














































































































































































Tiered NEPA Document for 
Categorically Permitted Alterations to 

Existing U.S. Army Corps of Engineer Civil Works Projects 

Proposed Categorically Permitted Alterations (Check all that apply) 

 Utilities under the levee: 
• Open cut: Within the project Right of Way (ROW) levee embankment material is removed and 

then replaced according to design criteria for placement of the utility. 
 

• Horizontal Directional Drill: A pit is excavated on either side of the levee, usually outside the 
project ROW, and then pressure and drilling fluids are used to place the utility under levee 
embankment/channel section. 
 

• Jack and Bore:  A pit is excavated on either side of the levee, usually outside the project ROW (in 
agricultural fields or on urban locations), and then the utility is mechanically placed under the 
surface. 

 Replacement of drainage structures: 
• The existing structures are demolished and a new structure is constructed per USACE design 

criteria.  All work typically remains within the project ROW. 
 Abandonment of drainage structures: 

• Grout is placed inside an existing pipe and gatewell structure (to an elevation above the top invert 
of the pipe inside the gatewell) to fill all voids. 

 Removal of drainage structures: 
• An existing structure is demolished and replaced with compacted fill material. 

 Construction of a Bike trail on top of levee (including rest stations): 
• Gravel surfacing, concrete, or asphalt is placed on top of the existing levee crest.  Placement of 

any material cannot degrade the authorized level of flood protection. 
 Installation of relief wells: 

• A hole is bored into the earth’s surface some distance away from the landside toe of the levee and 
a relief well is then installed. 

 Abandonment of relief wells: 
• Existing relief wells are grouted full and then abandoned per State and other applicable 

requirements. 
 Installation of pump stations: 

• A pump structure is constructed on the landside of the levee near a water feature (ditch or 
channel). 

 Repair of pump stations: 
• Components of the pump station (pump, electrical controls, etc.) may be repaired or replaced or 

the entire pump station itself may be replaced. 
 Modification of existing drainage structures: 

• Slip lining –Slip lining, a trenchless method for repairing structural or environmental damages to 
a pipe, is completed by installing a smaller “carrier pipe” into the larger “host pipe” grouting the 
annular space between the two pipes, and sealing the ends. 

 Geotechnical Explorations 
• Geotechnical explorations, for the purpose of determining the soundness of the civil works 

project, may be performed on the levee crest, riverside berms, and/or landside berms by using 
borings, Cone Penetration Tests (small probe pushed into the ground), or Multi-Electrode 
Electrical Resistivity Tests (cable and shallow depth probes placed on the levee crest or levee 
cross section). 



  

 Riprap placement: 
• New riprap is placed on the channel slope, levee embankment, around bridge piers and outfall 

structures for erosion control. 
 Temporary Staging areas and Working Pads for Material and Equipment: 

• Temporary staging areas or working pads are set up for materials and/or equipment within the 
project ROW.  This also includes levee crests or berms that are used as haul roads.  The impacted 
area will need to be repaired to pre-construction conditions. 

 Fences: 
• Fences that are designed to not impede wildlife migrations can be installed on the project ROW or 

up and over a levee.  Access gates can be included. 
 Installation of utility poles: 

• Utility poles are erected within the project ROW, but not on the levee section. 
 Removal of existing utility poles: 

• Existing utility poles are removed and the holes are backfilled with compacted material and/or 
grout. 

 Replacement of Highway/Street Bridge: 
• Bridges may be removed or replaced.  Levee tie-ins may be impacted with the removal of the 

bridge embankment and placement of bridge piers near the levee embankment or within the 
channel limits. 

 Placement of Sanitary, Water, or Drainage Pipes Up and Over the Levee): 
• A pipe is placed on top of the levee crest, embankment material is added to cover the pipe, and the 

top of the levee is surfaced to accommodate vehicles.  Levee side slopes also will have additional 
embankment material placed to cover the pipe. 

 Street paving/repair: 
• Construction of new street paving or repair of existing paving that is placed on the levee section 

or up and over the levee section.  Typical work includes milling existing paving and placing new 
paving. 

 Installation of temporary channel crossings: 
• Temporary culverts are installed with riprap placed around and on top of the structure located 

within the flow line of a channel.  Crossing provides access for construction equipment to move 
from one bank to another.  A hydraulic no-rise analysis must be provided. 

 Pipe or conduit abandonment: 
• A pipe or conduit within the levee is either completely removed or abandoned by grouting. 

 Placement of monitoring monuments: 
• Monuments (e.g., carsonite posts or brass caps) are constructed on the project to survey and 

monitor for movement typically due to nearby construction or marking the location of sub-grade 
features. 



Record of Environmental Consideration 
 

Project Name:   
 
 
Project Location:   
 
 
Project Description:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Name and Date of Original NEPA document:  Programmatic Environmental Assessment & Finding of 
No Significant Impact, Categorical Permissions, Section 408 Alterations to Existing U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers Civil Works Projects, 33 U.S.C. Section 408, January 2017 South Dakota 
 
Status of Existing NEPA Documentation:  A FONSI was prepared for Categorically Permitted 
Alterations in the state of South Dakota and signed by Omaha District Commander Colonel John W. 
Henderson, P.E. in March 2017.  Factors considered in making that determination included considerations 
as to whether or not the proposed alteration would be injurious to the public interest, impair the 
usefulness of the USACE project, or result in significant adverse impacts to the human environment. 
 
Rational Used to determine if this Record of Environmental Consideration (REC) is Appropriate:   

 The proposed action is Categorically Excluded from NEPA requirements. 
 

 The proposed alteration is included on the list of Categorically Permitted Alterations contained within 
the Programmatic Environmental Assessment as identified above. 
 

 The proposed action has been adequately assessed in an existing NEPA document and determined to 
not present the potential for significant adverse effects to the human environment, be injurious to the 
public interest, or impair the usefulness of the USACE civil works project. 
 
 

 Reevaluation of the potential Environmental Effects has been completed as demonstrated on the 
attached. (Review Completed). 
 
 
 
 
____________________________   __________________________ 
Date       Eric Laux, Chief 

Environmental Resources and Missouri 
River Recovery Program Plan Formulation 
Section 

  



I. Compliance Review for Environmental Laws 
 
A. National Historic Preservation Act 

□ No potential to affect historic properties.  On __________, the South Dakota State Historic 
Preservation Office provided a letter that stated, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
There is always the possibility that previously unsuspected archeological remains may be 
uncovered during the process of project construction.  In the unlikely event of an unanticipated 
discovery of cultural resources, work will halt immediately and contact will be made with a 
Corps archeologist.  The work will not continue until a qualified archeologist inspects the find.  
If it is determined that the discovery requires further consultation, the Corps will consult with the 
South Dakota SHPO. 

□ Historic properties or Archeological resources may be affected.  Standard Section 106 review 
required. 

 □ Project conditions are required.  See explanation in Section V. 
 
B. Endangered Species Act 

□ No listed species and/or critical habitat are present in areas affected directly or indirectly by 
the Federal Action. 

□ Listed species and/or critical habitat are present in areas affected directly or indirectly by the 
Federal Action.  Coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service conducted (See Agency 
Coordination at the end of this REC). 

 □ No effect determination shared with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 □ May affect, not likely to adversely affect threatened and endangered species or  
designated critical habitat concurrence provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

  
C. Clean Water Act 

□ No waters of the United States would be affected directly or indirectly by the project. 

□ Waters of the United States, including wetlands, would be affected by the proposed project. 

□ Project requires Section 404/401 (Clean Water Act) and/or Section 10 (Rivers and 
Harbors Act) permits/certifications.  To be obtained prior to construction. 

  □ Permits/certifications have been obtained (copy attached). 



D. Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 

□ No water body would be affected, modified, or controlled by the project. 

□ A water body would be affected, modified, or controlled by the project. 

 □ Coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was conducted. 

  □ No recommendations offered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

  □ Recommendations provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

   □ Project conditions would be required.  See explanation in Section V. 
 
E. Clean Air Act 

□ No significant air quality emissions would result from the proposed project and no National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards would be exceeded. 
 
F. Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

□ No take of migratory birds would occur from the project. 
 
G. Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 

□ No take of bald or golden eagles would occur from this project. 
 
H.  Noise Control Act 

□ No permanent noise would result from the project. 
 
G. Vegetation 

□ No more than a minor amount of vegetation would be disturbed and vegetation impacts 
would be offset by returning the area to conditions that existed prior to the construction-related 
disturbance. 
 
H. Recreation 

□ No permanent impacts to recreation would result from the proposed alteration. 
 
II. Compliance Review for Executive Orders 
 
A. Executive Order 11988 – Flood Plains 

□ No effect on Flood Plains/Flood Levels would occur or the project is located outside the 
Flood Plain. 
  



B. Executive Order 11990 - Wetlands 

□ No effect on wetlands would occur and the project is located outside of wetlands. 

□ The project is located in wetlands or effects to wetlands would occur. 

 □ Beneficial effects on wetlands would occur. 

 □ Adverse effects associated with constructing in or near wetlands would occur. 

  □ Coordination with the Corps Regulatory Office was conducted. 
 
   Nationwide Permit _____ would be used for this alteration. 
 
C. Executive Order 12898 – Environmental Justice 

□ No Environmental Justice issues are associated with the project. 

□ Low income or minority populations are in or near the project area. 

 □ No disproportionately high or adverse impact on low income or minority populations  
would occur. 

 
III. Other Relevant Laws, Environmental Regulations, or 
 Executive Orders 

□ No other laws, environmental regulations, or executive orders have been identified. 

□ Other laws, environmental regulations, or executive orders include: 
 
 
 
 
 
IV. Extraordinary Circumstances 
 
Based on review of compliance with other environmental laws and Executive Orders, and 
in consideration of other environmental factors, review the project for extraordinary 
circumstances. 
 
Note: A “Yes” under any circumstance may require the preparation of a stand-alone 
Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
Yes No 

□ □ (i) The scope is greater than normally experienced for the particular action being  
  implemented. 



Yes No 

□ □ (ii) The proposed action has a high level of controversy. 

□ □ (iii) Potential for degradation, even though slight, of an already degraded 
condition. 

□ □ (iv) Employment of unproven or unique technology. 

□ □ (v) Presence of hazardous or toxic substances at levels which exceed Federal, 
state, or local regulations or standards. 

□ □ (vi) Potential for adverse effects on health or safety. 

□ □ (vii) Potential to violate federal, state, local, or tribal law. 

□ □ (viii) Potential for significant cumulative impacts when the proposed action is 
combined with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, even though the 
impacts of the proposed action may not be significant by themselves. 
 
V. Required Project Conditions 
 

□ No additional project conditions are required. 

□ Project conditions are required.  (Include sub-heading and describe the required project 
conditions). 
 
Based on this review and coordination with the resource agencies, no new significant impacts on 
the environment are anticipated.  Consequently, it is not necessary to prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement or new Environmental Assessment.  This Record of Environmental 
Consideration is considered adequate NEPA documentation for this action because the proposed 
project impacts were adequately covered in the Programmatic NEPA document. 
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