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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

EPA Region 4
FEMA Region 4
FHA

USGS SE Region
USFWS SE Region

USFWS DFO
DOI Atlanta Region

AHC (SHPO)

ACHP

NPS

HUD

NRCS

ADCNR

ADCNR WFFRD
ADEM

ASOS

AEMA

ALDOT

ALDOT Bridge Bureau

ADPH

ADDRESS

Sam Nunn Federal Building
61 Forsyth Street South West
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

9500 Wynlakes Place
Montgomery, Alabama 36117

9500 Wynlakes Place
Montgomery, Alabama 36117

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

Michael_oetker@fws.gov
bill_pearson@fws.gov

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance,

Atlanta Region

Suite 1144

75 Ted Turner Drive, S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30303

468 South Perry Street

P.O. Box 300900

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-0900
liohnson@achp.gov
athompson@achp.gov

100 Alabama Street, SW

1924 Building

Atlanta, GA 30303

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development

950 22nd Street N Suite 900
Birmingham, Alabama 35203
3381 Skyway Drive

Auburn, AL 33830

64 N. Union Street

Montgomery, Alabama 36130

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

P.O. Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463
P.O. Box 5616

Montgomery, Alabama 36103-5616
P.O. Drawer 2160

Clanton, Alabama 35046

P. O. Box 303050,

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

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-3050
P.O. Box 303017

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-3017

DATE
May 17, 2021

PHONE NUMBER

(334) 274-6350

(334) 274-6350

(251) 441-5181

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

(404) 507-5600

(334) 887-4500
(334) 242-3486
(334) 242-3465
(334) 271-7710

(334) 242-7200

(334) 242-6776
(334-242-6007

(334) 295-1000
(251) 275-3772
(334) 206-5375
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B.1.2. Cooperating Agency Agreement Letters

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, MOBILE METRICT
P BOX 2288
MOBILE, AL 26528-0001

January 24, 2019

BRNTO
aTTER I O

Inland Envirgnment Team
Flannimg and Ervironmental Division

Ms. Michaela Noble

Diractor, Office of Environmerntal Policy and Compliance
Department of the [nteriar

1B48 C Street, Nomthwest

Washington, DG 20240

Drear M=, Noble:

The LS. Army Camps of Engineers (USACE). Makbile Districi is prepanng an Integrated
Feasitility Report and Environmental Assessmant (EA) for the City of Salma Flood Risk
Management project lecatad in Dallas County, Alabama.

The Selma Feasicility Study is a cost-share agreement batwaen the USACE and the City of
Selma that was initiated on October &, 2018, The study has identified 10 focused alternatives
which meet the goals and cbjectives. These alernatives will be compared and eveluated based on
planning criteria, engineering. cost, and benefits in arder to create 3 final array of alternatives fram
which a tentatively selected plan will ba chosen.

The Caouncil an Ermviranmental Quality {CEQD), Regulationg on Implementing Mational
Environmental Pelicy Act Procedures (WNEPA) {40 CFR 1500-1308) emphasizes agency
cooperation 2arly in the NEFA pracess through the establishment of Cooperating Agency status.
In essence, any Fedaral or State agancy which has jurisdiction ower activities to be considarad in
the EA has the opportunity to serve as a Cooperating Agency. Responsibilities of a Cooperating
Agency include but are not limited 1o provision of data and'er information, and review of the
preliminary draft EA for completeness, |nformation relative to the rights and respansibilities of lead

and cooparating agencies may be found in CEQ's Foty Most Asked Questions Congerning CEQ's
MNEPA Regulations (htip:/'ceq.eh.doe govinepal’regs/d40).

As lead agency in the preparation of the integrated feasibility report and EA, USACE. Mobile
District is requesting your participation as a cooperating agency in this effort and would appraciate
a confimnation of your willingness ta do g2, \Wa look forward to warking with you an this project and
if you should have any guestions, plzase contact Ms. Heather Bulger at {251) 65<4-388% or via
amail at heather p.bulger@usace ammy.mil.

Sincernely,
Curtiz M. Flakes

Chief, Planning and Envirenmental
Divisian

B-2|Page
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DEPARTMEMNT OF THE ARMY
CORPI OF ENGINEERS, WOBILE LiSTRICT
PO, B0 2286
MOEILE, AL 385240001

Febuany 12, 2018

[rland Enviromnent Tzam
Planning and Chvironmeaental Division

Ms. Joyoe A, Stanlsy

Regicnal Emvironmental Froleclion Speialist

Deparime&nt of the Inferior, Office of Cnvironmental Folicy and Compliancs
Atlanta Fegion, Suite 1144

i85 Ted T'urner Urive, Southwest

Atlanta, Ceorgia 30303

Dear Ms, Stanicy;

The U.5. Army Corps of Enginesrs {USACE), Mobils District is propaiing an
Integrated Feasibilty Report and Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Gity of Salma
Floed Rizk Managemant project located in Dallas County, Alabama.

The Selma Feasibility Study s a coslt-share agreement betweesn the USACE and the
City of Belrma that was intiated on Gobobor 3, 2018, The study has identified 10
focuzed altematives which meet tha geals and abjechives. Thase alternatives will ba
compared and evaluated based on planning criteria, engineering, cost, and benefits in
obdar be create a final array of alternatives from which a tentatively selocted plan will bo
chinsan,

The Camei on Eviranmental Quality (CECD, Regulations on knplementing Maticnal
Envircnmental Policy Act Procedures (WEPA) (40 CFR 1800-1508) amphasizes syenocy
coogargtion carly in tho MCPA procoes through the establishment of Cocperating
Agency status. In essence any Fedaral or State agoney which has jurisdiction over
activities to b considered in the EA has the opporunity to sane as a Looparating
Agancy. Raspensibilities of 8 Cooperating Ageney include but are not limited to
prravision of data andfor information, and review of the preliminany draft E& for
complateness. Infamation relative: to the rights and respansihbiliies of lead and
coopersting agencies may be found in CEC bary Most Asked Cuestions Concerming
CEQ's MEPA Regulstions (httpceq.eh.doe.govinepalrags/a0).

As lead agency in the preparation of the integrated feas=ibiliy report and EA| LUSALT,
Mobile District s requesting yoeur participation as a cooperating agency in this offort and
wiouldl appraciate a canfirmation of your willingness o du so. Wa ook fonsard to
working with you on this project and if you should have any guestions, please corlact
Wz, Haathor Bulger at {257) G24-3380 or via omail at heathar. p.bulger@usace, army. mil.

sinconaly,

f"? <20 ?7’ .
{ Cpoddemtin, Fotirm =
“Guitis M. Flakes
Ghicd, Planning and Envirermenlal
Llivision

B-3|Page
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SORMS UF ENCINEERS, MUBILE DISTHIZT
P.0. BOX 2285
MOGILE. AL 385250001

Mohruans 12, 2014
Inland Ervvironment Team
Planring and Cnvironmenrtal Division

br. Trey Glenn

Regional Admiristratar

U.5, Envircnmental Protection Agoncy, Region 4
wam Nunn Federal Building

B1 Forsyth Street Scuth West

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr. Glenn:

lhe .5, Army Corpe of Engineers (USACE), Mohile District is proparing an
Integrated Feasbility Report and Emdranmaental Asscsament {EA) tar the Gity of Selma
Flood Risk Management project located in Dallas County, Alabama.

The Selma Faasinility Study is a coat-share agresment between the USACE ard the :
Cily of Selma that was inftiated on October 8, 2018, The study has identified 10 |
foousar alternatives which mect the goals and chijzctives, Thase alternatives will ke

camparad and cvaluated based on planning criferia, engineering. east. and benefits in

order to create 4 final aray of alizmatives from which a tentativaly sclocted plan will be

chiosern,

The Council an Environmental Quality (CEQY. Requlations on Implemanting MNational
Environmantal Palizy Act Procodurcs (MEPA} (40 CHR 1500 1508) enphasizes agency
cooparation cady in the NEPA process through the estatlishment of Cooperating
Agency status, 10 essence any Federal or Stafe agency witich has jurisdictinn over
activities to be considared in the EA has the oppartunity 3o soree as a Cooperating
Agency. Responsibilities of a Cooperating Ageney include but are not limited to
provision of data andfor infonmation, and review of the prefiminary draft EA for
completenass. Information relative to the rights and responsibililies of lead and
cooperating agencies may be found in CEQ Foily Mast Asked Questions Concerning
CEC's MEPA Requlations (hitp:tee.2hdoegovinepaiagsid ).

A lead agency in the preparalion of the integrated frasibilty repor and EA, USACE,
Mchile District is requesling your paticipaticn as a cooperating agoncy in this effort and
wolld appreciate a confirmation of your willingness to da so. We look forwand 1o
working with you on this project and it you should have any gueslions, please contact
bz | leathcr Quiger af (251 B94-3889 o vig email at heather, pbulger@@usass.army.mil,

Sincerely,

f-gﬁlr’(# il |;.7‘f§f' L

(Y

Curtis k. Hakes

Chief, Planning and Environmizntal
Diivision

B-4|Page
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DATE
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORMS OF ENCINEERS, MOEILE DISTRIST
P.O. BOW D238
N MODILE, AL 585280001

Fehnany 12, 2018
Inland Environment TaEm
Flanning and Ervirnmerdal Chvisicn

Mz, Gracia B. Szczech

Fegicnal Director

Federal Emaigzncy Management Ageney, Region 4
2003 Chamblae Tucker Read

&tlanta, Georgia 30341

Deaar M=, Szozech:

The W5, Army Corps of Engineers (USACT), Mobile District is preparing an
Integrated Faasibility Report and Frvitonmental Aszassmont (EA) for the City of Selma
Flood Rizsk Managemsent preject lzeatod in Dallas County, Alabamz.

The Selma Faasibility Study is 2 cost-share agreemert betwesn the USACE and tha
City of Sclma that was inftizted on October B, 2018, The study has iderified 10
focuserd altematives which meet the goals and objactives. These alternatives will ke
comparad and avaluated based on planning citeria. anginccring. oost, and benatits in
arder to create & final array of altarnatives from which a tentatively selected olan will ke
chosen,

The Counsil on Ervirenmental Quality (GEQ), Regulatons on Implementing National
Crviranmeartal Palicy Act Procedures (MEPA) (40 CFR 1300-1508) emnphasizes agency
cooparation eary in the NEPA process frough the establishment of Cooporating
Agoncy status. [n essence any Faderal or State anency which hag jurisdiction cver
activities to be considersd in the FA has the opportunity to eerve as a Coopersting
Agency. Responsibilfies of a Cooparating Agency include but are not limitsd to
provision of data and/or infermation, and review of the preliminary drall EA Toer
completoness. Information relative to the rights and responsibilities of lead and
cooperating agencies miay be lound in CEQ Forty Most Asked Guestions Concerning
CEQ's MERA Raguiatieons (htie:iiced eh.dos gownepaiogsid4 0).

Az lead agency in the preparation of tha infograted foasibilty report and B0, USACE,
Mobile Disiricl is regquaesting your parficipaticn as a cooperating agency in this effort and
wialld approciate & confirmation of your willingness te do ss. We lock forward to
wiatking with yeu on this praject and 7 you should have any queslions, please sontact
Mz, Heather Bulger at (251) G24-3889 ar via email at heathor, pubulger@usace. anmy.mil.

Ginceraly,

."'f. r :.'l:l r
£y Aty

': .rrr"i"f:o- =1 T T

Clrts M. Flakes
Chizt, Plannirg and Envircnmental
Divizion
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LORPE NF ENGIKEERS, WORILE DISTRICT
P, RO 2290

il MCEILE, AL 366350001
ATTCHTIOA 0T

February 12, 2019

Inland Envirgnment Team
Flanning and Crwironmeantal Livision

Mr. Michasel Cratkar

Acting 5.1, Rogional Direcior
1.5, Fizh and Wildlife Service
1875 Century Boulevard
Aflanta, Gzorgia 30345

Dear Mr. Qatkar:

The LS. Army Gorps of Enginesrs (USACE), Mobile District is preparing an
Integratod Foasihility Report and Environmental Assessmend {EA) T the City of Selma
Flocd Risk Management project loealed In Dallas County. Alabama.

| he Selma Feasiblity Sludy is 3 cost-share agresment bahwesn the USACE and the
Cily of Selma that was infiated on Octoker 8, 2018, The study has identitied 10
fooused alternatives which meot the goals and okjectives. 'These alternatives will be
comparnd and cvaluated based en planning criteria, engineeing, cost, and benefits in
ordorto create a final array o slternatives frorm which a tentatively selected plan wil be
chozen.

I'he Council on Eavironmental Quality (CEDQ), Regulalions an Impiemanting Mational
Environmental Policy Act Procadures (NERA] @0 CIR 1 200-1508) emphasizes agency
coapaialion eatly in thae NCPA proceas thieugh the establishiment of Cocperating
Agency staie. In eszence any Federal or Sate ageney which has jurisdiction over
activities fo ke considered in the EA has the opportunity to serve as a Cooperaling
Agonoy, Responsibilties of a Covparatng Agency include but are nat limited to
provision of data andfor inforrmatian, and revisw of the praliminary craft EA for
completeress, Infomation relative to the rights and responeikiltics of lzad and
cooperating sgencies may be found in CEQ Forty Mest Askad Questions Concerning
CEQ's MCPA Roguations (httpVeeq.eh doe gowhiepafiegsa0).

Az lead agoney in the preparation of the infsgrated feasibilily report and EA, USACE,
Mehile District is requeshing yaur participation as a cooperating agency in this efior and
would appreciate a sonfirmaticn of yvour wilingness to da 50, Wa look fonvard 1o
vworking with you on this project and if you snaold have any questions, please contact
M. | eather Bulger at [251) 894-3280 ar via email at haather p.bulgerig@usace. army.mil.

Sincerely,

-~ —
i ! [ ~
e r 2
/, .

'r,,_\_r.i'.-i.:--.a-acl-)"a'-..l. _,-"' Py

Curtis M. Flakes

Chigf, Flanning and Fnwirenmental
Division
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DEFARTMENT OF THE ARMY
£ORMS OF SHIIMEERY, MUBILE UiSI |
P.0, BOX 2263

—_— MOOILE, AL 356250001
ITTFETIN CF

Mehruary 12, 2018
Inland Environment Team
Plarmmng and Environmental Division

M. Holly Weyers

Regional Director, Sautheast Region
5. Geclagisal Surmey

1170 Corparate Orive, Seite 500
Aflanta. Goomgia 30083

Dear Ms. Weyers:

The U5, Army Conps of Enginears (WSACE), Molile District iz preparing an
Integrated Feasibilily Beport and Covirenmental Assessment (EA) for the City of Selma
Flood Risk Management project located in Dallaz County, Alskama.

The Belma Faasibility Study is 8 costshare agreement betwesn the USACE and the
City of Salma that was initiated on October 9, 2018, The shudy has identiied 10
focused altematives which meel e goals and objectives, These alternativas will bo
caompared and evalusted based on planning sriferia, engineoning, cost, and benetitz in
arder to arsate a fnal array of alternatives from which a tentatively selected plan will be
chozen.

The Sounsil on Envirenmantal Guality (CEQD), Regulations an Iinplemsanting Nafional
Environmental Policy Act Procedures (MEFA) (40 CFR 1500-1508) emphasizes agency
cooparation early in the NEPA process through the establishrent of Cocparating
Agency status. In essence any Faderal ar State apgoncy which has jurisdiction ovar
activities to be considersd in the F& has the opporiunity to serve as & Cooperating
Apency. Besponsibiliies of a Sooperating Agency include but are not limited to
provision of data andfor infarmation, and review of the preliminary drall EA far
complstencss. [nformation relative to the rights and responsibilifes of lead and
coopaerating agencies may be lound in CEG Farty Most Asked Questions Cencerning
CEQ's MEFA Begulalions (htipsdcen.shodoa gownepalrogsi0),

As bead apency in the preparation of the integratcd Scasibility report and Ef, USACE,
Mobile District is requesting your paricipation as a cocperating agenay in this efat and
walld approciate a corfrmation of your willingness Lo do 5o, We lock forward to
wiarng with you on this praject and if you sheud have any guastions, please confact
M=, Heather Bulger st (251) G24-3889 ar via email at heathor.p hulgorf@usace army.mil.

Sincerany, ;’f

il ’
Fy i i1
ft & i
L 3

LR

I e e
F
= A 3

el
Lj:rlis hi. Flakes

Chief, Planning and Ervirenmental
Division

B-7|Page
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF FNEINEESRS, MOBILE DISTRICT
P.. S A7E3
- MOBILE, AL 136251001
OTT J4T DD T

Fobruary 12, 20M%

Inland Envireament Team
Planning and Covirenmental Division

Mr. Boh Yogel

Fegional Director
Maticnal Park Service
100 Alanama Street, S
1524 Building

Atlanta, Geogia 30305

Diaar M. Vogel;

Tha L&, Aarny Corps of Engineers (USACE). Mobile District is preganing an
Integratad Faasibility Beport and Envirenmental Assesament (E4] for the City of Selma
Flaod Risk Managament project [ncated in Ralas County, Alabama.

The Salma Feagibility Study is a cost-shars agreement between the USACE and the
City of Selma that was initiated on October 9, 2018, The study has identified 10
tocused alternatives which mest the goals and vhjsctives. Thess alernatives will be
compared and svaluated hased on planning critaria, enginecting, coest, and benetits in
order to create o final array of alternatives from which a tentatively selected plan will b2
shngen,

The Cauncil on Crvirommental Quality {CEQ, Regulations on lmplementing Naticnal
Favironmental Policy Act Proccdurcs (NERA) (40 CFR 1500-1508) ernphasices agancy
cooperation arly in the MEPA process through the establishiment of Cooperating
Agency status. In essence any Federnal or State agengy which has jurirdicticn over
activities 1o bBe pongidersd in the EA has the opponunify to 2ervo as a Cooporaiing
Agency. Responsibilities of a Cooperating Agoncy include but are not Fmited to
provision of data and/or information, ane review of the preliminary Jdrall EA lor
comrpletencss. Intommation relative to the rights and reseansibilitizs of lezad and
conperating aganciss may Be found in CEW Forty Moet Asked Guastions Conceming
CEQr= MEFPA Regulations {hitp:fusy.ehdea gonnapaiogs40).

A= lead agency in the preparalion of lhe integraled feasthility rmeport and FA, USACE,
Mahile District is regquesting your paticisation as a cooperating agency in this effert and
would apereciake a confimation of your willingness to do g0, We look forward o
working with wou an this project and if you should have any guestons, please contact
Mz. Heather Bulger at {251} 804-388% or via email ol healher o bulgeniusacs, ammy.mil.

Sincerehy,
.-"-'._ ¥ 2 ¢
Wi W e
Che s il Ll
b A i
Curtis K. Flakes
Chief, Planning and Environmeontal

Divizion
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CEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

CORFS QF ENQINFERS, MORI F OISTRICT
F.0. B0y 2268
- MOEBILE. AL 535230001
e
AIEH K TE

February 12, 2814
Inland Envirenmant Team
Planning and Crvirenmartal Division

Mr. Ben Malone

State Conservalionist

Matural Rosources Gonservation Service
U.5. Departrment of Agriculture

3381 Skyway Crive

Aubum, Alabama 33330

Naar Mr. Malona:

The L5, Army Corps of Enginesrs [USALE), Mahile District s preparing an
Integrated Feasibilily Repor and Frvirohmeanial Azsesement {EA) for the Ciby of Selma
Flood Risk Managament project iecated in Dallas Courty, Alabarna.

The Selma Feasikility Study is a zost-share agreement between the USACE and the
City of Selma that was initiatnd on October 9, 2018, The study has idenlilied 19
focuacd afternatives which mest the goals and akjectivas. Thaze alternatives will be
cormparsd and evaluated bazed on planning ariteria. enginasring. ¢ost, and boncts in
arder to create a final anay of allermatives Trom which a tentatively selected plan will be
chosen.

The Souncil on Envirenmental Quality (CEODY, Regulations on Implementing Natioral
Envirantrental Policy Act Procedures (NEPA) (40 CFR 1200-1508) emphasizes ageney
cocparation early in the NEPA process through the establshment of Cocpearating
Agcney status. In essence any Federal or State agency which has jurisdiction over
activities to be cansidersd inthe CA tas the opportunity 1o serve as @ Coaperating
Ageney. Responsibilities of a Cooparating Agency include but are not limited to
provisicn of data andfor information, and review of the preliminary draft EA for
commpletznces, Inforrnation relative to the rights and respensibilitias of leard and
eooparating agencies may be found in CEQ Forty Mest Asked Questions Concerning
CEQ's MEMA Requlations (httpuiceg.eh. doe. gowhnapaegs/40).

A3 lead agency in the preparation of the integrafed feasibility ropot and CaA, LSACE,
Makile District is requesting yaur participation as a conporating ageney in this effort and
would appreciabe a confirmation of your willingneas to doosc. We lock forward ta
working with wn on this project and if you should have any questions, please contasl
Mz, Heathear Bulger at {251) 59423880 or vig 2mail a heather o bulgerfRusacs. anmy. mil.

Sinraraly,

.._,-" : .. ]

EIH_- {K:','—j z'"'::_' ——

urlis I, Flakes

Zhief, Flanning and Envirenmental
Civision

B-9|Page
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DEFARTMENT OF THE ARMY
GORFS OF ENGEINERRS, MCDILE DIETRICT
P.0, BOX Z2HA
MIEILE, Al 5RZR-100

February 12, 2019
Inland Environment Team
Planning and Envirenmeontal Division

Me. Patricia A, Hoban-Moore

Director, Alabama Field Offico

.5, Departiment of Housing and Urban Development
Qa0 229 Streat M Suitke 00

Birmingharn, Alabama 352073

Dear Ms. Hoban-Meors;

Tha LS. Aamy Garps of Engineers (USACE], Mabile District is preparing an
Intogratad Feasibiliy Report and Environmental Assessment (EA] for the City of Selma
Flood Hisk Managament project located in Dallas County, Alakama.

1 ne Selma Feasikilty Study is a cost-share agieomant between the USACE and the
City of Selma lhal was initiated on Cotober %, 2018, The study has identified 10
focused alternative s which mest the goals and ahjectives. Thesa alfermativos will be
compancd and evaluated bazed on planning sriteria, enginocring, cest, and benefits In
ordar to create a final anay of allernativas from witich a terdatively selectad zlan will be
chosen.

The Council on Envirerimental Quality (CEL), Regulations on Implementing Mational
Environmental Policy Act Procedurss (NEPA) (d0 CFR 1500-1508) ernphasizes agonoy
cooperation sarly in the MEPA procees through the establishinent of Cooperating
Agency status. In czzonce any Federal ur Slale agengy which has jursdiction over
activitics to be considered in the EA has the appartuniy to ecrve as a Cooperating
Agency. Responsibililies of a Coeperating Agancy Tnolude but are not limited b
provision of data andfor information, and review of the preliminary drall EA for
completenass. Information relative b the rights und respensibilitizs of lead and
soopsrating agoncics may be found in CEQ Fatty Most Asked Questions Concerning
CEM's NEPMA Hegulations (htigieea.eh, dos.gownepa) iens 400,

As lead agency in the greparation of the infegraiad feasikilty ropart and £, USACE,
Mobile District iz requesting your parEcipation as a conoperating agency in this effort and
wiould sppreciate 8 conlirmalion of your willingness ta do se. We ook forward o
wiarking wilh you on this project and it you should have any questions, plegse confact
M. | leather Bi'ger at (251 694-2880 or via email ab healhar, p.bulgeri@usace. ammy.mil,

Sincerzly,

LA

Curis M. Flakes
Chigf, Plannirg ard Envirenmental
Division

B-10|Page
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DEPARTMENT COF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINESRS, MODILE DISTRICT
PO, BOY 2238
MIBILE, AL 3ha2E.0001

Februany 17, 201%
Inland Frvirenment Team
Flarring and Environmental Divisian |

Ms, Amanda MeBrida

Alahama State Historical Prezenation Cificer
468 South Parry Street

Fost Office Box 300200

Maontgomeny, Alabarma 36130-0800

Dear Ms. McBride:

The U.5. Army Corps of Enginesrs (USACE), Mooile District is preparing @n
Integrated Feasibility Report and Crvironmerntal Assessment (EA) for the City of Selna
Flacd Risk Managoment project located in Dallas Courty. Alabama,

The Selma Feasibility Study is a cost shane agreement befwean the USACE and the
City of Selma that was inttiated en Octobar 8, 2018, The: sludy hasg idontificd 10
focused alternatives which meet the goals and objectiies, These alternatives will be
compared and evalualsd based on planning ariteria, enginesring, cost, and benefits in
order to creals a final array of alternatives from which a tentatively selected plan will s
Chosen,

The Council an Environmental Guality (CECY, Regulations on Implementng Mational
Environmental Policy Act Froceduras (MEPA) {40 CFR 15C0-1508) emphazizes agency
cooparation early in the MEPA process through the astablishment of Cooporating |
Agenoy stalus, In essence any Federal or State agency which has jurisdiction over
activities to ke considared in the £A has the oppoftunity o serve g5 a Cooperating
Aganey. Resporsibiitios of 2 Cooperating Agency inelude but are not limited
provision of data andfar nformation, and review of the praliminary draft BA for
completeness. Information relative to the rights and respansibilitics af lead and
cooperating agencies may be lound in GEQ Fordy Most Asked Questions Coneernityg
CEQ's MEPA Requlalions [htpedeen.en.dos govinepaiegaial.

As lead agency in lhe proparation of the integrated fzasibility report and EA, USACE,
b chibe District is requasiing your participation as 2 cooperatng agency in Lhis 2florl and
wotild appreciate & confimnation of yvour willingness to do so. We ook fonyarnd to
woiking with you on this project and if you should have any questions, pleaze contact
iz, Heather Bulger at (2451) 694-3888 nr via email at heather p.bulger@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

——r——

Chief, Planning and Environmental
Divizion

B-11|Page
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DEPARTMEMNT COF THE ARMY
CORMFY OF ENEINEERE. MCGBILE DIETRICT
P.0h BOK 22083

rp— IDEILE, A1, F5RAR-A0T
SIESNC A S

Fekruary 12, 2014

Inland Environment Team
Planning and Ernviranmental Division

Mr. Btowcn O, Jenkins

Alabama Deparbnent Envirgnmeantal Managsment
Fiald Operation Divizion

Post Office Box G01463

Montgormary, Alabarma 35150 1453

Dear Mr. Jenkins:

Thie L5, Army Corps of Enginesrs {USACE], Mobile District is proparing an
Integrated Feasibility Report and Environmantal Assessmont (CA] for the City of Selma
Flood Risk Management project lucated in Dallas County, Alabama.

The Selma Fessibilty Study s & gosl-shamne agrecmant between the USACE and the
City of Selma thal was nitiaterd on Oclober 2, 2013, The study has denlilied 10
focused alternatives which meet the goals and okjectives. Thasa atimatives will be
comparad and avaluated based on planning crileria, enginoering, cost, and benefits in
ardar to croate a final array of allemnalives from which a tentatively selectad plan will be
choson.

Thiz Gouncil on Envircrimental GQuality (CEQ), Regulaticns on Imzlementing Malioral
Envirommental Policy Act Procadurss (MERA) (40 CFR 1500 18908) emphasizes agency
cooparation eary in the NEPA process through the establishment of Cooperating
Agency status. In osscnce any Federa] or Slale agency winich has jurisdiction cver
aclivitics to bo considsred in the EA has the opportunity te soree as a Cooperating
Agency. Respansibilities of a Cooperating Agency includa but are net limiled Lo
provigion of data andfor informalicn, and roviess of the preliminary draft EA for
completeness. [iformation rolative to the rights and rezponsikilities of lzad and
coaperating agencics may be found in CEQ Forty Most Asked Qusstions Gonoerming
CED's MEPA Hegulations (htip:dfoen.eh doegovinepaiogs 400,

As lead agency in the preparation of the integrated feasibility report and £, USACE,
Mnhila Digtrict iz requesiing vour parlicpation as a cocparating agency in this effort and
wolld appreciate a cerfimiation of your willingnass to do 20, We lnok forsand to
working with you on this project and if you should have any questions, please contact
M. Heather Bulger at (251) 894-3889 or via email at heather p. hulger@usace.army.mil.

Hinuerely,

x’”H: =i )

ol —

“Curtis M. Flakes

Chief, Planning and Emvironmazntal
Crivision

A
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORMS OF FHGINEERS, MUBILE LISTRICT
2.0, 30X 23RG

- BICDILE, AL 365250001
Al e nE

February 12, 2014

Irlard Environmeant Tesm
Flanning and Erviranmental Mision

The Hencrable Jeha H. Merrill
Alabarng Sevratary of Slale

[omk Ciliee Boy 56718

Montgomsny, Alabama 26103-5616

Moar Mr. el

The U5, Ay Comps of Engineers (USACE), Mobile Distriel is prepaing an
Irieyraled Feasikility Repert and Environmentsl Assessment (EA) for the City of Selma
Flood Risk Management project lacated in Dallas County, Alabama,

The Scima Feasibility Study is a costshare agreaimenl Betwaon the USAGE and the
City of Selma that was initiated on Oulober 8, 2013, The study has identified 10
focused altermatives which mect tho goals and objectives. Thess aliernatives will be
comparad and evaluaterd based on planning criteria, engineering, cosl, and benefits in
arder to create a final array of altematives from which a lentatively scloetod plan will be
chosen.

The Coungil an Ervironmenial Qualiy (CEQ), Regulations an Implamenting Mational
Chviranmerntal Folicy Acl Procedures (NFPA) (40 CFR 1600-1508) emphasizes agency
cooperation early in the NEPA process through the cetablishment of Cooperating
Agency status, |n essence any Medoral or State ageney which has junisdiction over
activities to ba congidornd in the EA has the oppoiluniy to senve as 3 Cogperating
Agarcy, Bosponsibilities of a Conperating Agency include but are not limited to
provision of data andfor infarmation, and revisw of tha proliminary draft EA for
completensss. Information relative to the rignts and responsibilities of lead and
cooperating agancies may ko found in CEG Forty Most Asked Guestions Concerning
CED's MEPA Requlations {hitpiceq.eh.doe.govwnepalegsMd0).

As lead agerncy inthe preparation of the integrated feasibilily repart and ES, USAGE,
Mahile District is requasting your participation as a cooperating agonsy in this effart and
would appreciote o confirmafion of your willingness to doose. We look forward to
warking with ywou on this projact and if you should have any questions, please contact
s, Heather Bulger at {251) 894-388% or via omail st heather plbulger@usaces. ammy il

Sincoraly,

(i ddZe——
Lurtia K. Flakes

Chief, 1'lanning ard Envirenmental
Civision
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS 0F ENGINFFRS, MUORIE DTG
PO, GO, 2238

—— WOBILE, AL 565250001
ALIEH 10 O

Februany 12, 20719
Inland Envircnrment Team
Planning and Enviranmental Division

M. Chiiz M. Blankenship

Zommissioner

Mabama Department of Consarvaficn and Matural Rogources
g4 Morth Union Smeet

Mentgomery, Alabama 36130

Lear Mr. Blankenship:

The U3, Army Gorps of Cnginesrs [USACE), Mobile District is preparing an
Intagrated Ceasikility Report and Environmerntal Assessment {E&) for the Gigy of Solma
Fland sk Management project located in Dallas Counly. Alabama,

The Selma Feasizility Study is a cost-share agreement belween the USACE and the
City of Selma that was inilialed an Octobar 8, 2018, The study has identified 10
focused altermalives which meat the goals and chjectives. These alternatives will be
comparad and evaliated bazad on planning critera, engineering, cost, and benefits in
order to erzate a final array of altematives from which a lentatively selected plan will be
chosen.

The Council on Envirenrmental Qualily (CED), Regulations an Implemantng National
Envircnmental Frolicy Acl Prosedures (MEPA) {40 CFR 1500-1508} crnphasizes agency
cooperation eady in the NEPA procass threugh the astablishment of Coopearaling
Agency status. In essence any Modaral or Stake agency which has jurisdiction over
aclivities to bo considored in the EA has the oppousity 1o serve as a Cooparating
Ageney. Responaibilties of 5 Coopearating Agensy include but are not limited to
provision of data andfor information, and revies of the preliminary draft EA for
completeness. Information relalive to the rights and reeponsibilities of lead and
coaperating agencies may b found in GEO Forty Most Asked Questions Coneerming
CE¥s WEPA Bequlations [htptfeen.eh dos.govinepairegs40).

Ao lead agancy in the preparation of the integrated feasibilty reporl and EA, USACT,
Mehile District is requesting your participation as a cooperaling agency in this effor and
would approciata a confirmation of your willingnass to do so. We ook foneard to
wiarking with you on this project and if you should have any quastions, please contact
bis. Heslher Bulger at (2511 694-3829 or via cmaill at heather. p.bulgerGRusacs.armry. mil,

Sincercly,

& | A

I“-u._, I:_(_- .-_|_.,"f_‘_¢':.-l :)__f

Curtis M. Flakes

Chief, Mlanning and Environmental
Diivigion

—_
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DEFPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENSIMEERE, MOBILE DISTRICT
P.C B g
FiH LE, AL MHEd-LULd

Fabrruary 12, 20145

Inland Enviranment leam
Planning and Envirenmental Division

Mr. Gharles F. Sykes

Lirectar, Wildlfe and Freshwater Fisheries Chvision

Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Rosournos
54 Morth Unicn Street

Martagomsany, Alabama 36130

Dcar Mr. Sykes:

The L5, Amiy Comps of Enginears (USACE), Maokile District is prepaning an
Integrated Feasibilty Report and Envirenmental Assessment (EA] for the City of Selma
Flopd Risk Managerrent project located in Dallas Cuounly, Alab=ama,

The Szima Ieasthility Study is 3 cost share agreamant betwaen tha USACE and the
City of Selma that was initiated on October 9, 2018, The study has identified 10
focused alternatives which meet the goals and chjectivas. Tnoeo afcrnatives will be
sompared ard evalualed based an planning critera, engineering, cost, and bensfits in
arder to create a final array of altematives trom which a tentatively selzetad pElan will ke
chasen.

Tha Counzil on Ervironmental Cuality (CED, Regulations on Implementing Malicnal
Envirenmental Maolicy Act Procedures (WNEPA) (40 CFR 1500-1508) emphasizes agonoy
cooperation early in the MEPA process thiough the establishiment of Cooperating
Agency slals. Inessence any Federal or State ageney which has jurizdiction over
activitiaa to be annsidared intho EA has the cppertunity to serve as a Cooperating
Agancy, Rasponsibiitics of a Cooperating Agency include but are nol [mitacl g
provision of data andfor information, and resdew of the preliminany drast EA for
completensss. Diformation relafive to the rights and responsibilitieze of load and
coopetating agenciss may ke found in CEG Forfy Most Asked Cuestions Conceming
CEQ's NEPA Requlations (hitp:tfonn.nhodnn.govinesalrege/an).

A lead agancy in the proparation of ther infegrated feasibility recont and EA, USACE,
fdoabile District is requesting your participation as a cooperating agency in this effort and
walld appreciate a confinnation of your willingness to do so. YW leok forwarnd Lo
warking with you on this project snd if you should hiave any gquestions, please cortact
=, Heatrer Bulgsr at (251} 804-3689 or via cmail at heather.p bulger@uszace. amy,mil.

Sincerelhy,

gl = VI /

Curtis W, Flakes

Chief, Planning and Covironmental
Pivision

B-15|Page
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DEPARTMEMNT OF THE ARMY
EORPE OF ENGINzERS, MOHILE DISTRICT
[*.01, A% 2265
MIZEILE, AL 36525-0001

February 12, 2019
Inland Environment Team
Planning and Frvirormental Bivision

Mr. John R, Cooper |
Iranspor talion Directer |
Alzabama Nepartment of Transpertation

14049 Coliseum Boulovard

Mantgemery, Alabama 58170

Dear M, Coopst:

Theo LS. Army Gorps of Enginesrs (USACE), Mobile District is preparing an
Integrated Feaszibility Report and Envirenmental Assessmant (TA) ior the Gity of Selma
Flood Risk Management projec lacated in Dallas Coeunby, Alabama.

The S=ima Feasibility Study is & cost-share agresment between the USACE and the
City ol Selma thal was initiated an October 9, 2018, The study has identified 10
foclisar altarnatives which meet the goals and objectives. These allarmatives wil be
compared and svaluated based on planning crileria, enginecring, cost, and hanefits in
order to create a final array of allemalives from whicn a tentativaly selacted plan will ba
Croser.

Lhe Council on Environmenial Quality (CEQY, Regulations on [mplementing Mational
Environmenial Policy Act Procedures (NEPA) (40 CFR 1 500-11508) smphasizes agency
cooperation early in the MCPA process through the establishiment of Cooperating
Agency status, In assence any Federal or Slate agercy which has jurisdiction ower
ackvities to be considered in the EA has the cppontunity 1o servo ag a Cooporating
fMgency. Responsikilities of a Cooperating Agency include but are net imited to
provision of data andfon information, and roview af the preliminary draft EA for
completenass. Information mlafive to the dghts and responsbilities of lead and
copperating agercics may ke found in GEQ Fordy Most Asked Guesliohs Soncorming
LEYs NEPA Heculaticns (hitp:foen. eh.dos govnepaiegsrdo],

As leac agancy in the preparation of the inlegraled feasibility roport and £, USACE,
hokilo District is requesting your parlicipation as a cooparating agency in this effort and
would aporeciate a confimmation of yourwillingness to de =0, We look fonward o
ween king with wour on this project and if you should have any questions, please conlact
s, Heather Bulger at (251) £594-388% cr via email at heather o bulgerflusace. ammy.mil,

sincerely,

r A s fleg
- ped |/

Curtis M. Flakes

Chief, Planning and Envircnmental

[ivision
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPZ OF CHEIMCCRS, MOBILE CISTRICT
Pk BEX 2203

— BOHILE, AL 35628-001

Fehruarny 12, 2018
Inland Erviranment | ezm
Flanning and Environmentsl Division

Mr. William Colqueit, PLE.

Eridge Engirzcr

Alabama Department of Transgpoerlalion, Bridos Burean
1408 Colisaum Boulevard

Martgermsarny, Alakama J5120-3050

Dzar M. Galguett:

The .5, Ammy Corps of Enginears (USACT]. Mobila District is creparing an
Infegrated Feasibilly Report and Cnvicenmental Assessmert (EA) for the City of Selma
Fload Risk Managoment project located in Dallas County, Alabama.

The: Salma Feasibility Sty is 2 cost-share agresment between the USACE and the
City of Selma that waz initiated on October 9, 2078, The study has identiticd 10
focuzed alternatives which meel the goals and objectives. These alternatives will be
compared and svaluated based an planning criteria, engineering, cast, and bensfits in
order to create a final array of altamatives from which a tentatively selected plan will be
chosen,

Tre Council on Enviranmental Quality (S0, Begulations en Implemsnting Nafional
Envircnmental Policy Act Frocedures (NERA) (40 CFR 1500-1508}) emphasizes agancy
conperation early in the NEP& process through the establishrent of Cooporating
Mgency status. In 23sencs any Federal ar State agnncy which has jurisdiction over
activities to be vorsidersd inthe TA has the spporunity to serve as a Coopsrating
Agensy. Responsibilitics of a Gooperating Agency include but are not limited to
provision nf data andfor informaticn, and review of the preliminary draft BA far
completaness. Information relativa to the dights and responsibilities of lead and
cooperating agencies may be found in CEQ Corty Mast Asked Uuestions Conceming
CEQ's MEPA Regulations (hitp:diceq.eh. doe.gownepalrags/40).

As lead agency in the preparation of the integrated feasibility report and EA, USACE,
Makile District is requesting your participation az a cooparating agency in this elfort and
would appreciate a confirmation of your willingness to do so. We look forward 1o
working with youw on this project and i you shoull have any questions. plaaze contact
Iz, Heather Bulger at (251 604-3882 or via amail at neather. p.kulyor@usaco.army.mil.

Sincarely,

" i
-~

e 7

II(/ - :| -._'I._ J——
Il._ L-—r—lt J 1 .,ff
Curlis M. Flakes

Chic?, Planning and Environmentsl
[Dhsigion

1
e
[4
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF CNEINEERS, MOBILE DISTRICT
PO, BIOX 2268
S MOBILE, AL 3 200001

o1 LRUE

Februans 12, 201%
Inland Crvirenment Team
Flanning and Environmental Division

Ms. Lee Ann Wofiord

Alanama Historical Commizsion
458 South Perry Street
Maontgormery, Alabama 35130-0900

Dear Ma. Viafford:

The WS, Army Corpe of Enginesrs (USACE}. Mabila District is preparing an
Integrated Feasbility Revml and Enviranmartal Asressmeant (EA) for the City of Salma
Flood Risk Management project Iccated in Uallas County, Alabarmsa.

The Selma Faasibility Study is a cost-share agreement betwesn the USACE and he
Cily of Selma that was initiated on Octoler 9, 2018, The study has identilied 19
focuzad atterratives which meet the goals and okjectives, Those allernatives will ke
campanzd and evaluated based on planning critaria. enginearing, cost, and benefits in
order to creale a inal array of atternatives from which a tentatively selected plan will be
chosern,

The Coundil an Envircnmental Quality (CEWD), Regulations on Implemaning National
Envirormeantal Policy Act Procedures (MEDPA) (40 CFR 1500-1508) emphasizes agency
coopaation cary in tha MEPA provess lhrough the establishicent of Cooparating
Agency staius, In essence ary Fedaral or Siate agency which has jurisdiction over
activities to be considerad in the EA has the apportunity fo sarve a3 a Couoperating
Agenoy. Responsibililies of a Cooparating Agancy include but ars nat limitad to
provisicn of data andfar intornation, and review of the preliminary draft EA for
completoreas. Information relative to the rights and respansibilitiess of [cad ana
cnoparating agencies may he found in GEQ Forly Mast Asked Duesticns Goneeiming
CEO's NEPA Regqulafiors {hlpiceq.an dac.gowneparags/40).

Az load agency in the preparation of the infagrated taasibilizy repart and EA, USACE,
Wohils Districs is reguesing your paricipation as a cocperating agency in this efforl and
wolld appreciate a confirmation of your willingnass to dd o, W look lonward Lo
woiking with you on this projoct and if you should have @y Questions, ease contact
Wiz, | loathar Dulgor ot (251 844 55849 or via email at heather.phulger@usaco.ammy.mil.

Sincerely,

:'.-'I:_-" '--..I / !:-;u_,___ . S
'I\__ i .'..:_ .{-'.___).:':' B ._,z

Cuitis M. Flakes

Chiel. Planring and Crviranmental

Nivizicn
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORFS GF ENGINEERS, MDBILE HISTRICT
PLEx. DO 2200

. MOBILE, AL 34620 6301

CHECTHE Al o

Feoruany 12, 2015
Inlarid Environment Team
Flanning and Envicorimental Divisien

M. Paiti P owell

Directar, State Lands Division

Alabarma Depariment of Consaervation and Natural Resources
&4 Motth Union Straat

Martgomeany, Alabama 36130

LDear Ms. | fowell:

The L5, &Ammy Gerps of Cngineers {USACEY, Mobile Oistiicl is preparing an
Integratad Feasitrliy Report and Environmenlal Assessment (EA} for the City of Salma
Mond Risk Mansgement project loeatad in Dallas County, Alabama.,

The Bealma Feasikility Study is a coat-share agreemant petwaen the USALT and the
City of Se/ma that was initiated vn Qolober §. 2018, The study has idenffied 10
focused aternatives which meat the goals and abjectives. These altlernatives will be
compared and evaluatod kased an planning criteria, engineering, cost, and benedils it
ariet to creats a tinal array of alternatives frem which a tentatively salected plan will be
chozan.

The Council on Ervironmental Quality (CEQ), Regulations an Implemeanting Mational
Environmental Faolicy Act Procadures [MEPA) (40 CFR 1500-1506) amphasizes agency
cooperation early in the NEPA proceas threugh the ostaklishment of Cocperating
Agenoy status, I ezsenca any Fodoral ar State ageney which b jurisdiclion over
activities to be congidorod in tne EA fas the oppoildnity 1o aene as g Coonerating
Ancnoy. Rerponsinilities of a Couperating Agency nclude but are not limited 1o
provision of data and/or infarmation, and review of tha proliminary draft EA for
completsness. Information ralative to tha rights ard responsibitities of lead and
goope ating sgenciss may be faund in CEQ Forty Most Asked Guestions Conderning
CEQYs NEFPA Requlations (hitefoeg.eh. dos. gowreparens’40)

&5 lead ageney in the preparation of the integratad feasibility report and BA, USACT.
Muokile District is requesting your paticipation = & conperaling agency in this offot and
weu'd appreciate s confirmation of your willingness to da se. We lnok tonsand to
working with you on this project and i you shauld have any questions, pleaze contact
Ms. Heathsr Bulger at {2510 594-3888 or via email at haather.p.bulgerifusace.army.mil.

Sincaroly,

""'.-'.. L -y y
ey | = —

l'l_, I::.(.;-«_&.p" ’ __-r:'? ] _.f"
Curiz M, MNakos
Chigt, Flanning and Envircnmental

Divizicn
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DEPARTMENT CF THE ARMY
CORPS OF CNGINEERS, ORI F AISTRICT
PO DO 2230

- MDBILE, AL 30525 0001

STEMIRI D

Feoruary 12, 2019
[rland Fovironmeant | eam
Planning anz Envircnmertal Division

fli. Lance B, |efleur

Director

Alabarna Decartment of Ervironmental Managemeant
Post Office Box 301453

Montgamery, Alahama 26130-1463

Drezar Mr, | ofloure:

The U5, Army Corps of Enginesrs (USALT), Mobile District is preparing an
Integrated Feasibilily Report and Frvironmental Assessment (EA) for the City of Galma
Flood Risk Management project located in Dallas Counly. Alabama,

The Selma Feasibility Study is a cost-share agraement belwaen the USACE and the
Cify af Belma that was inifated on Octobaer 9, 20158, The aledy has identitied 10
focusod altematives which meel e noals ard objactives. These altzrnatives will ke
comoarzd and evalualed basesd on planning criteria, engineering, cost, and beneds in
arder 1o create a final array of aliermatives from which a tenlalively selecied plan will be
shoszen,

Tha Councl on Envirenmental Quality (CEQ), Regulations an Implemanting Mational
Envirenmental Palicy At Frocedures (MNEPA) (40 CFR 1500-1508] crmphasizes agency
conperation early in the MEPA procass through the cstablishrent of Cooperating
Agency status. In 2ssence any Faderal or Btate agancy which has [urisdiclion over
activities to bz considersd in tha T4 has the opportunity o serve a3 a Cooperating
Anency. Resoonsibilitics of a Cooperating Agency includs bt are not limited o
prevision of data andfor informaticn, and review of the praliminary draft B2 for
completenass. Information relafive to the rights and responsibilities of lsad and
cooperating agencies may be Tound in SCG Forty Most Asked Questions Cencerning
GEQ's MHEPA Reqgulations {ipicen.ehdos.govinepalregs/d 0).

fis lead agercy in the preparation of the integrated feasibility reporl and EA, USAGE,
Mahile Dislrict is recussting your paricipation az a ceopziating agahcy in this afort and
would appreciate a confirmation of vour willingness Lo do so, Wa leok forward to
werking with you on this project and il you should have any questions. pleasc contact
=, Heathar Bulger at (251) 694-3888 or via email at heatror g bulger@iusace armyanil.

sincargly,
PR T R
|, 8, )
\_F‘X.Li_é_,p-'-J[‘j.-' [
Cirlis M. MNakes

Ghicf, Planning and Envirommental
Uivisiar
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CCRPS OF ENGINECRS, MOOILE CISTRICT
2.0, BoY 2289
MOEILE, &L 35628-0007

BT
CTTER.THIM UF

February 12, 2018
Inland Crvironment 1eam
Flanning and Ervironmental Division

M. Brian Hastings

Diractor

Alatbama Decartment of Emergency Managamen:
Post Office Box 2160

Clanton, Alabama 25046

Dear M. | lastings:

lhe U.S. Army Corps of Enginesers (USAGE], Mehile District is praparing an
Integrated Feasibilily Repart ard Cnvironmental Assesement (EA] for the City of Salma
Flood Risk Managoment project located in Dallas County, Alabama.

The Selma Feasibility Shudy is a cost-share agreement betwaen the USACE and the
GCity of Salma that wag initiated on October 9, 2018, The study has identified 10
focusod alternatives which meet the goals and objectives. These altematives will be
compared and 2valuated based an planning criteda, engineering, cost, and henefits in
order to cresile a final amray of allematives from which 2 tentatively szlected plan will b
choser,

Tha Coundil on Environmenial Quality {CEQ), Fegulations on Implementing National
Environmental Policy &ct Procedures (NERAY (40 CFR 15001808 emphasizes agency
cooporation eary nthe NEMA process through the sstablishment of Cooperating
Agency status, Inessenes any Federal or State agency which has jurisdicticn aver
activities to be considersd in lha EA has the opportunity to serve as a Cooperating
Boency. Responsibilitios of 2 Cooperating Agercy include kbut ars net limited to
prevision of data andfor infarmation, 2nd review of the preliminary drafll EA for
complatenass. Informmation relative fo the rigits and responsibilitics of kzad and
cooperating agencies may be found in CEQ Fory Mest Asked Guestions Soncernin
CEQ's NERA Regulations (hitp:ien.ah.doe.govinepalrags 4}

As lead aganoy in the preparation of the integrated feasibility report and EA, USACE,
Wlabile Distric] is regquesting yoor paricication as a cooperating agency in this effort and
would appreciate a confirmation of your willingness to de so. We look forward to
working with wou on this praject and if you should have any questions, pleasa rontact
Mz, Heathor Rulger at (2517 824-3885 or via email at teathar.poulger@usace.amry.mil

aincersly,

-
i o | :;.__..5-...__
IL‘-\__F-'.-_ ‘:-:,f__‘_,{)- W

Curtis M. Flakes

Chief, Planning and Envirenmental

[ivvision

F,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
COAPY OF EREINEERS, FORILE DISTRICT
P63, BN 2253

R MOBILE, Al 3AR73-ENT1
STV CRAE

Februany 12, 2008
Inland Envirenment Team
Flanniiy and Envirgnmantal Division

Or, Scoti Harris

State Healh Officer

Alabama Departmant of Public Health
Post Office Box 303017

Montgormeny, Alabama 36130 2017

Dear Dr. Hams:

The LS, Army Cerps of Engineers {USACE), Mobile Dislist is prepaning an
Intagrated Faasihility Report and Environmerdal Assessmont (CA] for the City of Selma
Flocd Risk Management project lecalad in Nallas County, Alabama.

The Sclma Feasibility Study s 2 cost-share agresmant betweean the USACE and the
City of Selma thal was initiated en Octobar 8, 2018, The study has idenlilied 10
meused alternatives which mect the goals and objectives. Thase altematives will ke
compared and evaluated based on planning orileria, engineering. cost, and benefits in
ordor to create a final array of shemalives from which a fentatively sclectad plan will be
chosan.

Tha Gouncil on Envirenmantal Cuality (CEGY, Bzoulaticns on Implementing Malicnal
Ervironmental Polizy Act Procedures (WOPA] (40 CHE 1800 1508 emphasizes agency
cooparation early in lha NEPA provass through the establishment of Cooperating
Agency status, |In ossence any Federal or State agency which has jurisdiction cver
activifos ko be considered in fie E& has the oppoitunity to soni as a Cooperating
Agency. Responasibilities of a Cooperaling Agency inchide but are not limmited to
provizion of data andfor information, and review ot the preliminary draft EA for
completensss. liformation ralative to the rights and rezponsibilties of kzad and
cooperating agencies may be found in CEG Forty Most Asked Questions Goncerning
CFECY's NERA Ragulations {http:foeq.=h doe gowinepalmegsiddl).

As lead agency in the progaration of the integrated feasibility report and EA, USACE,
Mobile District is requesting your parlicipation as a eacperating agoncy in this effort andg
wauld appreciate a canfirmation of yaur willingnass to da 0. Vo Iook forsard to
working with you on this project and if you should have any questions, please contac
bls. Heatrer Bulger at (251) 694-3889 or via email gt heather.p bolgergusass.amy. il

Sincerely,
P =) o
# P | -"'.'.
I. i P ] __ -
Ml L -‘f e S

Curtis K. Flakes
Chief, Planning andd Environmanka
Civision
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DEFARTWMENT OF THE ARMY
SORPS OF CNGINCCRLS, MO AILE SERILT
21, 401K 2248
WORANF, A 3RS25-0001

Fetruany 12, 2019
Inland Environmenl Team
Planning and Enviranmantal Division

tr. Mark D. Barlett
Division Administrater
Alabama Divisian, Federal Higlway Administration |
8500 YWynlakes Flane |
Martgomery, Alakama 28117

Dzar Mr. Bailleit:

The U5, Army Come of Caginears (USACE), Mebile Distilcl s preparing an
Integrated Foasibility Ropart and Environmental Assessient (EA) Tor e City of Selma
Flocd Risk Management project located in Dallag County, Alakama,

The Selinza Feasibilty Stuoy is 2 costshare agrooment hetwesn the USACE and tha
City of salma ihat was initiated on October €, 2008, | he shidy has identificd 10
focuzad altematives which mast the goals and abjectives. These alternatives will be
compared and cvaluated based on planning criteda. enginesring, sost, and benafits in
otder ta create & final array of alternatives fram which a tentalively selected plan will be
chosan,

The Council on Environmental Quality (GELY, Regulations on Implemesnling Nalicnal
Envircrinental Policy Act Procedurss (NEPA) {40 CFR 1500-1508) emphasizas agancy
cooporation early in tha NEPA provess through the establishment of Cooperating
Agency status. In essance any Mederal of State agenuy which has jurisdiction ovor
activities to be congidered in the EA has the opportunity to serve as a Cooperating
Apency, Responsibilitics of a Cooporating Agency include bt are not imited oo
provision of dats andfor informatien, and review of the preliminary draft E4 for
completaness, Information relative o e rights and responsibilities of 'zad and
cooperating agencies may be found in CEQ Forly Most Asked Questinng Gonzerning
CEW's NCPA Regulations (htfefcag.eh.doegovinepainag 5200,

As lead agonoy in o proparation of the integrated feasibility repart and EA, USACE,
Mobile District is requesting your participation as a cooperaling ageney in this effert and
wolld appreciate 8 confimstion of your willingress to do so, We lock foseand o
wiorking with you o this project and if you should have any questicrs, please contact
M= Heather Bulger al {2511 G94-388% or vis email at heathar p_bulger@usacea . anmy.mil.

Sincerely,

e

(b ot — ——
Curtig M. Flakes
Chie?, Planning and Ernvironmental

Division
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B.1.3. Agency Scoping Meeting

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGIMEERS, MOSILE DISTRICT
P.0. BOX 2288
MOBILE, AL 36E28-0001

CESAM PD-EI 10 June 2019
SUBJECT: City of Selma Flood Risk Management (FRM) Feasibility Study Interagency
Mesting

Memorandum for the Record

Attendees: Reference Table 1

Tebia 1: Federal ond Stote Agency Inwites and Porticipents

NAME  AGENCY RESPONSE ATTENDANCE
directori®odem. alabanma. gov | ADEM None
Suzgnne. errellS odph_state.olus | ADPH None
Amanda MeBride@ahe alobama.gov | AHC Accepted
Kinder, Christopher | AHC Accepted i
Sipes, Efic | AHC Accepted ",
chris bankenship &denralobama.gov | ALDCNR None
denr. wifdirectar@denr.globama. gov | ALDCHR None
Johnson, Poul | ALDCMR Mone
mark. bartiett@dot. gov | ALDOT None &
cogpenrSdot state.alus | ALDOT None
colguettw @ dot stote.olus | ALDOT Mone
brign.hastings@ema.alabamag. gov | ALEMA Accepted <
Jongthan Goddy | ALEMA Accepted
Ricky Adams | ALEMA Accepted
EBreft Howard | ALEMA Mone
Michoel Johnson | ALEMA Mone i
Laocy Tharton | ALEMA Mone o
John. Merril@sos glgbama.gay | ALSOS Mone
Grocio.szorech®dhs gov | DHS None
Dol Hona
Kajurnba, Neale | EPA Accepted v
Waornen. Camilg @ epg.gov | EPA Accepted S
Genn, Trey | EPA Region 4 Mone
Militscher. Chris | EPA Region 4 Declined
Pgiricia.g_hoban-moore& hud gov | HUD None
Hillary _conley@nps. gov | MPS Mone o
Nissg fink@nps gav | NP5 None
Bulger, Heather P CIV USARMY CESAM [LiSA) | USACE None 4
Perkins, Rita B CIW CESAM CESAD [UsA) | USACE Accepted
Newell, Dovid P CIW CESAM CESAD [USA) | USACE Accepted <
Smith, Alexandria N CIV USARMY CESAM [USA) | USACE Accepted o

1|Page
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, MOBILE DISTRICT
P.0. BOX 2288
MOBILE, AL 36628-0001

CESAM PD-EI 10 June 2019
SUBJECT: City of Selma Flood Risk Management (FRM) Feasibility Study Interagency
Meeting
Jtacobson, lennifer L CIV USARMY CESAM (USA) | USACE Accepted Ny
Bogtman, Todd H CIV USARMY CESAM [UisA] | USACE Accepted o
Flakes, Curtis & CIV [LISA] | USACE Mone <
Bass, sohn E CIV USARMY CESAM [LUiSA] | USACE None
Block, Joseph M 1w CIV [LiSA] | USACE Declined
Caldwell, Timathy JIf CIV LISARMY CESAM [USA) | USACE Nona
Crane, Ryan B {Bailey) CIv USARMY CESAM [UISA] | USACE None o
Durden, Susan E CIV USARMY CEIWR [USA] | USACE Accepted o
Ephriam, Troy L €IV LISARMY CESAM [UAS] | USACE Accepted o+
Phillips, stephen P CIV USARMY CESAM [UAS] | USACE None
Rooney, Katherine T CIV UISARMY CESAM (LiSA] | USACE Mone o
Tetreau, John J CIV LISARMY CESAM [UsA) | USACE Accepted o
Throop, Ashley N CIV LISARMY CESAM [LUSA] | USACE None
wvar, Vongmony OV (UsA) | USACE None
ben.malone@al usda.gov | USDA None
Michae! oetker@fivs.gov | USPWS None
hill pearsan) .oy | USPWS None
Hone <
None

Meeting Summary. The U.S. Army Cormps of Engineers presented the Selma FEM Amay
of Altematives and the identified environmental impacts to the pariicipating agencies in
order to facilitate discussion regarding each agency’'s concems. The Alabama

Historical Commission (AHC) informed the USACE that the entire downtown district of
Selma is currently proposed for World Heritage Site, as well as the Edmund Pettis
Bridge and possibly the Brown Chapel. The AHC also informed the USACE of the City
of Selma proposed floating dock. Each altemative discussion is listed below.

LEVEE

SHPO: Serious concems
s Archaeological sites within alignment of levee
s Cemetery within levee alignment

BUYOUTS

SHPO: Serious concems
s Potential impacts because of adjacency to downtown historic district

2|Page
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, MOBILE DISTRICT
P.0. BOX 2288
MOBILE, AL 36628-0001

CESAM PD-EI 10 June 2019
SUBJECT: City of Selma Flood Risk Management (FRM) Feasibility Study Interagency
Meeting

« Potential Impacts to structures that may qualify for Mational Register listing
+ Adverse effects including community cohesion and economics resulting from
demolition of struciures

EPA: Serous concems about extent of buy-outs.
« Maximum identified structures (300) is significant
« May have additional concems as plan is refined

BANK STABILIZATION

SHPO: Serious concems
« Significant viewshed impacts
s |Landmark status impacts
s Civil war artifacts within river (live ordinances)

MPS: Moderate concems
s Adverse effects to historic district as a whole

USFWS: Moderate concems
s Adverse effects to tulatoma snail
« Section 6 grant was awarded to survey for tulatoma snail and several live
ordinances were discovered within the bank stabilization footprint

I|Page
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B.2. Water Quality

B.2.1.

Water Quality Certification

Lance R. LEFLEUR

Kay Ivey
DIRECTOR GOVERNOR

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
adem.alabama.gov
1400 Coliseum Bivd. 36110-2400 = Post Office Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463
(334) 271-7700 = FAX(334) 271-7950

November 10, 2020

SEBASTIEN P. JOLY, COMMANDER AND DISTRICT ENGINEER
MOBILE DISTRICT

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

PO BOX 2288

MOBILE, AL 36628-0001

RE:

Certification with Special Conditions

City of Selma Flood Risk Management Study

Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 401 Water Quality Certification Issued November 10, 2020
Water Quality Certification Expires November 09, 2025

Corps of Engineers (COE) JPN# FP20-AL01-07 Issued

Dallas County (047)

Proposed construction of a Soldier-Pile Wall for bank stabilization

Dear Mr. Joly:

This office has completed a review of the attached above-referenced joint public notice and all associated materials submitted related to
the proposed project. Any comments made during the public notice period have also been forwarded to us for review.

Because action pertinent to water quality certification is required by Section 401(a)(1) of the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. Section 1251,
et seq., we hereby issue certification, for a period not to exceed five (5) years from the date of issuance, that there is reasonable assurance
that the discharge resulting from the proposed activities as submitted will not violate applicable water quality standards established
under Section 303 of the Clean Water Act and Title 22, Section 22-22-9(g), Code of Alabama 1975, provided the Corps acts in
accordance with the following conditions as specified. We further certify that there are no applicable effluent limitations under Sections
301 and 302 nor applicable standards under Sections 306 and 307 of the Clean Water Act in regard to the activities specified.

To minimize adverse impacts to State waters, by copy of this letter we are requesting the Mobile District Corps of Engineers to
incorporate the following conditions into the project specifications.

1

Birmingham Branch Decatur Branch

110 Vulcan Road 2715 Sandlin Road, S.W.
Birmingham, AL 352094702 Decatur, AL 356031333
(205) 942-6168 (256) 353-1713

(205) 941-1603 (FAX) (256) 340-9359 (FAX)

During project implementation, the Corps shall ensure compliance with applicable requirements of ADEM. Admin. Code
Chapter 335-6-10 (Water Quality Criteria), and Chapter 335-6-11 (Water Use Classifications for Interstate and Intrastate
Waters).

Please be advised that ADEM permit coverage may be required prior to commencing and/or continuing certain
activities/operations relating to or resulting from the project. If you have any questions regarding ADEM regulated activity or
the need for NPDES permit coverage, please contact ADEM’s Water Division at h2omail@adem.state.al.us or 334-271-7823.
If you have any questions regarding ADEM regulated activity or the need for air permit coverage, please contact ADEM’s Air
Division at airmail@adem.state.al.us or 334-271-7861. If you have any questions regarding ADEM regulated activity or the
need for hazardous, toxic, and/or solid waste permit coverage, please contact ADEM’s Land Division at

landmail@adem.state.al.us or 334-271-7730.

Upon the loss or failure of any treatment facility, best management practice (BMP), or other control, the Corps shall, where
necessary to maintain compliance with this certification, suspend, cease, reduce or otherwise control work/activity and all
discharges until effective treatment is restored. It shall not be a defense for the Corps in a compliance action that it would have
been necessary to halt or reduce work or other activities in order to maintain compliance with the conditions of this certification.

Mobile Branch Moblle-Coastal

2204 Perimeter Road 3664 Dauphin Street, Suite B
Mobile, AL 36615-1131 Mobile, AL 36608

(251) 450-3400 (251) 304-1176

(251) 479-2593 (FAX) (251) 304-1189 (FAX)
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Mobile District Corps of Engineers
COE JPN# FP20-AL01-07
November 10, 2020

Page 2 of 3

4. The Corps shall retain records adequate to document activities authorized by this certification including but not limited to,
inspection reports, monitoring information, copies of any reports and all data used to complete the above reports or the
application for this certification, for a period of at least three years after completion of work/activity authorized by the
certification. Upon written request, the Corps shall provide ADEM with a copy of any record/information required to be
retained by this paragraph. The Corps shall notify ADEM in writing upon completion of the proposed project that the pollution
control measures specified in the Corps permit and any special conditions specified by ADEM have been properly implemented.

5. The Corps shall prepare a detailed Best Management Practices (BMP) Plan. Effective BMPs shall be implemented and
continually maintained for the prevention and control of nonpoint and other sources of pollutants, including measures to ensure
permanent revegetation or cover of all disturbed areas, during and after project implementation.

6. The Corps shall implement a Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan for all temporary and permanent
onsite fuel or chemical storage tanks or facilities consistent with the requirements of ADEM Admin. Code R. 335-6-6-.12(r),
Section 311 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, and 40 CFR Part 112. The Corps shall maintain onsite or have readily
available sufficient oil & grease absorbing material and flotation booms te contain and clean-up fuel or chemical spills and
leaks. The Corps shall immediately notify ADEM after becoming aware of a significant visible oil sheen in the vicinity of the
proposed activity. In the event of a spill with the potential to impact groundwater or other waters of the State, the Corps should
immediately call the National Response Center at 1-800-424-8802 and the Alabama Emergency Management Agency at 1-
800-843-0699. The caller should be prepared to report the name, address and telephone number of person reporting spill, the
exact location of the spill, the company name and location, the material spilled, the estimated quantity, the source of spill, the
cause of the spill, the nearest downstream water with the potential to receive the spill, and the actions taken for containment
and cleanup.

7. The Corps shall conduct, at a minimum, weekly comprehensive site inspections to ensure that effective Best Management
Practices (BMPs) are properly designed, implemented, and regularly maintained (i.e. repair, replace, add to, improve,
implement more effective practice, etc.) utilizing good engineering practices to prevent/minimize to the maximum extent
practicable discharges of pollutants in order to provide for the protection of water quality. The inspections shall be conducted
by a qualified credentialed professional (QCP), qualified personnel under the direct supervision of a QCP, or an ADEM
recognized qualified credentialed inspector (QCI), until completion of the proposed activity.

8. Additional, effective BMPs shall be fully implemented and maintained on a daily basis as needed to prevent to the maximum
extent possible potential discharges of pollutants from activities authorized by this certification, directly to or to a tributary or
other stream segment, that have the potential to impact a State water currently considered impaired [waterbody is identified on
the Alabama 303(d) list, a total maximum daily load (TMDL) has been finalized for the waterbody, and/or the waterbody is
otherwise considered a Tier 1 water pursuant to ADEM Admin. Code Ch. 335-6-10]. The Corps shall inspect all BMPs as
often as is necessary (daily if needed) for effectiveness, need for maintenance, and the need to implement additional, effective
BMPs. Additional effective BMPs shall immediately be implemented as needed and may include but are not limited to
sediment retention basins, greater capacity in sediment retention structures, hydroseeding with application of non-toxic
tackifiers, grass sodding, non-toxic chemical treatment, erosion control blankets, other effective innovative/alternative
technologies, etc. to ensure full compliance with ADEM requirements and the protection of water quality in the impaired
waterbody.

9. All construction and worker debris (e.g. trash, garbage, etc.) must be immediately removed and disposed in an approved
manner. If acceptable offsite options are unavailable, effective onsite provisions for collection and control of onsite worker
toilet wastes or gray waste waters {i.e. port-o-let, shower washdown, etc.) must be implemented and maintained. Soil
contaminated by paint or chemical spills, oil spills, etc. must be immediately cleaned up or be removed and disposed in an
approved manner. Also, the Corps shall manage and dispose of any trash, debris, and solid waste according to applicable state
and federal requirements.

10. All materials used as fill, or materials used for construction of structures in a waterbody, must be non-toxic, non-leaching, non-
acid forming, and free of solid waste or other debris, This requirement does not preclude the use of construction materials
authorized by the COE that are typically utilized in marine or other aquatic applications.

11. The Corps shall implement appropriate measures to minimize the potential for a decrease of instream dissolved oxygen
concentrations as a result of project implementation. In addition, the Corps shall ensure that the activities authorized by this
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Mobile District Corps of Engineers
COE JPN# FP20-AL01-07
November 10, 2020

Page 3 of 3

certification do not significantly contribute to or cause a violation of applicable water quality standards for instream dissolved
OXygen.

12. The Cotps shall implement appropriate, effective BMPs, including installation of floating turbidity screens as necessary, to
minimize downstream turbidity to the maximum extent practicable. The Corps shall visually monitor or measure background
turbidity. The Corps must suspend operations should turbidity resulting from project implementation exceed background
turbidity by more than 50 NTUs. Operations may resume when the turbidity decreases to within acceptable levels.

13. The Corps is encouraged to consider additional pollution prevention practices, low impact development (LID), and other
alternatives to assist in complying with applicable regulatory requirements and possible reduction/elimination of pollutant
discharges. LID is an approach to land development or re-development that works with nature to manage stormwater as close
to its source as possible. LID employs principles such as preserving and recreating natural landscape features, minimizing
effective imperviousness to create finctional and appealing site drainage that treat stormwater as a resource rather than a waste
product. There are many practices that have been used to implement these sustainable ideas such as bioretention facilities, rain
gardens, vegetated rooftops, rain barrels, and permeable pavements. By implementing LID principles and practices, water can
be managed in a way that reduces the impact of built areas and promotes the natural movement of water within an ecosystem
or watershed.

14. The Corps is encouraged to consider and implement a site design plan/strategy for post-construction hydrology to mimic pre-
construction hydrology to the extent feasible, and for post-construction stormwater runoff peak flows and total stormwater
volume to minimize potential downstream channel and stream bank erosion.

15. Inrecognition that projects are site specific in nature and conditions can change during project implementation, ADEM reserves
the right to require the submission of additional information or require additional management measures to be implemented, as
necessary on a case by case basis, in order to ensure the protection of water quality. Liability and responsibility for compliance
with this certification are not delegable by contract or otherwise. The Corps shall ensure that any agent, contractor,
subcontractor, or other person employed by, under contract, or paid a salary by the Corps complies with this certification. Any
violations resulting from the actions of such person shall be considered violations of this certification.

16. Issuance of a certification by ADEM neither precludes nor negates the Corps’ respensibility or liability to apply for, obtain, or
comply with other ADEM, federal, state, or local government permits, certifications, licenses, or other approvals. This
certification does not convey any property rights in either real or personal property, or any exclusive privileges, nor does it
authorize any injury to persons or property or invasion of other private rights, trespass, or any infringement of Federal, State,
or local laws or regulations, and in no way purports to vest in the Corps title to lands now owned by the State of Alabama nor
shall it be construed as acquiescence by the State of Alabama of lands owned by the State of Alabama that may be in the Corps'
possession.

17. ADEM certification decisions are predicated on current regulatory requirements, established engineering standards and
technical considerations, best management practices information, and formal administrative procedures in conformance with
Departmental regulations and applicable Alabama law. Issuance of a certification by ADEM neither precludes nor negates the
Corps’ responsibility or liability to apply for, obtain, or comply with other ADEM, federal, state, or local government permits,
certifications, licenses, or other approvals.

Should you have any questions on this or related matters, please do not hesitate to contact Savannah Daughtry, Office of Field
Services, by email at savannah.daughtry@adem.alabama.gov or by phone at (334) 394-4301.

Sincerely, %
Anthony Séott Hughes, Chief

Field Operations Division

File: WQ401/xxx/SMD
c: Wetlands Section, EPA Region [V
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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

|. 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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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 1V, 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 (Ilengths 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.

[l. 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)
)

(4)

()

Sediment Type. Large size gravel and rock.

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

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.

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.

(4)
()
(6)

(7)
(8)

Salinity. Not applicable.

Water Chemistry. Water chemistry would not be significantly impacted.

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

Color. Color would not be significantly impacted.
Taste. Taste would not be significantly impacted.

Dissolved Gas Levels. Dissolved gas levels would not be significantly
affected.

Nutrients. Nutrient levels would not be significantly impacted.

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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(4)

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.

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)

(2)

(4)

(5)

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.

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.

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.

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

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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(6)

(7)
(8)

(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.

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.

Other Wildlife. No significant impacts to wildlife are anticipated.

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

G. Proposed Fill Site Determination.

(1)

(2)

)

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.

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.

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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(4)

(5)

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.

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.

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

[1l. 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.

Biological Opinion

USACE Soldier-Pile Wall, Alabama River

Selma, Alabama
FWS Log #: 2020-F-1421

Prepared by:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Alabama Ecological Field Office
Daphne, Alabama

WILLIAM Sty
PEARSON Date: 2020.12.21 15:17:05
-06'00'

William J. Pearson
Field Supervisor
Alabama Ecological Services Field Office
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Endangered Species Act (ESA) Biological Opinion (BO) of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service) addresses the proposed construction of a Soldier-Pile Wall under the Edmund
Pettus Bridge (the Action) in the Alabama River. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is
conducting a Flood Risk Management study for the City of Selma, Alabama, and proposes to
construct the Soldier-Pile Wall as part of a floodplain management/emergency evacuation plan
(FMEEP) to reduce the flood induced threats to cultural resources while also reducing the life-
safety risk to citizens affected by flooding within the city.

The USACE determined that the Action is not likely to adversely affect the Alabama sturgeon
(Scaphirhynchus suttkusi)/critical habitat, orangenacre mucket (Lampsilis perovalis)/critical
habitat, and southern clubshell (Pleurobema decisum)/critical habitat and requested Service
concurrence. The Service concurred with this finding by letter dated October 14, 2020.

The USACE also determined that the Action is likely to adversely affect the tulotoma snail
(Tulotoma magnifica) and requested formal consultation with the Service. The BO concludes that
the Action is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of this species. This conclusion
fulfills the requirements applicable to the Action for completing consultation under §7(a)(2) of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended, with respect to this species.

The BO includes an Incidental Take Statement (ITS) that requires the USACE to implement
reasonable and prudent measures that the Service considers necessary or appropriate to minimize
the impacts of anticipated taking on the listed species. Incidental taking of listed species that is
compliance with the terms and conditions of this statement is exempted from the prohibitions
against taking under the ESA. As part of the ITS, the USACE agreed to the relocation of the
tulotoma snails found within the Action Area and immediate vicinity.

In the Conservation Recommendations section, the BO outlines voluntary actions that are relevant
to the conservation of the listed species addressed in this BO and are consistent with the
authorities of the USACE.

Reinitiating consultation is required if the USACE retains discretionary involvement or control
over the Action (or is authorized by law) when:
(a) the amount or extent of incidental take is exceeded;
(b) new information reveals that the Action may affect listed species or designated critical
habitat in a manner or to an extent not considered in this BO;
(¢) the Action is modified in a manner that causes effects to listed species or designated critical
habitat not considered in this BO; or
(d) anew species is listed or critical habitat designated that the Action may affect.

1ii
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CONSULTATION HISTORY

This section lists key events and correspondence during the course of this consultation. A
complete administrative record of this consultation is on file in the Service’s Alabama Ecological
Field Office in Daphne, AL.

2020-08-24 — The Service received an email from the USACE with a draft of the Flood Risk
Management report for the City of Selma.

2020-08-28- The Service received a letter from the USACE requesting informal consultation for
the proposed construction of a Tentatively Selected Plan (TSL) Alternative 4 Soldier-Pile
Wall. Attached to the letter was also a draft Biological Assessment (BA).

2020-09-02 — Conference call between USACE (H. Bulger and D. Newell) and the Service (E.
Padgett). The Service sought clarification for the proposed project design and footprint.

2020-09-14- USACE submitted a finalized BA for the City of Selma Flood Risk Management
Feasibility Study and requested formal consultation with the Service.

2020-10-14— The Service concurred with the USACE’s “may affect likely to adversely affect”
determination for the tulotoma snail and its request to initiate formal consultation. The
Service also concurred with the USACE’s determination of “may affect not likely to
adversely affect” for the Alabama sturgeon, orangenacre mucket, southern clubshell and
all associated critical habitats, and acknowledged the USACE’s “no effect” determination
for the Alabama canebrake pitcher-plant, Georgia rockcress, Prices potato-bean, Alabama
moccasinshell, heavy pigtoe, ovate clubshell, red cockaded woodpecker, and wood stork.

2020-12-01-The Service emailed the USACE a draft copy of its Biological Opinion (BO) and
inquired as if there were any updates to the Soldier-Pile Wall design that could be included
in the BO. USACE responded with updated design images and dimensions. The
USACE’s email also noted that mention of coordination under the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act needed to be included in the BO. USACE also indicated that they would
submit a formal amendment to the BA which would include design updates.

2020-12-04-The Service received an amendment to the BA which included an update to the
design of the Soldier-Pile Wall and established an upstream and downstream linear buffer
to capture potential design changes in the preconstruction design phase. Discussion
between the Service and USACE regarding finalizing FWCA language and clarifying
materials used for the wall.

2020-12-09-Email exchange between the Service and USACE regarding finalizing FWCA
language and clarifying materials used for the wall.

v
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2020-12-15-The Service joined the USACE’s Agency Decision Milestone meeting during which
the USACE announced that the Tentatively Selected Plan Alternative 4 Soldier-Pile Wall
(as stated in the BA) became the Recommended Plan.
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BIOLOGICAL OPINION

1. INTRODUCTION

A biological opinion (BO) is the document that states the findings of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service) required under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended
(ESA), as to whether a Federal action is likely to:

e jeopardize the continued existence of species listed as endangered or threatened; or

¢ result in the destruction or adverse modification of designated critical habitat.

The Federal action addressed in this BO is the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ (USACE) proposed
construction of a Soldier-Pile Wall in the Alabama River for bankline stabilization (the Action).
This BO considers the effects of the Action on the tulotoma snail. The Action does not affect
designated critical habitat; therefore, this BO does not address critical habitat.

The Service previously concurred with the USACE’s determination that the Action is not likely to
adversely affect the Alabama sturgeon (Scaphirhynchis suttkusi)/critical habitat, orangenacre
mucket (Lampsilis perovalis)/critical habitat, and southern clubshell (Pleurobema
decisum)/critical habitat by letter dated October 14, 2020. This concurrence fulfilled the
USACE'’s responsibilities for the Action under §7(a)(2) of the ESA for these species and critical
habitats. We do not address further these species and critical habitats in this BO.

BO Analvtical Framew ork

A BO that concludes a proposed Federal action is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence
of listed species and is not likely to result in the destruction or adverse modification of critical
habitat fulfills the Federal agency’s responsibilities under §7(a)(2) of the ESA.
“Jeopardize the continued existence means to engage in an action that reasonably would
be expected, directly or indirectly, to reduce appreciably the likelihood of both the survival
and recovery of a listed species in the wild by reducing the reproduction, numbers, or
distribution of that species™ (50 CFR §402.02).
“Destruction or adverse modification means a direct or indirect alteration that appreciably
diminishes the value of critical habitat as a whole for the conservation of a listed species™
(50 CFR §402.02).

The Service determines in a BO whether we expect an action to satisfy these definitions using the
best available relevant data in the following analytical framework (see 50 CFR §402.02 for the
regulatory definitions of action, action area, environmental baseline, effects of the action, and
cumulative effects).
a. Proposed Action. Review the proposed Federal action and describe the environmental
changes its implementation would cause, which defines the action area.
b. Status. Review and describe the current range-wide status of the species or critical habitat.
c. Environmental Baseline. Describe the condition of the species or critical habitat in the
action area, without the consequences to the listed species caused by the proposed action.

B-44 | Page



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

The environmental baseline includes the past and present impacts of all Federal, State, or
private actions and other human activities in the action area, the anticipated impacts of all
proposed Federal projects in the action area that have already undergone formal or early
consultation, and the impacts of State or private actions which are contemporaneous with
the consultation.

d. Effects of the Action. Predict all consequences to species or critical habitat caused by the
proposed action, including the consequences of other activities caused by the proposed
action, which are reasonably certain to oceur. Activities caused by the proposed action
would not occur but for the proposed action. Effects of the action may occur later in time
and may include consequences that occur outside the action area.

e. Cumulative Fffects. Predict all consequences to listed species or eritical habitat caused by
future non-Federal activities that are reasonably certain to occur within the action area.

f. Conclusion. Add the effects of the action and cumulative effects to the environmental
baseline, and in light of the status of the species, formulate the Service's opinion as to
whether the action is likely to jeopardize species or adversely modify critical habitat.

2. PROPOSED ACTION

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is conducting a Flood Risk Management Study for
the City of Selma, Alabama. Selma is located adjacent to the Alabama River and is approximately
50 miles (mi) west of Montgomery, Alabama (Figure 1). Selma is home to the largest historic
district in Alabama and is divided into wards with each having a representative in the city
government. The wards receiving frequent flooding are identified and are the focused project area
for the USACE’s study. They include: Wards 1, 3, 6, and 8. River Mile(s) (RM) 256 through 261
have been assessed for the study. The USACE is proposing a floodplain management/emergency
evacuation plan (FMEEP) to reduce the flood risk to citizens affected by flooding within the
USACE’s study area. In conjunction with the FMEEP is the construction of a Soldier-Pile Wall in
the Alabama River for bankline stabilization (the Action).

2.1. Soldier-Pile Wall

The Soldier-Pile Wall is located upstream, downstream, and under the Edmund Pettus Bridge
(Figure 2). Exact construction details will be fully developed during the Preconstruction and
Engineering and Design phase; however upcoming site surveys and geotechnical investigations
will help in the development of preliminary plans and footprint during the feasibility study phase.

Exact dimensions of the proposed Soldier-Pile Wall are currently being developed and are
awaiting a geotechnical survey to determine the necessary requirements. Approximately 1,000 ft.
of bank stabilization would be achieved through a Soldier-Pile Wall design with riprap caps on the
upstream and downstream ends. The riprap caps would extend approximately 50 ft. from the
upstream and downstream portions of the Soldier-Pile Wall. The width of the wall would not
extend past 100 ft. into the Alabama River from the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM). In
summary, the dimensions of the Soldier-Pile Wall with riprap caps is estimated at 1,100 ft. by 100
ft. It is also assumed that an additional buffer of 250 ft. on both upstream and downstream
portions of the wall will be incorporated into this assessment to capture potential design changes
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during the Preconstruction Engineering and Design Phase. Prior to construction, a survey crew
would identify and relocate any civil war era, unexploded ordnances (UXOs) within the footprint.
Staging, construction, and access of the Soldier-Pile Wall would occur via the Alabama River.

At this phase of the study it has not been determined if clearing and grubbing of the riverbank
would be required; however the maximum potential vegetation removal would encompass eight
acres. In total, construction would take approximately 30 months to complete. Best Management
Practices (BMPs) (e.g. erosion control blankets, fiber rolls, geotextiles, sediment traps, seeding,
silt fences, vegetated buffers) will be specified in a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan which
would be used to reduce environmental impacts.

The proposed Soldier-Pile Wall would be self-sustaining and would require no regular operation.
Species control (e.g. herbaceous, woody, and invasive species growth) measures would be
necessary, such as weeding and spraying. Intermittent inspections would be required to review
structural integrity for things such as cracks, sloughing, and other signs of structural movement.

2.2.  Other Activities Caused by the Action

A BO evaluates all consequences to species or critical habitat caused by the proposed Federal
action, including the consequences of other activities caused by the proposed action, that are
reasonably certain to occur (see definition of “effects of the action” at 50 CFR §402.02).
Additional regulations at 50 CFR §402.17(a) identify factors to consider when determining
whether activities caused by the proposed action (but not part of the proposed action) are
reasonably certain to occur. These factors include, but are not limited to:
(1) past experiences with activities that have resulted from actions that are similar in
scope, nature, and magnitude to the proposed action;,
(2) existing plans for the activity, and
(3) anyremaining economic, administrative, and legal requirements necessary for the
activity to go forward.

In its request for consultation, the USACE did not describe, and the Service is not aware of, any
additional activities caused by the Action that are not included in the previous description of the
proposed Action. Therefore, this BO does not address further the topic of “other activities” caused
by the Action.

2.3. Action Area

The action area is defined as “all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal action
and not merely the immediate area involved in the action” (50 CFR §402.02). Delineating the
action area is necessary for the Federal action agency to obtain a list of species and critical habitats
that may occur in that area, which necessarily precedes any subsequent analyses of the effects of
the action to particular species or critical habitats.

It is practical to treat the action area for a proposed Federal action as the spatial extent of its direct
and indirect “modifications to the land, water, or air”” (a key phrase from the definition of “action”
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at 50 CFR §402.02). Indirect modifications include those caused by other activities that would not
occur but for the action under consultation. The action area determines any overlap with critical
habitat and the physical and biological features therein that we defined as essential to the species’
conservation in the designation final rule. For species, the action area establishes the bounds for an
analysis of individuals’ exposure to action-caused changes, but the subsequent consequences of
such exposure to those individuals are not necessarily limited to the action area.

Figure 1 shows the locations of all activities that the proposed Action would cause and the spatial
extent of reasonably certain changes to land, water, or air caused by these activities, based on the
descriptions and analyses of these activities in sections 2.1-2.2. The Action Area is contained
within the USACE’s City of Selma Flood Risk Management Study Area (Figure 1). As shown in
Figure 1, much of the Study Area is heavily developed and has undergone a significant amount of
habitat degradation. Additionally, the proposed project footprint lies in a continually disturbed
area within the Alabama River due to the erosional processes. The Action Area for this BO
includes the area directly upstream, downstream, and under the Edmund Pettus Bridge where the
1,000 ft. Soldier Pile-Wall will be constructed. It also includes the area to be covered by the
riprap caps on the upstream and downstream ends of the wall and a 250 ft. buffer on either end of
the wall to capture potential design changes (500 ft. in total). The approximate length covered by
the riprap caps is 50 ft. on either end (100 ft. in total). The width of the wall would not extend
past 100 ft. into the Alabama River from the OHWM.

Construction within the river will create some degree of turbidity within the water column in
excess of the natural condition. However, impacts from sediment disturbance during construction
are expected to be temporary, minimal and similar to conditions seen during high water events. It
is expected during construction that suspended particles will settle within a short time frame with
no measurable effects on the water column (i.e. water quality).

Given the above, the impacted area’s dimensions are 1,600 ft. (1,000 fi. of Soldier-Pile Wall plus

100 ft. of riprap plus 500 ft. of buffer) by 100 ft. (the width within the Alabama River) producing
a total impact area of 160,000 square feet (fi?) (14,864.49 square meters (m?)).
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2.4. Tables and Figures

Figure 2. Soldier-Pile Wall Conceptual Design
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3. SOURCES OF CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

A BO must predict the consequences to species caused by future non-Federal activities within the
action area, i.e., cumulative effects. “Cumulative effects are those effects of future State or private
activities, not involving Federal activities, that are reasonably certain to occur within the action
area of the Federal action subject to consultation” (50 CFR §402.02). Additional regulations at 50
CFR §402.17(a) identify factors to consider when determining whether activities are reasonably
certain to occur. These factors include, but are not limited to: existing plans for the activity; and
any remaining economic, administrative, and legal requirements necessary for the activity to go
forward.

In its request for consultation, the USACE identified the following future non-Federal activity that
is reasonably certain to occur in the Action Area: development of the riverfront property to include
ariverwalk and revitalization. No funding to complete the work has been allocated at this time.

In addition, this riverwalk is not expected to have any activity within the Alabama River.
Therefore, we anticipate no cumulative effects that we must consider in formulating our opinion
for the Action.

4, TULTOMA SNAIL
This section provides the Service’s biological opinion of the Action for the tulotoma snail.
4.1. Status of Tulotoma Snail

This section summarizes best available data about the biology and condition of the tulotoma snail
(Tulotoma magnifica) throughout its range that are relevant to formulating an opinion about the
Action. On January 9, 1991, the Service listed the tulotoma snail (tulotoma) as endangered
(USFWS 1991). The final recovery plan “Mobile River Basin Aquatic Ecosystem Recovery Plan™
was issued in November 17, 2000. On June 2, 2011, the Service published its decision to downlist
the tulotoma snail (tulotoma) to threatened (USFWS 2011). The tulotoma’s last five-year review
signed on December 11, 2019, recommended no change in listing status (USFWS 2019).
However, the five-year review did conclude that the species’ status was improving. Three of the
six known (at the time of listing) Coosa River populations have remained stable or have increased
in the past five years. In addition, two tulotoma populations that were unknown at time of listing
have been discovered and the tulotoma’s range has been reconfirmed and extended in the Alabama
River.

4.1.1. Species Description
The tulotoma snail is a gill-breathing, operculate snail in the family Viviparidae. The shell is

spherical and can reach a size somewhat larger than a golf ball, and is typically ornamented with
spiral lines of knoblike structures (Hershler et al. 1990).
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4.1.2. Life History

Tulotoma occur in cool, well-oxygenated, clean, free-flowing streams, including rivers and the
lower portions of the rivers” larger tributaries (Hershler et al. 1990). Although this species is
typically associated with shoals and riffles with moderate to strong currents, it inhabits rivers that
rise and fall (Hartfield 1991), and tulotoma have been collected at depths more than 12 m (40 f1.)
(Harper and Powell pers. comm. 2010). The species is strongly associated with boulder, cobble,
and bedrock stream bottoms and is generally found clinging tightly to the underside of large rocks
or between cracks in bedrock (Christman et al. 1996). Historical habitats included large coastal
plain rivers, large high-gradient rivers, and multiple upland tributary streams.

Tulotoma produce live-born offspring year round, but reproduction peaks during the months of
May to July and at sizes of about 3 to 5 millimeters (mm) (0.1 to 0.2 inches (in)) height of last
whorl (HLW) (Christman et al. 1996). They grow rapidly during their first year reaching sizes of
11to 14 mm (0.4 t0 0.5 in). Females produce an average of 16 offspring in their second year
(Christman et al. 1996). Those females that live beyond their second year, grow more slowly and
produce an average of 28 juveniles per year (Christman et al. 1996). In the lower Coosa River, it
was observed that few tulotoma survived longer than 2 years of life (Christman et al. 1996)

4.1.3. Numbers, Reproduction, and Distribution

The tulotoma is found only in the state of Alabama (Figure 3). Collection records indicate a
historical range of approximately 563 kilometers (350 miles) in the Coosa and Alabama River
drainages from the upper extent in Coosa River, in St. Clair and Calhoun Counties, Alabama
downstream to the Alabama River in Monroe County, Alabama (Hershler et al. 1990). When
listed, tulotoma populations were only known from the lower Coosa River below Jordan Dam,
Ohatchee, Weogufka, Hatchet, and Kelly Creeks. In the years since, populations have been
discovered in Choceolocco Creek, Yellowleaf Creek, Weoka Creek, and most recently, in the
Alabama River below the Claiborne Lock and Dam, the R. F. Henry Lock and Dam, and the
Millers Ferry Lock and Dam (DeVries 2005; Harper and Powell pers. comm. 2010, 2013; J.
Garner pers. comm. 2006; Garner et al. 2016). The following provides a brief status assessment of’
each of these stream reaches:

Coosa River—Coosa River tulotoma can be divided into two populations: one below the Jordan
Dam (lower Coosa River) and the other below the Logan Martin Dam (middle Coosa River). In
1995, the lower Coosa River population was estimated at more than 100 million individuals with
annual recruitment rate at 163 million individual snails (Christman et al 1996). Both the lower
and middle Coosa River populations have expanded in range since listing.

Ohatchee Creel—No tulotoma have been reported from Ohatchee Creek for more than 20 years,
and it is now believed to be extirpated (DeVries 2005).

Weogufka Creek—The Weogufka population was healthy at the time of the 2008 tulotoma 5 year

review, but extensive surveys have not been conducted for over 10 years and its current status
remains unknown (USFWS 2019).
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Hatchet Creek—From surveys in the early 1990s, average densities for the tulotoma in Hatchet
Creek were estimated at 10.5 snails/m? with a maximum density of 262 snails/m? (Christman et al.
1996). Most recently, a large population of tulotoma has been reported from lower Hatchet Creek
with evidence of recruitment (P. Johnson pers. comm. 2019).

Kelly Creek--During 1992-1994 surveys, average densities of 17.9 snails/meter® (m?) with a
maximum density of 193 snails/m? were observed (USFWS 2019). More recently, the Kelly
Creek population has extended into the Coosa River above and below the confluence of the stream
(J. Garner pers. comm. 2003, Lochamy pers. comm. 2005). In October 2019, a sizeable
population of tulotoma was observed in Kelly Creek in St. Clair County (P. Johnson pers. comm.
2019).

Choccolocco Creek—Choccolocco Creek has remained relatively stable since monitoring began in
1995 (DeVries 2005), and abundant populations were recently reported there in October 2019 (P.
Johnson pers. comm. 2019).

Yellowleaf Creek—The tulotoma occupies a 0.4 kilometer (0.24 mile) reach of Yellowleaf Creek
and appear to be extremely localized (USFWS 2011). Approximately 300 individuals were
surveyed and relocated during the 2018 Alabama Power’s drawdown of Lay Reservoir (K.
Chandler pers. comm. 2019).

Weoka Creek—DeVries (2005) noted that colony sizes in Weoka Creek had reached higher
average densities than any other tributary populations (175 individuals/rock), however, population
trends, at that time, had only been monitored for three years. A tulotoma population was
reconfirmed here during 2019 surveys (P. Johnson pers. comm. 2019).

Alabama River—At the time of listing, the tulotoma had not been located in the Alabama River
drainage system for at least 50 years. However, between 2006 and 2008, three new populations
were discovered in the Alabama River. One population was below the Claiborne Lock and Dam,
Monroe County, Alabama (USFWS 2011). Another population was discovered below the R.F.
Henry Lock and Dam (USFWS 2011) and contained both juvenile and adult tulotomas. The third
colony was located below Millers Ferry Lock and Dam in Wilcox County, Alabama (J. Powell
pers. comm. 2008). Surveys conducted in 2010 by Garner et al. (2016) reconfirmed two of these
Alabama River populations below the R.F. Henry Lock and Dam. The population below the
Clairborne Lock and Dam was reconfirmed by Harper and Powell in 2011. In addition, they
discovered three new tulotoma populations in the Alabama River: two populations downstream of
the R.F. Henry Lock and Dam and one population in the dam’s upstream pool (Garner et al. 2016).
Recruitment was observed at four of the five sites (Garner et al. 2016).

4.1.4. Conservation Needs and Threats
In all tulotoma populations, distribution is limited by impoundments (Figure 3), and/or by habitat

conditions (e.g., small channel, lower flows, change in substrata, etc.). Due to their limited extent,
all populations are susceptible to stochastic and chronic events (e.g., spills, drought and/or land
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use runoff). Population isolation may also result in loss of genetic diversity within populations,
which can increase the tulotoma’s susceptibility to environmental changes. Agricultural areas
located near waterbodies in the tulotoma range pose a threat to the tulotoma through pesticide and
fertilizer runoff, excessive water withdrawal and irrigation, and introduction of sedimentation.
Urban sprawl and development from the Birmingham and Montgomery metropolitan areas have
the potential to greatly modify and/or reduce the current known range of the tulotoma.

According to its recovery plan (USFWS 2000), the tulotoma snail will be considered for delisting
from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife when the following criteria have
been met:

Criteria (1): Four of the six known Coosa River tributary snail populations (Choccolocco,
Hatchet, Kelly, and Weogufka Creeks) are shown to be stable or increasing for at least five years.

Status (1): Choccolocco, Kelley, and Hatchet Creek were surveyed in 2019 and stable populations
with signs of recruitment were observed (P. Johnson pers. comm. 2019). Prior to 2019, both
Hatchet and Kelly Crecks were last surveyed in 2008, and both populations were reported as
stable. P. Johnson and G. Dinkins also surveyed Choccolocco Creek in 2010, and extremely dense
populations of tulotoma were observed. Periodic monitoring in Weogufka Creek between 1992
and 2008 had reported consistent and stable populations, but this creek has not been monitored
since 2008 (DeVries 2005; DeVries pers. comm. 2008). In addition, other tulotoma populations
have been discovered in Yellowleaf Creek and Weoka Creek. It was also believed to have been
extirpated from the Alabama River but 2010 surveys confirmed populations in the Alabama River
in Montgomery, Dallas, Wilcox, and Monroe counties.

Criteria (2): Community developed watershed plans are implemented to protect and monitor
water and habitat quality in the four target watersheds.

Status (2): The Alabama River and Streams Network (ARSN) has developed a management plan
for the Lower Coosa Basin; however, specific tributary watershed plans have not been developed
or implemented. There is currently no plan for adequately monitoring water or habitat quality in
the tributary populations of tulotoma. ARSN continues to work in and monitor the basin.

Criteria (3): A formal agreement has been developed with the Alabama Power Company (APC) to
maintain base flows below Jordan Dam (on the Coosa River) that are protective for the snail.

Status (3): Since 1990, the APC has operated under a hydropower license from the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission that requires APC to release minimum base flows below Jordan
Dam (FERC 1990). These flows were designed to be protective of the tulotoma snail, as well as
meet other obligations of the project (i.e., recreational needs) (FERC 1990).

4.1.5. Tables and Figures
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4.2. Environmental Baseline for Tulotoma Snail

This section describes the best available data about the condition of the tulotoma snail in the
Action Area without the consequences caused by the proposed Action.

4.2.1. Action Area Numbers, Reproduction, and Distribution

At the time of listing, the tulotoma had not been located in the Alabama River drainage system for
at least 50 years. However, between 2006 and 2008, three new populations were discovered in the
Alabama River. One population was below the Claiborne Lock and Dam, Monroe County,
Alabama (Garner et. al 2016; Harper and J. Powell 2011 pers. comm.). Another population was
discovered below the R.F. Henry Lock and Dam, Autauga and Lowndes Counties, Alabama
(USFWS 2011) and contained both juvenile and adult individuals. The third colony was located
below Millers Ferry Lock and Dam in Wilcox County, Alabama (J. Powell pers. comm. 2008).
Surveys conducted in 2010 by Garner et al. (2016) reconfirmed two of these Alabama River
populations below the R.F. Henry Lock and Dam. In addition, they discovered three new
tulotoma populations in the Alabama River: two populations downstream of the R.F. Henry Lock
and Dam and one population in the dam’s upstream pool (Garner et al. 2016). Recruitment was
observed at four of the five sites (Garner et al. 2016).

One of the populations located downstream of the R.F. Henry Lock and Dam is directly adjacent
to the Edmund Pettus Bridge and is within the Action Area. This tulotoma population was
considered to be the largest and most abundant of the 2010 survey sites with some boulders
containing over 100 individuals (Gardner et al 2016). However, a thorough population assessment
was not able to be conducted at Selma nor any of the other survey sites (Gardner et al 2016).

4.2.2. Action Area Conservation Needs and Threats

Barge traffic and industrial activities can potentially have negative impacts on the tulotoma snail.
These include, disrupted behavioral patterns, from propeller wash and large wake action.

Adjacent industries may also contribute discharges that further degrade water quality for the
species. Other types of water quality degradation, resulting from point and non-point pollution
sources, may also affect the species. Discharges into streams from both these sources may result
in decreased dissolved oxygen concentrations, increased acidity or conductivity, and other changes
in water chemistry which may affect tulotoma snails.

The development of impoundments for recreation, navigation, flood control, water supply, and
electricity has also contributed to the decline in tulotoma snails from portions of its historical
range. Impoundments have adversely impacted riverine snails by causing mortality during project
construction and dredging, suffocation from excessive sedimentation, reducing food and oxygen
availability by the reduction of flow. In addition, impoundments have also isolated surviving
populations of these snail species, which may result in decreased genetic diversity and also reduce
species reproductive and recruitment potential.

11
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Other forms of habitat modification include, dredging, channelization, channel clearing and
snagging (that may result in streambed scour and erosion), loss of habitat, increased turbidity,
sedimentation, and changes in the aquatic community structure. Human activities that historically
and still introduce large quantities of sediment into streams in the Alabama River drainage
include, dredging, agriculture, forestry, mining, and industrial and residential development.

4.3. Effects of the Action on Tulotoma Snail

In a BO for a listed species, the effects of the proposed action are all reasonably certain
consequences to the species caused by the action, including the consequences of other activities
caused by the action. Activities caused by the action would not ocecur but for the action.
Consequences to species may oceur later in time and may occur outside the action area.

We identified and described the activities included in the proposed Action in sections 2.1. Our
analyses of the consequences caused by this activity follows.

4.3.1. Soldier-Pile Wall

The proposed action would result in minor hydrologic change as flow would be redirected around
the proposed bank stabilization structure. The Soldier-Pile Wall would be a permanent feature but
would not significantly alter the hydrologic timing, duration, volume, or frequency of the Alabama
River. Though flows would be diverted around the structure, no temporary or permanent
impounding of water would occur.

The proposed Soldier-Pile Wall would span the length of approximately 1,000 ft. along the
Alabama River. Riprap caps placed on the upstream and downstream ends of the wall will extend
the footprint of the wall an additional 100 ft. in total. In order to capture potential design changes
in the future, it is also assumed that a 250 fi. buffer on either end of the wall (500 ft. in total) will
be impacted. The width of the wall would not extend past 100 ft. into the Alabama River from the
OHWM. This location lies within one of the largest and healthiest populations of tulotoma snail
and would permanently remove suitable habitat from the arca.

Snails may be directly affected by bank stabilization when the Soldier-Pile Wall and riprap caps
are placed in the river within areas they inhabit; this activity could crush snails on the substrate
surface. Snails may be dislodged, crushed and die immediately, or damaged enough to eventually
die of the injury. Barge activity could also impact snails by spilling of materials (e.g., riprap) in
the river crushing individuals. Increased sedimentation is likely to occur from the tow wash and
sloughing of the bank material when riprap is placed.

Instream construction can also cause indirect impacts. Sediment/silt and other suspended
particulates can be carried downstream and bury the snails. Disturbance of the substrate also

increases turbidity and can release toxins and other pollutants, trapped in the sediments, into the
water column.

12
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In response and anticipation of the Soldier-Pile Wall, the USACE will implement appropriate
measures to minimize impacts to the species, including relocating snails within and adjacent to the
immediate vicinity of the site plan. However, unavoidable adverse impacts to a few individuals
may occur if some are not captured during the relocation effort. Additionally, stress inflicted
during transport and relocation may cause mortal harm to certain individuals.

4.3.2. Summary

Construction of the Soldier-Pile Wall could impact the tulotoma snail by dislodging, damaging, or
crushing individuals. Indirect impacts from substrate disturbances and water column impairment
can also be expected. Relocation efforts, however beneficial to the snail, may also result in
unintended stress to individual snails. Consequently, we expect all tulotoma individuals within the
Action Area to be effected from the proposed Action.

4.4. Cumulative Effects on Tulotoma Snail

In section 3, we did not identify any activities that satisty the regulatory criteria for sources of
cumulative effects. Therefore, cumulative effects to tulotoma snail are not relevant to formulating
our opinion for the Action.

4.5. Conclusion for Tulotoma Snail

In this section, we summarize and interpret the findings of the previous sections (status, baseline,
effects, and cumulative effects) relative to the purpose of the BO for the tulotoma, which is to
determine whether the Action is likely to jeopardize its continued existence.

Status

The Coosa River, Choceolocco Creek, Kelly Creek, Hatchet Creek, Weoka Creek, Yellowleaf
Creek, and Alabama River populations are large in numbers and self-sustaining (USFWS 2019).
The tulotoma is now believed to be extirpated from the Ohatchee Creek, and due to lack of survey
data, the status of the Weogufka Creek population is unknown. Where the tulotoma is found, it
continues to be highly localized and isolated from each other by dams and impounded waters
(USFWS 2019).

The tulotoma snail’s current classification remains threatened. However, stable or increasing
populations in the Coosa River and reconfirmed and/or discovery of previously unknown
populations in the Alabama River lead us to believe that that tulotoma’s status is improving.
Baseline

The Action Area described in this BO likely represents a large tulotoma population. While exact

numbers for this population are unknown, 2010 surveys have recorded several boulders with over
100 individuals (Gardner et al 2016).
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Effects

Due to the placement of the Soldier-Pile Wall and associated construction activities, the tulotoma
will be subject to potential direct crushing, dislodging, or damaged enough to eventually die of
injuries. Further stress from habitat removal and degradation also has the potential to impact
tulotoma individuals. However, the USACE will implement appropriate measures to minimize
impacts to the species, including relocating snails within and adjacent to the immediate vicinity of
the site plan.

Opinion

While the Proposed Action would be expected, directly or indirectly, to reduce the reproduction
and numbers of the tulotoma within the Action Area, we do not believe that this appreciably
reduces the likelihood of both survival and recovery of the species across its range. Evidence of
stable and/or improving populations speaks to increasing resiliency. Persistent and new tulotoma
populations indicate positive trends in species redundancy and representation. The individuals
within the Action Area will be negatively impacted by the Action, but due to relocation efforts,
will not be appreciably reduced only appreciably shifted in physical location, and thereby still
remain a functioning population of tulotoma.

After reviewing the status of the species, the environmental baseline for the Action Area, the
effects of the Action and the cumulative effects, it is the Service’s biological opinion that the
Action is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the tulotoma snail.

S INCIDENTAL TAKE STATEMENT

ESA §9(a)(1) and regulations issued under §4(d) prohibit the take of endangered and threatened
fish and wildlife species without special exemption. The term “take” in the ESA means “to harass,
harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or to attempt to engage in any such
conduct” (ESA §3(19)). In regulations, the Service further defines:

e “harm” as “an act which actually kills or injures wildlife. Such act may include significant
habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or injures wildlife by
significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding or
sheltering;” (50 CFR §17.3) and

e “incidental take™ as “takings that result from, but are not the purpose of, carrying out an
otherwise lawful activity conducted by the Federal agency or applicant” (50 CFR
§402.02).

Under the terms of ESA §7(b)(4) and §7(0)(2), taking that is incidental to a Federal agency action
that would not violate ESA §7(2)(2) is not considered prohibited, provided that such taking is in
compliance with the terms and conditions of an incidental take statement (ITS).

The Action considered in this BO includes a conservation measure to relocate snails within and
adjacent to the immediate vicinity of the Action Area. Through this statement, the Service
authorizes this conservation measure as an exception to the prohibitions against trapping,

14
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capturing, or collecting listed species. We identify this conservation measure as a Reasonable and
Prudent Measure below, and we provide Terms and Conditions for its implementation.

For the exemption in ESA §7(0)(2) to apply to the Action considered in this BO, the USACE must
undertake the non-discretionary measures described in this I'TS, and these measures must become
binding conditions of any permit, contract, or grant issued for implementing the Action. The
USACE has a continuing duty to regulate the activity covered by this ITS. The protective coverage
of §7(0)(2) may lapse if the USACE fails to:

s assume and implement the terms and conditions; or

e require a permittee, contractor, or grantee to adhere to the terms and conditions of the ITS

through enforceable terms that are added to the permit, contract, or grant document.

In order to monitor the impact of incidental take, the USACE must report the progress of the
Action and its impact on the species to the Service as specified in this ITS.

5.1. Amount or Extent of Take

This section specifies the amount or extent of take of tulotoma snail that the Action 1s reasonably
certain to cause, which we estimated in the “Effects of the Action” section(s) of this BO.

Recent survey efforts in the Alabama River have not been able to estimate snail density.
However, efforts in other streams have resulted in population densities that we will use here to
estimate the amount of take within the Action Area.

Surveys conducted in Kelly Creek between 1992 and 1994 found an average density of 17.9
snails/m? (USFWS 2019). Hatchet Creek surveys from the 1990s found average densities of 10.5
snails/m? (Christman et al. 1996). An average of these reported densities is 14.2 snails/m? When
applied to the 160,000 ft? (14,864.49 m?) of impact, we estimate that there are approximately
211,076 tulotoma snails. Therefore, take in the amount of 211,076 tulotoma individuals is
reasonably certain to occur within the action area.

5.2. Reasonable and Prudent Measures
The Service believes the reasonable and prudent measures (RPMs) we describe in this section for

the tulotoma snail are necessary or appropriate to minimize the impact, i.e., the amount or extent,
of incidental take caused by the Action.

RPM #1. Snail relocation
No more than 30 days prior to the project construction, a snail relocation survey effort will be
conducted in the immediate and adjacent vicinity of the Proposed Action. Any snails that are

found will be identified, counted, inventoried, and photographed, and then relocated to suitable
habitat outside of the impacted area.
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RPM #2. Proposed Action will occur as designed and with the implementation of best
management practices

The USACE must ensure that the Proposed Action will occur as designed, planned, and
documented within the biological assessment and this biological opinion, and ensure that the
applicant will implement best management practices that will minimize the effects from
construction activities.

5.3. Terms and Conditions

In order for the exemption from the take prohibitions of §9(a)(1) and of regulations issued under
§4(d) of the ESA to apply to the Action, the USACE must comply with the terms and conditions
(T&Cs) of this statement, provided below, which carry out the RPMs described in the previous
section. These T&Cs are mandatory. As necessary and appropriate to fulfill this responsibility, the
USACE must require any permittee, contractor, or grantee to implement these T&Cs through
enforceable terms that the USACE includes in the permit, contract, or grant document.

T&C 1 (RPM 1). Snail relocation.

¢ A relocation plan will be provided to the Service’s Alabama Ecological Services Field
Office (ALFO) for review and concurrence, identifying the survey methods and
identifying the proposed relocation site, at least two weeks prior to the proposed
collection and relocation. Snail relocation efforts will be conducted only by divers
qualified and experienced in handling snails and must hold valid state and federal
permits.

e All snails collected for relocation will be identified, counted, inventoried, and
photographed. Snails should be kept in mesh bags in site water prior to removal or kept
moist and cool by covering with a wet blanket or sack, and kept out of direct sunlight.
If snails are removed from a moist, cool, environment they should not remain
unprotected more than 10 minutes. Precautions to minimize stress to snails should be
used at all times.

e All snails found within the action area will be collected and relocated to areas of a
suitable habitat. The permitted instream construction will begin within 30 days of the
conclusion of the survey. If construction is not initiated within the required 30 days, the
project area must be resurveyed and snails relocated prior to any of the permitted
mstream construction.

e A report will be prepared following the completion of all snail relocation work
describing efforts, problems and solutions, results, and conclusions. Maps with
coordinates should be included, showing the work and relocation areas. This report will
be provided to the Service's Alabama Field Office within 90 days after the completion
of all snail relocation efforts.

T&C 2 (RPM 2). Proposed Action will occur as designed and with the implementation of
best management practices.
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e The USACE must ensure that the proposed action will occur as designed and planned in
the Biologic Assessment and this Biologic Opinion.

e Riprap used during the project should be clean of foreign/excess sediment prior to
mstallation and should be placed carefully on the substrate in order to reduce the sediment
plume introduced into the water column.

s Equipment used to scoop and place riprap will be operated using all precaution to prevent
spilled material into the river.

e Best Management Practices (BMPs) (e.g. erosion control blankets, fiber rolls, geotextiles,
sediment traps, seeding, silt fences, vegetated buffers) will be specified in a Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan. A copy of this plan will be provided to the Service’s ALFO.

5.4. Monitoring and Reporting Requirements

In order to monitor the impacts of incidental take, the USACE must report the progress of the
Action and its impact on the species to the Service as specified in the ITS (50 CFR §402.14(1)(3)).
This section provides the specific instructions for such monitoring and reporting (M&R),
including procedures for handling and disposing of any individuals of a species actually killed or
injured. These M&R requirements are mandatory. We identify whether the USACE, the
Applicant, or both are responsible.

As necessary and appropriate to fulfill this responsibility, the USACE must require any permittee,
contractor, or grantee to accomplish the M&R through enforceable terms that the USACE includes
in the permit, contract, or grant document. Such enforceable terms must include a requirement to
immediately notify the USACE and the Service if the amount or extent of incidental take specified
in this ITS is exceeded during Action implementation.

M&R#. Disposition of Dead or Injured Tulotoma Snails

Upon locating a dead, injured, or sick individual of an endangered or threatened species, initial
notification must be made to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Law Enforcement Office in
Daphne, Alabama (251-441-5787). Additional notification must be made to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service’s Alabama Ecological Services Field Office in Daphne, Alabama (251-441-
5184). Care should be taken in handling sick or injured individuals and in the preservation of
specimens in the best possible state for later analysis of cause of death or injury.

The reasonable and prudent measures, with their implementing terms and conditions, are
designed to minimize the impact of incidental take that might otherwise result from the
proposed action. The Service believes that 211,076 tulotomas will be incidentally taken. If,
during the course of the action, this level of incidental take is exceeded, such incidental take
represents new information requiring reinitiation of consultation and review of the reasonable
and prudent measures provided. The USACE must immediately provide an explanation of the
causes of the taking and review with the Service the need for possible modification of the
reasonable and prudent measures.
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6. CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS

§7(a)(1) of the ESA directs Federal agencies to use their authorities to further the purposes of the
ESA by conducting conservation programs for the benefit of endangered and threatened species.
Conservation recommendations are discretionary activities that an action agency may undertake to
avoid or minimize the adverse effects of a proposed action, implement recovery plans, or develop
information that is useful for the conservation of listed species. The Service offers the following
recommendations that are relevant to the listed species addressed in this BO and that we believe
are consistent with the authorities of the USACE.

¢ Continue working and coordinating (i.e., early coordination) with the resource agencies to
monitor tulotoma snail populations across their range, where they occur in areas adjacent
to USACE projects.

e Utilize programs under the USACE purview to fund studies or conservation projects
aimed at recovering, conserving, and restoring these T&E species and/or their habitats
within their current range (e.g., coordination and participation with the Strategic Habitat
Units (http://www.alh20.0rg/)).

e Post-monitoring of the relocation area to document re-establishment of snails is
recommended.

7. REINITIATION NOTICE

Formal consultation for the Action considered in this BO is concluded. Reinitiating consultation is
required if the USACE retains discretionary involvement or control over the Action (or is
authorized by law) when:
a. the amount or extent of incidental take is exceeded;
b. new information reveals that the Action may affect listed species or designated critical
habitat in a manner or to an extent not considered in this BO;
c. the Action is modified in a manner that causes effects to listed species or designated critical
habitat not considered in this BO; or
d. anew species is listed or critical habitat designated that the Action may affect.

In instances where the amount or extent of incidental take is exceeded, the USACE is required to
immediately request a reinitiation of formal consultation.

8. FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT

In accordance with the planning aid provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
(FWCA), the USFWS coordinated with the USACE regarding the Selma Flood Risk Management
Feasibility Study. As a result of this coordination, a Coordination Report will not be issued by
USFWS and the FWCA requirements have been satisfied. Pursuant to the authority granted to
USFWS, no further coordination is required.
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B.4. Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste Coordination

DIRECTOR

Lance R. LEFLEUR Kav Ivey
GOVERNOR

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
adem.alabama.gov

1400 Coliseum Blvd. 36110-2400 m Post Office Box 301463
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463
(334)271-7700 = FAX(334) 271-7950

May 7, 2021

Ms. Heather Bulger

Biclogist, Inland Environment Team

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District
Heather.P.Bulger@usace.army.mil

Dear Ms. Bulger:

RE: Petroleum Contamination in the Area of Washington Street and Water Avenue
Selma, Dallas County, Alabama
ADEM File Code: CORR02205/UST970714

The Department has received information that petroleum constituents are present in the groundwater
at a location near the end of Washington Street in close proximity to the Alabama River in Selma,
Alabama. Based on a review of UST records, a closed underground storage tank site is located
northwest of the boring drilled by the Corps of Engineers in early 2021 where a petroleum sheen and
odor was identified.

The Department will begin evaluating the area and available records to determine potential sources of
petroleum contamination that may be present in the area. If resources are available, a soil and
groundwater investigation will be performed in the area to identify the source and extent of the
petroleum contamination.

The Department will update you with information that is obtained from our evaluations. Should any
additional testing results or infermation become available regarding the petroleum contamination, we
would appreciate updates as well.

Should there be any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at {334)270-5613 or
at dsm@adem.alabama.gov.

Sincerely

ppwﬁ?/ma

Dorothy S. Malaier, Chief

UST Corrective Action State and Federal Funds Section

Groundwater Branch
Land Division

DSM/dsm
Birmingham Branch Decatur Branch Mobile Branch Mobile-Coastal
110 Vulean Read 2745 Sandlin Road, S.W. 2204 Perimeter Road 3664 Dauphin Street, Suite B
Birmingham, AL 352094702 Decatur, AL 35603-1333 Mobile, AL 366151131 Mobile, AL 36608
(205) 942-6168 (256) 353-1713 (251) 450-3400 (251) 304-1176
(205) 941-1603 (FAX) (256) 340-9359 (FAX) (251) 479-2593 (FAX) (251) 304-1189 (FAX)
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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.
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