topsoil will be provided and graded prior to plantings.  Temporary 
winter grass cover will be provided where permanent plantings are delayed because of the 
season.  Only vegetation indigenous to the area will be used and shall be as specified by the 
American Standard for Nursery Stock, ANSI 260.1. 
 
6.4  Threatened and Endangered Species.  The proposed project has been coordinated with the 
FWS to determine if any endangered or threatened plant or animal species would be adversely 
affected by the proposed project.  Based on preliminary review, it is believed that no endangered 
or threatened plant or animal species would be adversely affected by the proposed action.  The 
FWS has provided their concurrence for the initial development of the site in the past.   
 
6.5  Cultural Resources.  This section describes the potential impacts to historic and 
archaeological resources within the Area of Potential Effect of the proposed construction 
activities associated with the No-Action Alternative and the Proposed Action. Federal 
regulations require consideration of how the Proposed Action might affect these resources. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, (NHPA), as amended, and 
implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800 require consultation with others to consider the 
potential effects on historic properties (properties eligible for or listed on the NRHP). 
  
In 1987 a survey was conducted to determine if any resources would be affected by construction 
of the Operations Division Irvington Site Office.  The survey determined that there were no 
cultural resources present including any considered potentially eligible for the NRHP.  The 
survey completed in 1987 was conducted over the entire government owned parcel of land, 
approximately 10 acres.  Based on this report, there are no known historic resources within the 
Area of Potential Effect and there would be no impacts to historic resources from the Proposed 
Action.   
 
In the event that any resources are discovered during construction activities, construction would 
be halted in the area immediately and the Corps, Mobile District archaeologist would be 
contacted.  Should the resources be confirmed as a possible historic property, the Corps, Mobile 
District would contact the SHPO and other appropriate authorities within 48 hours. The site 
would then be recorded and the level of significance, if any, would be determined. If the site is 
found to be significant, mitigation measures would be developed through negotiation of a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with the Corps, Mobile District, the SHPO, and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.  
 
6.6  Aesthetics.  The proposed project would result in slight changes to the appearance of the 
Irvington Site office during construction activities; however, after completion, the new storage 
facility would actually result in an improvement to aesthetic quality by providing a new facility 
to house the new DTOS mobile command centers. 
  
6.7  Noise.  Noise from construction and other associated support equipment would be evident in 
the project area.  Noise levels would be typical of what is already commonly accepted and 
occurring at the Corps’ construction and operational sites.  While this noise would be evident to 
those workers on the job and any users in close proximity of the project, it would be short-term 
and insignificant.  Normal noise levels would be achieved at the end of each workday and after 
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completion of the job.  No long-term adverse impacts are anticipated. 
 

6.8 Air Quality.  Air quality would be temporarily and insignificantly affected by the proposed 
action.  Emissions are expected to occur and would result from the operation of construction 
equipment, and any other support equipment which may be on or adjacent to the job site.  The 
project area is currently in attainment with National Ambient Air Quality Standards parameters.  
The proposed action would not affect the attainment status of the project area or region.  A State 
Implementation Plan conformity determination (42 United States Code 7506 (c) is not required 
since the project area is in attainment for all criteria pollutants.   
 
7.0. PROTECTION OF CHILDREN. Executive Order (EO) 13045, Protection of Children 
from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks (April 21, 1997), recognizes a growing body 
of scientific knowledge that demonstrates that children may suffer disproportionately from 
environmental health risks and safety risks.  These risks arise because children’s bodily systems 
are not fully developed; because children eat, drink, and breathe more in proportion to their body 
weight; because their behavior patterns may make them more susceptible to accidents.  Based on 
these factors, the President directed each Federal agency to make it a high priority to identify and 
assess environmental health risks and safety risks that may disproportionately affect children.  
The President also directed each Federal agency to ensure that its policies, programs, activities, 
and standards address disproportionate risks to children that result from environmental health 
risks or safety risks.   No changes in demographics, housing, or public services will occur as a 
result of the proposed project.  The proposed new equipment storage facility project will 
accommodate use by the existing operations site personnel.  The proposed project does not 
involve activities that will pose any disproportionate environmental health risk or safety risk to 
children.   
 
8.0. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE. EO 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental 
Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations (February 11, 1994) requires that Federal 
agencies conduct their programs, policies, and activities that substantially affect human health or 
the environment in a manner that ensures that such programs, policies, and activities do not have 
the effect of excluding persons (including populations) from participation in, denying persons 
(including populations) the benefits of, or subjecting persons (including populations) to 
discrimination under such programs, policies, and activities because of their race, color, or 
national origin.  On February 11, 1994, the President also issued a memorandum for heads of all 
departments and agencies, directing that EPA, whenever reviewing environmental effects of 
proposed projects pursuant to its authority under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act (CAA), ensure 
that the involved agency has fully analyzed environmental laws, regulations, and policies.  The 
proposed project is not designed to create a benefit for any group or individuals.  The proposed 
construction activities do not create disproportionately high or adverse human health or 
environmental impacts on any low-income populations of the surrounding area.  Review and 
evaluation of the proposed project have not disclosed the existence of identifiable minority or 
low-income communities that will be adversely affected by the proposed project.  
 
 
9.0 CUMULATIVE EFECTS SUMMARY.  Cumulative impacts are those impacts on the 
environment that result from the incremental impacts of the action when added to other past, 
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present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  This section analyzes the proposed actions as 
well as any connected, cumulative, and similar existing and potential actions occurring in the 
area surrounding the site.  The potential adverse direct environmental and socioeconomic 
impacts associated with the proposed action are insignificant.  In general, construction of the new 
storage building would have no significant adverse cumulative effects.   
 
Based on the above discussion of the minor impacts, which would result from the 
implementation of the proposed project and due to the lack of long term adverse impacts, it is our 
belief that no significant cumulative impacts as a result of the new construction activities would 
occur. 
 
10.0. CONCLUSION.  The proposed action would have no significant adverse environmental 
impacts on the existing environment.  No mitigation actions are required for the proposed 
project.  Best Management Practices would be employed during the proposed actions to 
minimize any identified adverse impacts.  The implementation of the proposed action would not 
have a significant adverse impact on the quality of the environment and an environmental impact 
statement is not required. 
 
11.0. LIST OF PREPARERS 
 
Linda Brown 
Landscape Architect 
Department of the Army 
Mobile District, Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 2288 
Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001 
(251) 694-3786 
 
12.0. LIST OF AGENCIES AND OTHERS CONTACTED REGARDING THE ACTION. 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service 
Alabama Department of Environmental Management 
Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources 
Alabama Historical Commission 
 
Other Federal, State, and local organizations, and U.S. Senators and Representatives of the State 
of Alabama have been notified of the proposed action through Public Notice FP11-EM01-02 and 
are being asked to participate in coordinating this proposed work. 
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