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Categorical Exclusion

Attachment 1 – Effects Evaluation
PI No.      
      County

Delete sub‑categories that have no impacts, but leave numbering to correspond to CE form.
II.
Need and Purpose
Sufficiency rating is a scale used by the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) to determine the structural and geometric condition of the bridge.  This rating is determined by a federal definition adopted from the Association of American State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) standards and is based on structural adequacy and safety, serviceability, functional obsolescence, and necessity for public use.  The sufficiency rating of a bridge is based on a scale of point values from 1 to 100.  A rating of 1 is given to structures in serious need of replacement, and a rating of 100 is given to bridges without any deficiencies.  Any bridge with a sufficiency rating of 50 points or lower are candidates for replacement in order to provide a safe, structurally sufficient bridge for motorists and pedestrians.

The structural evaluation rating is another scale used by GDOT that considers major structural deficiencies and is based on the condition of different parts of the bridge as related to the Average Daily Traffic (ADT).  The structural evaluation rating is based on a scale of 0 to 9 with 2 being the lowest rating for an operable bridge.  A zero requires closing the bridge and a 2 requires replacement of the bridge.  
III.
Project Description

V.
Effects Evaluation

A.
Social Environment

1.
Land Use Changes
2.
Community Impacts
3.
Relocation Potential
4.
Churches and Institutions
5.
Parks/Recreation Areas/Wildlife Refuges
6.
Title VI/E.O. 12898
7.
Public Controversy Potential
8.
Public Involvement
9.
Economic Impacts
10.
Other
B.
Cultural Environment
In compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and amendments thereto, the proposed project corridor has been surveyed for archaeological and historic resources, especially those on or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  The survey boundary and methodology were established using the GDOT/Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Cultural Resource Survey Guidelines.  These guidelines were established as a result of past interaction with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and his staff and were agreed upon by FHWA and the SHPO. 

As a result of the survey efforts,       historic properties and       archeological sites considered eligible NRHP resources were identified within the proposed project’s area of potential effect (APE) (see Figure      , Cultural Resources Location Map).

1.
Historic Sites

For resources identified within the project’s area of potential effect:

Identify the resource.  Be sure to include its location.

Describe impacts/effects (even if they are not considered adverse).
If the effects are not adverse or are considered minimal, explain why.

If there are adverse effects, explain why we cannot avoid.

Discuss minimization efforts and why we cannot further minimize.

Discuss mitigation or state that none is required.

Discuss what has been done for coordination and what coordination remains to be done.

If there is no adverse effect, discuss minimization.

Be sure to include a resource location map that shows the resource in relation to the proposed construction.

A historic marker entitled "     " is located along the project corridor at      .  The proposed project would require that the marker be removed prior to construction and reset after construction.  The construction contract would require the contractor to contact the Georgia Department of Natural Resources (GDNR) Historic Marker Maintenance Supervisor or the Georgia Historical Society to arrange for the storage of the marker during construction.  The contractor would be responsible for the removal of the marker and for its replacement in the location designated by the GDNR or Georgia Historical Society representative, unless the representative prefers to handle the removal and replacement himself.
2.
Archaeological Sites
For resources identified within the project’s area of potential effect:

Identify the resource.  Be sure to include its location.

Describe impacts/effects (even if they are not considered adverse).
If the effects are not adverse or are considered minimal, explain why.

If there are adverse effects, explain why we cannot avoid.

Discuss minimization efforts and why we cannot further minimize.

Discuss mitigation or state that none is required.

Discuss what has been done for coordination and what coordination remains to be done.

If there is no adverse effect, discuss minimization.

Be sure to include a resource location map that shows the resource in relation to the proposed construction.

C.
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

1.
Waters of the U.S./State Waters
For resources identified within the project’s area of potential effect:

Identify the resource.  Be sure to include its location.

Describe impacts/effects (even if they are not considered adverse).
If the effects are not adverse or are considered minimal, explain why.

If there are adverse effects, explain why we cannot avoid.

Discuss minimization efforts and why we cannot further minimize.

Discuss mitigation or state that none is required.

Discuss what has been done for coordination and what coordination remains to be done.

If there is no adverse effect, discuss minimization.

Be sure to include a resource location map that shows the resource in relation to the proposed construction.

The proposed project corridor has been surveyed for Waters of the U.S. and State Waters under the Clean Water Act, Executive Order 11990, Georgia Erosion and Sedimentation Act, and other federal and state regulations.  As a result of the survey efforts,       wetlands,       streams, and       open waters were identified in the proposed project corridor.  Figure       shows the locations of all identified waters.
a. Wetlands

      wetland sites were identified in the project corridor during field surveys.  These wetland sites displayed the characteristics required for wetland definition as given in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual:

1)
prevalence of hydrophytic vegetation,

2)
hydric soils, and

3)
permanent or periodic inundation or saturation.

Areas were considered wetlands if they exhibited evidence of all three of the above wetland parameters.  The following table describes the wetland sites identified along with the area of impact anticipated by implementation of the project.

	Table      
Summary of Wetland Impacts

	Wetland Site
	Wetland Description and Value
	Area of Temporary Impact (acres)
	Area of Permanent Impact (acres)

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Totals
	
	


The maximum acreage of potential permanent wetland impact, determined by measuring within the proposed construction limits/right-of-way, is       acres.  Temporary impact is anticipated to Wetland       due to       and would impact       acres.
b. Streams
      streams were identified in the project corridor during field surveys.  These streams exhibited a defined channel and showed evidence of water flow at times other than major storm events.  The following table describes the streams identified along with the area of impact anticipated by implementation of the preferred alternative.

	Table      
Summary of Stream Impacts

	Stream Site
	Type
	Stream Description
	On 303(d) List?
	Length of Temporary Impact (feet)
	Length of Permanent Impact (feet)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Totals
	
	


Insert discussion of any coordination that was needed for FWCA.  Also include descriptions of buffer impacts.
c. Open Waters
d. Avoidance and Minimization

This project would be expected to produce some increased siltation during the construction phase.  Environmental harm would be minimized by standard construction erosion and sedimentation control devices.  Measures to minimize harm to wetlands, water quality, wildlife, and fish and game habitat include:

1) Preservation of roadside vegetation beyond the limits of construction where possible;

2) Early revegetation of disturbed areas so as to minimize soil erosion;

3) The use of slope drains, detention/retention structures, surface, sub‑surface and cross drains, designed as appropriate or needed, so that discharge would occur in locations and in such a manner that surface and sub‑surface water quality would not be affected (the outlets may require aprons, bank protection, silt basins and energy dissipaters);

4) Inclusion of construction features for the control of predicted erosion and water pollution in the plans, specifications and control pay items (GDOT Standard Specification 715 identifies the pollution control measures which may be used);

5) The dumping of chemicals, fuels, lubricants, bitumens, raw sewage, or other harmful wastes into or alongside streams or impoundments, or into natural or manmade channels leading thereto, would be prohibited.

e. Mitigation

Unavoidable losses will be mitigated by debiting credits from a GDOT-owned mitigation bank or through the purchase of credits from a US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) approved bank serving HUC      .  A total of       wetland and       stream mitigation credits are required as a consequence of constructing the proposed project.
2. Water Quality/303(d) List

Accompanies Wetland Finding

Discuss DNR classification, identify HUC, surface water intakes, etc.

Provisions in the construction contract would require the contractor to exercise every reasonable precaution during construction to prevent the pollution of streams in the project vicinity.  Where possible, early re-vegetation of disturbed areas would be completed to hold soil movement to a minimum.  Dumping of chemicals, fuels, lubricants, bitumen, raw sewage, or other harmful wastes into or alongside of streams or impoundments, or natural or manmade channels leading thereto, would be prohibited.

Additional contract provisions would require the use of temporary erosion control measures as shown on the construction plans or as deemed necessary during construction.  These temporary measures may include the use of berms, dikes, dams, sediment basins, fiber mats, netting, gravel, mulches, grasses, slope drains, and other erosion control devices or methods, as applicable.  These provisions are coordinated with the permanent erosion control features as practical to assure economical, effective, and continuous erosion control throughout the construction and post-construction periods and are in accordance with the 23 CFR, Part 650, Subpart B.

3. Wild and Scenic Rivers
4. Essential Fisheries Habitat
5. Floodplains
6. Farmlands
7. Protected Species

Always include a discussion of Threatened and Endangered species in the CE attachment regardless of whether you have checked “Involvement” on the CE checklist. Note: Projects are either:1) of the type listed in Appendix A of the JCP or 2)  not of the type listed in Appendix A of the JCP.  Select one of the following:

.
If the Ecology Report states that the project as "of the type listed in Appendix A of the JCP," insert the paragraph.  No additional information is required.

Per the June 24, 2003 Endangered Species Act Joint Coordination Procedures (JCP), as amended in January 2007,  the proposed project is of the type listed in Appendix A of the JCP and, therefore, will have no effect on federally listed species or habitat.  However, obligations under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act must be reconsidered if new information reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect listed species or habitat in a manner not previously considered, a new species is listed or habitat is determined that may be affected by the identified action, or the project is modified in a manner not previously considered.
If the Ecology Report does not explicitly identify the project as "of the type listed in Appendix A of JCP," use the following template:
The GDOT has reviewed the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) monthly update of Threatened and Endangered Species and Habitat Listing for       County.  In addition, a list of state protected species was provided by the GDNR (see Attachment 2, Correspondence).  A field survey was conducted to identify federally and state listed protected species or potential habitat for protected species within the project corridor.  The following table lists those species along with the project effect.
	Table      
Protected Species Known to Occur in       County

	Common Name
	Scientific Name
	Federal Status
	State Status
	Project Effect on Species

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Insert additional discussion for any coordination that was required for informal or formal Section 7.
8. Invasive Species

In accordance with Executive Order 13112, a survey for populations of invasive species that may be spread during construction was conducted for this project. The invasive species for which the survey was conducted are those which have been identified by the Department as having the highest priority due to environmental and economic impacts.  Both the selected species and the management practices will be re-evaluated and revised as more information is obtained.
      List of species found.
During the construction process, GDOT will take measures to prevent or minimize the spread of these species as appropriate for the time of the year. These measures will include removal and disposal of vegetative parts in the soil that may reproduce by root raking, burning on site any such parts and aboveground parts that bear fruit, controlling or eradicating infestations prior to construction, and cleaning of vehicles and other equipment prior to leaving the infested site.  The measures used will be appropriate for the particular species and conditions that exist on the project, as described in Georgia Standard Specifications Section 201, Clearing and Grubbing of Right of Way.

9. Wildlife and Habitat
10. Other
D.
PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

1.
Noise

Two methods are used for predicting noise impacts.  The first is a comparison of predicted noise levels with the noise abatement criteria established by 23 CFR Part 772.  A 70-dBA L10 criterion has been established for schools, libraries, residences, churches, playgrounds, and recreational areas and a 75-dBA L10 criterion has been established for commercial activities.  Any predicted noise level that approaches or exceeds the applicable noise abatement criterion is considered an impact.  “Approach” is defined as within 1 dBA of the noise abatement criterion.        sites would be impacted on the basis of approaching or exceeding the 70-dBA exterior residential noise abatement criterion, and       businesses would be impacted on the basis of their 75-dBA exterior noise abatement criterion.

The second method of determining noise impacts involves the amount of increase from the existing noise levels to the predicted future noise levels.  An impact occurs when there is a substantial increase from existing levels.  Noise increases of 10 dBA or more when accompanied by an L10 noise level exceeding 60 dBA under the build condition are considered impacts.  The existing L10 noise levels of impacted sites in decibels (dBA) along       within the study area range from       to       dBA and are predicted to increase by       dBA under the design year build condition.        impacts of this type are predicted.  

Noise abatement measures such as barriers, acquisition of rights-of-ways, traffic management, and alterations to the horizontal and vertical alignments were considered.        were found to be reasonable and feasible.
2. Air

Please include the appropriate language, in addition to statement that project comes from a conforming plan and TIP in environmental documents for projects that are not of air quality concern.

Ozone

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5)
Please use the appropriate language, in addition to statement that project comes from a conforming plan and TIP in environmental documents for projects that are not of air quality concern.

This project is located outside of the fine particulate matter (PM2.5) non-attainment area; therefore, a PM2.5 analysis is not required.  
OR

This project has been evaluated by an interagency group consisting of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), FHWA, Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD), and the local Metropolitan Planning Organization(s) (MPO) has been found to be exempt from the PM2.5 hot spot requirements. Documentation and correspondence are included in Appendix      .  Correspondence would consist of the FHWA email requesting concurrence, EPA’s email response, and the page from the exempt table that contains that project highlight or circle the project.  
OR

FHWA recommends saying something like this for projects that are not of concern:

An interagency group consisting of representatives from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), FHWA, Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD), and the local Metropolitan Planning Organization(s) (MPO) reviewed this project.  The interagency group has determined that this project is not a project of air quality concern under 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1).  The Clean Air Act and 40 CFR 93.116 requirements were met without a hot spot analysis.  Documentation of this determination is provided in Appendix      .  Documentation would be the determination (one page write up), the email from FHWA to Interagency, and EPA’s email response.
Carbon Monoxide (CO)

  This statement should be consistent with the Air Impact Assessment.  
Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs)
Construction
All phases of construction operations would temporarily contribute to air pollution.  Particulates would increase slightly in the corridor as dust from construction collects in the air surrounding the project.  The construction equipment would also produce slight amounts of exhaust emissions.  The rules and regulations for air quality control outlined in chapter 391-3-1, rules of Georgia Department of Natural Resources' Environmental Protection Division, would be followed during the construction of the project.  These include covering earth-moving trucks to keep dust levels down, watering haul roads, and refraining from open burning, except as may be permitted by local regulations.
The EPA has listed a number of approved diesel retrofit technologies; many of these can be deployed as emissions mitigation measures for equipment used in construction.  This listing can be found at www.epa.gov/otaq/retrofit/retroverifiedlist.htm.

3. Energy/Mineral Resources
4. Construction/Utilities
5. UST's
6.
Hazardous Waste Sites
E. 
Permits/Variances/Commitments Required
1.
U.S. Coast Guard Permit
2.
Forest Service/Corps Land
3.
CWA Section 404 Permit
4.
Tennessee Valley Authority Permit
5.
Buffer Variance
6. Coastal Zone Management Coordination
7. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Use this text if NPDES is required, if not, omit. The NPDES was created by the federal Clean Water Act to control water pollution by regulating the discharge of pollutants to surface waters. In Georgia, any ground disturbing activities that exceed one acre are covered under the State’s NPDES permit. Ground disturbing activities exceeding one acre would occur for the proposed project. Therefore, a Notice of Intent (NOI) to the NPDES General Permit will be submitted prior to construction.
8. Cemetery Permit
9. Other Permits
F. 
Section 4(f) Applicability
Section 4(f) refers to the temporary and/or permanent use and constructive use of land from a significant publicly owned public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or any significant historic site.  
1.
De Minimis
The official with jurisdiction over the       has concurred in a finding of no adverse effect; therefore, in accordance with 6009(a) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), the proposed project would have a “de minimis” impact on this property and no Section 4(f) Evaluation is required. 

2.
Programmatic
3.
Individual
Investigation of the project corridor has identified      .  Although the proposed project would not require temporary and/or permanent use of land, it would involve the resource by      . However, because there would be no substantial impairment of the current activities, features, or attributes that qualify the resource for protection under Section 4(f), there would be no indirect effects to the resource.  Therefore, no Section 4(f) Evaluation is required.

In the event of a no adverse effect, use the following paragraph.

In the event of a no adverse effect due temp easement, use the following paragraph.

The temporary easement that is necessary for this project will not require a Section 4(f) Evaluation.  Section 4(f) does not apply to the temporary occupancy, including those resulting from a right-of-entry, construction, other temporary easements or short-term arrangements, of a significant publicly owned public park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or any significant historic site where temporary occupancy of the land is so minimal that it does not constitute a use within the meaning of Section 4(f). 

A temporary occupancy will not constitute a use of 4(f) resource when all of the conditions set forth in 23 C.F.R. 774.13(d) are met:

1) Duration (of the occupancy) must be temporary, i.e., less than the time needed for construction of the project, and there should be no change in ownership of the land;

2) Scope of the work must be minor, i.e., both the nature and the magnitude of the changes to the 4(f) resource are minimal;

3) There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be interference with the activities or purpose of the resource, on either a temporary or permanent basis;

4) The land being used must be fully restored, i.e., the resource must be returned to a condition which is at least as good as that which existed prior to the project; and

5) There must be documented agreement of the officials having jurisdiction over the resource regarding the above conditions.

4.
Section 6(f) Applicability
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