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B.1. WRRDA 2014 Section 1005 Compliance 

B.1.1. List of Federal and State Agencies Contacted 

Table B-1:  Distribution List 
AGENCY ADDRESS PHONE NUMBER 
EPA Region 4 Sam Nunn Federal Building 

61 Forsyth Street South West 
Atlanta, Georgia  30303 

 

FEMA Region 4 9500 Wynlakes Place 
Montgomery, Alabama 36117 

(334) 274-6350 

FHA 9500 Wynlakes Place 
Montgomery, Alabama 36117 

(334) 274-6350 

USGS SE Region U.S. Geological Survey 
1170 Corporate Drive, Suite 500 
Atlanta, Georgia  30093 

 

USFWS SE Region Michael_oetker@fws.gov  
USFWS DFO bill_pearson@fws.gov (251) 441-5181 
DOI Atlanta Region Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance, 

Atlanta Region 
Suite 1144 
75 Ted Turner Drive, S.W. 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

 

AHC (SHPO) 468 South Perry Street 
P.O. Box 300900 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-0900 

 

ACHP ljohnson@achp.gov 
athompson@achp.gov 

(202) 517-0215 
(202) 517-0225 

NPS 100 Alabama Street, SW 
1924 Building 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

(404) 507-5600 

HUD U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 
950 22nd Street N Suite 900 
Birmingham, Alabama  35203 

 

NRCS 3381 Skyway Drive 
Auburn, AL 33830 

(334) 887-4500 

ADCNR 64 N. Union Street 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130 

(334) 242-3486 

ADCNR WFFRD 64 N. Union Street, Suite 551 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130 

(334) 242-3465 

ADEM P.O. Box 301463 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463 

(334) 271-7710 

ASOS P.O. Box 5616 
Montgomery, Alabama 36103-5616 

(334) 242-7200 

AEMA P.O. Drawer 2160 
Clanton, Alabama  35046 

 

ALDOT P. O. Box 303050,  
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-3050 

(334) 242-6776 

ALDOT Bridge Bureau P. O. Box 303050,  
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-3050 

(334-242-6007 

ADPH P.O. Box 303017 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-3017 

(334) 295-1000 
(251) 275-3772 
(334) 206-5375 

mailto:ljohnson@achp.gov
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B.1.2. Cooperating Agency Agreement Letters 
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B.1.3. Agency Scoping Meeting 
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B.2. Water Quality 

B.2.1. Water Quality Certification 
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B.2.2. 404(b)1 Evaluation 
SECTION 404(B)(1) EVALUATION FOR 

BANK STABILIZATION 
CITY OF SELMA FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY 

DALLAS COUNTY, ALABAMA 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

A. Location.  City of Selma, Dallas County, Alabama (Figure B-1). 

B. General Description.  As illustrated in Figure B-2, the proposed work would span 
approximately 1,000 linear feet (ft) and would involve installation of approximately 
94 H-Piles from which to insert a retaining wall feature.  Riprap would be placed at 
the upstream and downstream ends. 

Figure B-1:  Site Location 
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Figure B-2:  Conceptual Design of Proposed Work 

 

C. Authority and Purpose.   

This feasibility study is authorized by House Resolution No. 66, June 7, 1961: 

“Resolved by the Committee on Public Works of the House of Representatives, 
United States, that the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors be, and is 
hereby, requested to review the report on Alabama-Coosa Branch of Mobile River, 
Georgia and Alabama, published as House Document No. 66, Seventy-fourth 
Congress, first, session, with a view to determining the advisability of providing 
improvements for flood control on Alabama River in Dallas County, Alabama.” 

The Bipartisan Budget Act of 2018 (Public Law (P.L.) 115-123), Division B, Subdivision 
1, Title IV, appropriates funding for the study at full Federal expense.  As identified under 
this “Supplemental Appropriation” bill, the study is subject to additional reporting 
requirements and is expected to be completed within three years and for $3 million 
dollars. 

In accordance with the memorandum for the Commander dated July 16, 2020 from 
Headquarters (HQ) United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to the South 
Atlantic Division (SAD), the investigation of streambank (bankline) erosion measures is 
being conducted under the authority of Section 1203 of Water Resources Development 
Act of 2018 as authorized:  

“(a) Feasibility Reports.--The Secretary shall expedite the completion of a 
feasibility study for each of the following projects, and if the Secretary determines 
that the project is justified in a completed report, may proceed directly to 
preconstruction planning, engineering, and design of the project:  (1) Project for 
riverbank stabilization, Selma, Alabama.” 
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D. General Description of Fill Material. 

(1) General Characteristic of Material.  Reference Table B-2. 

(2) Quantity of Material.  Reference Table B-2. 

Table B-2:  Quantities for Fill Material 
Material Quantities per ~1,000 linear ft 
H-Piles (lengths vary from 10-ft to 50-ft) 96 (approximate) 
Steel Anchor Tiebacks 188 (approximate) 
Concrete Lagging 465 cy 
Geotextile Fabric 10,000 square yards (sy) 
Granular Fill 12,500 cy 
Sand Fill 1,900 cy 
Riprap 12,333 cy 
Total Fill 26,733 cy (approximate) 

(3) Source of Material.  The riprap will be selected from a commercial quarry in 
the region.  

E. Description of the Proposed Discharge Site.  

(1) Location.  The center of the proposed Soldier-Pile Wall footprint is located 
approximately 1,500 feet upstream of River Mile 205. 

(2) Size.  The proposed length is approximately 1,000 linear ft.   

(3) Type of Site.  The proposed work would be performed along the riverbank 
and riverbed within the Alabama River. 

(4) Type of Habitat. The Alabama River within the Study Area consists of large 
sized gravel and rock with continuous flow. 

(5) Timing and Duration of Discharge.  Duration of construction would take 
approximately 18 months to complete. 

F. Description of Disposal Method.  Pilings would be spaced to allow a retaining wall 
to slide into place.  Fill Material and riprap would be placed behind the retaining 
wall.  Riprap would also be placed on the upstream and downstream ends. 

II. Factual Determinations: 

A. Physical Substrate Determinations. 

(1) Substrate Elevation and Slope.  The Soldier-Pile Wall would be constructed 
up to 110-ft North American Vertical Datum 88 and would have a vertical 
slope. 
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(2) Sediment Type.  Large size gravel and rock. 

(3) Dredged/Fill Material Movement.  No dredging would occur.  Fill material 
would be placed inside the retaining wall with riprap at upstream and 
downstream ends. 

(4) Physical Effects on the Benthos.  Benthos would be adversely impacted 
through direct disturbance to riverbed.  Indirect impacts to the immediate 
vicinity may occur due to increase local turbidity during construction.   

(5) Actions Taken to Minimize Impacts (Subpart H).  Construction Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) and an Erosion, Sediment, and Pollution 
Control Plan (ESPCP) would be implemented to contain potential increased 
turbidity resulting from the disposal and construction.  Relocation for Federally 
listed species would occur in accordance with the Biological Opinion dated 
December 21, 2020 received from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). 

B. Water Circulation, Fluctuation, and Salinity Determinations. 

(1) Salinity.  Not applicable. 

(2) Water Chemistry. Water chemistry would not be significantly impacted. 

(3) Clarity.  Water clarity would be temporarily decreased in the vicinity of the 
construction activities.  These impacts would subside once construction 
activities are completed. 

(4) Color.  Color would not be significantly impacted.   

(5) Taste.  Taste would not be significantly impacted. 

(6) Dissolved Gas Levels.  Dissolved gas levels would not be significantly 
affected. 

(7)  Nutrients.  Nutrient levels would not be significantly impacted. 

(8) Eutrophication.  Eutrophication would not be significantly impacted. 

C. Water Circulation, Fluctuation, and Salinity Gradient Determinations: 

(1) Current Patterns and Circulation. 

(a) Current Patterns and Flow.  The construction of the retaining wall would not 
significantly alter current and flow patterns.  No significant induced flooding 
would occur. 

(b) Velocity.  The immediate vicinity may experience increased velocity during 
flood events; however, the potential for increased velocities and scouring 
adjacent to the proposed Soldier-Pile Wall would be considered and 
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addressed during the Preconstruction, Engineering, and Design (PED) 
phase of the project. 

(2) Stratification.  There would be no impacts on water stratification. 

(3) Hydrologic Regime.  There would be no significant impacts on the hydrologic 
regime. 

(4) Normal Water Level Fluctuations.  There would be no significant impacts on 
water level fluctuations. 

(5) Salinity Gradients.  Not applicable. 

D.  Suspended Particulate/Turbidity Determinants. 

(1) Expected Changes in Suspended Particulate and Turbidity Levels in Vicinity 
of Disposal Sites.  A temporary increase in suspended particulates and 
turbidity levels would occur in the immediate vicinity of the construction zone.  
These impacts will subside when the activities are completed. 

(2) Effects on Chemical and Physical Properties of the Water Column. 

(a) Light Penetration.  Increases in suspended solids concentrations will be 
nominal and temporary.  No significant impacts to light penetration are 
anticipated. 

(b) Dissolved Oxygen.  Dissolved oxygen will not be significantly impacted. 

(c) Toxic Metals and Organics.  No significant increases in toxic metals and 
organics are expected to occur due to the construction activities. 

(d) Pathogens.  Pathogen levels will not be affected as a result of this project. 

(e) Aesthetics.  The area would be permanently altered from the construction of 
a retaining wall; however, should no bank stabilization be implemented the 
Study Area aesthetics would decline due to continual erosion and impacts to 
properties listed on the National Register of Historic Places. 

(3) Effects on biota. 

(a) Primary Production, Photosynthesis.  Temporary, localized impacts to 
primary production or photosynthesis levels may result from turbidity plumes 
generated by construction activities.  These effects would be localized and 
would subside upon project completion. 

(b) Suspension/Filter Feeders.  Suspension/filter feeders in the immediate 
vicinity of the project footprint would be adversely impacted.  Relocation 
would occur to minimize impacts.  Species within the surrounding vicinity 
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would not be significantly affected by this action.  Increased turbidity will be 
contained using Best Management Practices (BMPs) and an Erosion and 
Sediment Control Plan (ESCP). 

(c) Sight Feeders.  Sight feeders would vacate the vicinity and may be 
temporarily affected by increased turbidity.  These effects would subside 
upon completion of the construction activities. 

(4) Actions taken to Minimize Impacts (Subpart H).  Construction BMPs and an 
ESPCP would be implemented in order to minimize impacts.  Federal and 
State Agency coordination is ongoing to ensure adverse impacts to federally 
listed species are minimized. 

E. Contaminant Determinations.  The sediment within the riverbed is sand and 
gravel; therefore, the proposed project site would not act as an environmental sink 
and temporarily increased turbidity would not spread contaminants to the 
surrounding area. 

F. Aquatic Ecosystem and Organism Determinations. 

(1) Effects on plankton.  There may be temporary effects on plankton in the 
immediate vicinity of the construction zone due to increased turbidity; 
however, these effects would be localized and short-term. 

(2) Effects on Benthos.  Benthic organisms within the construction zone that are 
not translocated would be crushed underneath riprap placement.  Adjacent 
benthic communities would be indirectly impacted from increased turbidity.  
No significant impacts would result from this project. 

(3) Effects on Nekton.  Nektonic species are expected to be temporarily affected 
during disposal and construction and may evacuate the immediate vicinity; 
however, they are expected to return once turbidity levels return to pre-project 
conditions.  No significant impacts are anticipated.   

(4) Effects on Aquatic Food Web.  This project would pose no significant impacts 
to the aquatic food web. 

(5) Effects on Special Aquatic Sites. 

(a) Sanctuaries and Refuges.  No sanctuaries or refuges occur within the 
proposed project area; therefore, there would be no impacts resulting from 
this project. 

(b) Wetlands.  It is unlikely that jurisdictional wetlands occur within the 
footprint; however, a survey would be conducted to verify and delineate 
any existing wetlands. 
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(c) Mud Flats.  No mud flats exist within the project vicinity; therefore, there 
would be no impacts as a result of the project. 

(d) Vegetated Shallows.  No vegetated shallows would be affected by this 

(e) Coral Reefs.  Not applicable. 

(f) Riffle and Pool Complexes.  No riffle or pool complexes would be affected 
by this project. 

(6) Threatened and Endangered Species.  The USACE determined that the 
proposed action may affect and is likely to adversely affect the tulotoma snail 
(Tulotoma magnifica).  The USFWS concurred with the determination in a BO 
dated December 21, 2020. 

(7) Other Wildlife.  No significant impacts to wildlife are anticipated. 

(8) Actions to Minimize Impacts.  Impacts to the species will be minimized by 
avoidance of the animal’s habitat. 

G. Proposed Fill Site Determination. 

(1) Mixing Zone Determination.  This activity does not require a mixing zone 
determination.  The nature of the construction activities and constituent 
concentrations preclude the need for a mixing zone determination. 

(2) Determination of Compliance with Applicable Water Quality Standards.  The 
proposed action will comply with applicable water quality standards as 
established by the Alabama Department of Environmental Management 
(ADEM).  Water Quality Certification has been obtained via letter dated 
November 10, 2020. 

(3) Potential Effects on Human Use Characteristics. 

(a) Municipal and Private Water Supply.  This project would not significantly 
impact municipal or private water supplies. 

(b) Recreation and Commercial Fisheries.  Fishing activities at the sites 
would be temporarily interrupted during the construction activities.  No 
long-term impacts are anticipated to result from this project. 

(c) Water Related Recreation.  The proposed action would temporarily disrupt 
water-related recreation at the construction site; however, no negative 
long-term effects are anticipated from the action.  Recreationers would be 
able to access surrounding areas for enjoyment. 

(d) Aesthetics.  Aesthetics would be permanently impacted as a result of the 
proposed action.  The proposed bank stabilization would convert a portion 
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of the natural river into a man-made structure designed to reduce erosion; 
however, should no bank stabilization be implemented the Study Area 
aesthetics would degrade due to continual erosion and those impacts to 
the properties listed on the NRHP. 

(e) Parks, National and Historic Monuments, National Seashores, Wilderness 
Areas, Research Sites, and Similar Preserves.  No parks, national historic 
monuments, national seashores, wilderness areas, research sites and 
similar preserves in the vicinity will be adversely impacted as a result of 
this project. 

(f) Other Effects.  The proposed project location is located within several 
cultural resources’ Area for Potential Effects.  A Memorandum of 
Agreement was executed with the Alabama Historical Commission and 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and finalized in May 2021. 

(4) Determination of Cumulative Effects on the Aquatic Ecosystem.  A thorough 
cumulative assessment considers past, present, and future action which 
affect the Study Area.  Historical activities to reduce riverbank erosion repairs 
include lining the bank with debris.  Additionally, the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency has conducted emergency bank stabilization using 
concrete blocks along the downtown riverfront.  Currently, the USACE is 
conducting a Continuing Authorities Program Section 14 Feasibility Study, 
Emergency Streambank and Shoreline Protection, Selma, Alabama (referred 
to as the Selma CAP Section 14 Project) within the City limits.  The City of 
Selma had designed plans to develop the riverfront property to include a 
riverwalk and revitalization, however, no funding to complete the work has 
been allocated at this time.  Collectively, bank stabilization efforts have 
resulted in the decreased erosion in the immediate locations; however, each 
effort in itself has not been substantial enough to reduce erosion throughout 
the entire reach of the Study Area.   

(5) Determination of Secondary Effects on the Aquatic Ecosystem.  Temporary 
and localized impacts may occur downstream of the construction activities. 

III. Findings of Compliance or Noncompliance with the Restrictions on Discharge. 

A. No significant adaptations of the guidelines were made relative to this evaluation. 

B. The proposed discharge represents the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative that would accomplish the project objectives. 

C. Based on the nature of the fill material, the placement of riprap would be in 
compliance with applicable state Water Quality Standards.  Furthermore, Water 
Quality Certification has been obtained from the State of Alabama via letter dated 
November 10, 2020. 
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D. The fill material would not violate the Toxic Effluent Standard of Section 307 of the 
Clean Water Act. 

E. The placement of fill material would not jeopardize the continued existence of any 
Federally listed endangered or threatened species or their critical habitat. 

F. The proposed discharge of fill material would not contribute to significant 
degradation of waters of the United States.  Nor would it result in significant 
adverse effects on human health and welfare, including municipal and private 
water supplies, recreation and commercial fishing; life stages of organisms 
dependent upon the aquatic ecosystem; ecosystem diversity, productivity and 
stability; or recreational, aesthetic or economic values. 

G. Appropriate and practicable steps to minimize potential adverse impacts of the 
discharge on the aquatic ecosystem include: 

(1) Locations, times and duration of the project have been selected to minimize 
potential adverse impacts to the aquatic ecosystem. 

(2) An interdisciplinary team has evaluated sites, and project designs have been 
altered per their recommendations. 

 
 
 
DATE:______________________________ _______________________________ 
 Sebastien P. Joly 
 Colonel, U.S. Army 
 District Commander 
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B.3. Endangered Species Act and Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 
Due to the limited resources of the USFWS, coordination for the FWCA will be included 
within the Biological Opinion and will be separated and distinct from ESA language.  This 
solution was approved by the Vertical Chain via In Progress Review on February 27, 
2020. 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-40 | P a g e  
 

 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-41 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-42 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-43 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-44 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-45 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-46 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-47 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-48 | P a g e  
 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-49 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-50 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-51 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-52 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-53 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-54 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-55 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-56 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-57 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-58 | P a g e  
 

 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-59 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-60 | P a g e  
 

 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-61 | P a g e  
 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-62 | P a g e  
 

 

 



Selma, Alabama FRM Study IFR/EA DATE 
Appendix B – Environmental May 17, 2021 

B-63 | P a g e  
 

B.4. Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste Coordination 
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B.5. Public/Agency Comments and Responses 
The draft Integrated Feasibility Report and Environmental Assessment (IFR/EA) was 
made available on the USACE Selma Webpage at 
<https://www.sam.usace.army.mil/Missions/Program-and-Project-Management/Civil-
Projects/Selma-Alabama-Flood-Risk-Management-Feasibility-Study/Selma-Document-
Library/>, and underwent a 30-day Public and Agency review period which concluded on 
October 16, 2020.  Public and Agency individuals were notified of the draft IFR/EA review 
period via Public Notice Number FP20-AL01-07, which was posted to the USACE 
Planning and Environmental Public Notice webpage at 
<https://www.sam.usace.army.mil/Missions/Planning-Environmental/Public-
Notices/Article/2350917/joint-public-notice-selma-alabama-flood-risk-management-
feasibility-study/> and distributed via email on September 17, 2020.  No comments were 
received. 

https://www.sam.usace.army.mil/Missions/Program-and-Project-Management/Civil-Projects/Selma-Alabama-Flood-Risk-Management-Feasibility-Study/Selma-Document-Library/
https://www.sam.usace.army.mil/Missions/Program-and-Project-Management/Civil-Projects/Selma-Alabama-Flood-Risk-Management-Feasibility-Study/Selma-Document-Library/
https://www.sam.usace.army.mil/Missions/Program-and-Project-Management/Civil-Projects/Selma-Alabama-Flood-Risk-Management-Feasibility-Study/Selma-Document-Library/
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