Revised 1-23-2019
Exhibit 7.1 - TTP ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Tribe Name: Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe ‘ Is Project on an approved TTIP? Yes

Project Name/Number: B|A 12 Rehabilitation ‘ NTTFI Route No. and Section: s 12 tosn, raze, s32, 533, 528, 521, 514, S12; T08N, R23E, S06; TO9N, R23

SECTION 1: PROJECT DETAILS

A. Purpose and Need: Briefly describe what the transportation problems are that need to be addressed
and why.
The purpose of the project is to resurface a 17.9 mile stretch of BIA route 12 that was damaged by
flooding conditions that occurred in the spring of 2019. Floodwaters over-topped the roadway and
caused erosion of roadway surface and in-slopes. The project is needed to improve the roadway
stability and increase safety.

BIA route 12 serves as the primary access for Cherry Creek, SD, which is the largest unincorporated
community on the Cheyenne River Reservation. The route connects Cherry Creek, SD to South
Dakota Highway 63, as well as access to all services, healthcare, and education. The roadway was
originally gravel and later paved with asphalt.

Currently, the asphalt deteriorated to such a point that the tribe pulverized it and now maintains it as a
gravel road. The project will create a new roadway surface on a foundation of chemically treated base
with a chip seal riding surface.

B. Project Description: Briefly describe project including location, limits, design elements, and

construction activities. Describe how the proposed project will address the needs described above.

Use Continuaton Sheet, if necessary. Attach maps, aerials, photos, etc. to help visualize the project.
The project is located in Ziebach County, SD on BIA route 12 beginning at Cherry Creek, SD and
ending at the intersection of BIA route 12 and SD State highway 63, on the Cheyenne River
Reservation. Work will take place in Township 8 North, Range 22 East, Sections 32, 33, 28, 21, 14,
13, 12, 11, 1; Township 8 North, Range 23 East, Section 6; Township 9 North, Range 22 East,
Section 36; Township 9 North, Range 23 East, Sections 29, 28. The existing roadway is an
approximately 30 foot wide unpaved/ gravel roadway.

The project activities will include aggregate base stabilization, paved asphalt surfacing, guardrail, and
minor roadside grading. A 1.0 mile stretch of the roadway in Township 8 North, Range 22 East,
Sections 11, 12, 13 and 14 will be relocated to mitigate landslides (some additional grading or
roadside treatments may be done in this section but nothing is finalized). All work will remain within
existing right-of-way.

C. Independent

C. Independent Utility and Logical Termini
(W] The project complies with NEPA requirements related to connected actions and segmentation (i.e.
the project must have independent utility, connect logical termini when applicable, be usable and be a
reasonable expenditure even if no additional transportation improvements in the area are made and
not restrict further consideration of alternatives for other reasonably foreseeable transportation
improvements). [23 CFR 771.111(f)]

Page 1 of 7



Revised 1-23-2019
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SECTION 2: ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE EVALUATIONS

All applicable environmental requirements were evaluated for this Environmental Checklist and are identified below.

A. Right of Way

Will the project involve right of way acquisitions or easements? [ | Yes [H] No

If yes, will a right of way action by the BIA be required? []Yes []No
If yes, the BIA may have additional environmental requirements. Please contact the FHWA Environmental
Specialist for further guidance.

The project will take place within the existing Right of Way.

B. Cultural Resources

[ Section 106 compliance is complete - select appropriate finding:
1 No Potential to Affect Historic Properties [ No Historic Properties Affected
[] No Historic Properties Adversely Affected [] Adverse Effect

Has consultation with SHPO and/or THPO been completed? [l Yes []No

If yes, date(s) of concurrence 9/29/2020 " and attach the letter(s) to this document.

The Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe THPO was contacted and given the project information for review.
The concurrence letter can be found in the supplemental information.

C. Wetlands

e Wetlands (Executive Order #11990)
Will construction activities take place in wetlands? [l Yes []No
If yes:
What is the estimated permanent loss of wetlands, if any? 0-29  acres
o Are there any practical alternatives to the proposed construction in wetlands (i.e. can the wetlands be
avoided while still meeting the purpose and need of the project)? [ ] Yes [H] No
o Does the project include all practicable measures to minimize harm to the wetlands? [ Yes []No

The project will permanently impact 0.11 acre of wetland 14. A Section 404 permit will be obtained prior to construction. The
project will result in the loss greater than 1/10-acre of wetlands. Therefore, compensatory mitigation will be necessary.

D. Floodplains

e Floodplains (Executive Order #11988)
[] No Floodplain Encroachment [l No Significant Encroachment [ ] Significant Encroachment

A small portion of the the project will take place in Zone A (1% annual chance flood hazard), over Little Cottonwood Creek,
however no impact to the floodplain is expected. The rest of the project takes place in Zone X (minimal flood hazard).

E. Biology

e Section 7 (Federal Endangered Species Act) Consultation Findings (Effect determination)
(W] No Effect
[ ] May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect. If applicable, FWS Concurrence Date:
If applicable, NMFS Concurrence Date:
[ ] May Affect, Likely to Adversely Affect. If so, FWS Biological Opinion Date:
NMFS Biological Opinion Date:
[] Programmatic Biological Opinion held by Partner Agency; File Number Date
¢ Essential Fish Habitat (Magnuson-Stevens Act) Findings (Effect determination):
[ No Effect [] No Adverse Effect [ ] Adverse Effect and consultation with NMFS

A search of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) website was conducted (Consultation
Code: 06E14000-2020-SLI-0997, Event Code: 06E14000-2020-E-02580 in July of 2020 (Refer to Supplemental Information for the
official species list). IPaC search results indicated that six federally endangered species may occur in the project area, however a "No

Effect" determination was made for each of the six species. No critical habitats are present in the project area. There is no essential fish
habitat in the project area that would be impacted.
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F. Section 4(f) Transportation Act (23 CFR 774) and Section 6(f) Land and Water Conservation Act (36 CFR 59)

¢ Section 4(f) regulation was considered as a part of the review for this project and a determination was made:
(W] Section 4(f) does not apply (Project does not use a Section 4(f) property, or that it meets one or more of the
exceptions listed in 23 CFR 774.13.)
] Section 4(f) applies
[] De Minimis
[] Programmatic: Type (List one of the five appropriate categories as defined in 23 CFR 774.3)
[ 1 Individual: [ Legal Sufficiency Review complete [ ] HQ Coordinator Review Complete

o Section 6(f)—Does the project involve property purchased with Land and Water Conservation Funds?

W] No, Section 6(f) does not apply. No additional documentation required.

[]Yes [] Documentation of approval from National Park Service Director has been received for the
conversion/and replacement of 6(f) property.

There are no properties protected by Section 4(f) or Section 6(f) within or adjacent to the project area.

G. Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981

Does prime or unique farmland, or land of statewide or local importance exist within the project area (check the
Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) link to search for prime or unique farmland in the project area; you
also may need to contact the appropriate state/local soils agency to make this determination)?

[lYes [H No

If the project has the potential to convert important farmland to non-farm use, coordinate with your local NRCS office

(a land evaluation and site assessment may be required). Attach relevant coordination documentation to this form.
There is no prime or unique farmland or farmland of statewide or local importance within the project
area.

H. Coastal Zone

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
(W] Not in Coastal Zone [ ] Coastal Permit Required
[] Consistent with Federal, State, and Local Coastal Plans [ ] Federal Consistency Determination

The project area is not within a coastal zone.

I. Hazardous Waste and Materials

¢ Are hazardous materials or contamination exceeding regulatory thresholds (as set by U.S. EPA, Tribe, State
County, etc.) present in the projectarea? [ ]Yes [H No

e If yes, is the nature and extent of the hazardous materials or contamination fully known? []Yes []No
If no, briefly discuss the plan for securing information:

No hazardous material or contamination is known to exist in the project area.

J. Wild & Scenic Rivers

e Are there Wild & Scenic River designations in the project area? [ ]Yes [H No
¢ Describe any impacts. (Attach the full evaluation if applicable).

There are no Wild and Scenic River designations in the project area.
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K. Ancillary Sites (Materials, Disposal, Staging, Etc.)

o Will the project plans require the use of specific ancillary sites (e.g. materials sources, disposal sites, staging areas,
etc.), or will these sites be left to the contractor to select?
[] Required by Plans [l Selected by Contractor

e If required by project plans, have the ancillary sites been included in all assessments of environmental impacts and
consultations with appropriate agencies? []Yes []No
If no, please explain.

L. Air Quality

e Is the project in a “nonattainment” or “maintenance” area designated under the Clean Air Act? [ | Yes [H] No
If yes, is the project consistent with air quality goals for the area? []Yes []No

o Even if the project is not in a “nonattainment” or “maintenance” area, how will general air quality concerns such
as construction-related airborne dust be eliminated or reduced?

Fugitive dust emissions from construction activities would be the greatest during initial site preparation
and would vary from day to day, depending on the construction phase, level of activity, and prevailing
weather conditions. Best management practices (BMPs) would be implemented to reduce fugitive dust.

M. Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice

o Wil the project result in disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority
populations and/or low-income populations? [ ]Yes [H] No

e  Will construction activities substantially disrupt normal traffic patterns (including access to businesses, community
facilities, and accessibility of emergency vehicles)? []Yes [H] No

If yes to either, please explain how these impacts will be mitigated.

The proposed project will cause temporary travel delays and disruptions during construction; however,
the project will create a positive permanent impact to the area. No adverse effects related to
environmental justice or socio-economics are expected.

N. Noise

e Wil the project significantly change the horizontal or vertical alignment of aroad? []Yes [H No
e Wil the project increase the number of through-traffic lanes on aroad? []Yes [H No

If yes to either of the above questions, are there sensitive noise receptors (see FHWA guidance) located near the
project? [ ]Yes [ No If yes, please explain how increased noise, if any, will be abated:

Noise impacts would be temporary in nature and would be further controlled by limiting construction
hours to normal daylight hours or as determined by Tribal representatives.

0. Other Relevant Approvals/Processes

e Are there other relevant approvals or processes needed for this project? [ ]Yes [l No
If yes, please describe.
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P. Permits

1.

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

Will there be impacts to Waters of the US: [ ] Yes [H] No

If yes, approval anticipated:

[] Nationwide Permit [ ] Individual Permit

Section 401 of the Clean Water Act approval anticipated:

@] Exemption  [] Certification

Section 402 of the Clean Water Act

Will the project involve 1 acre of ground disturbance or more? [M Yes []No

If yes, a National Pollutant Elimination System (NPDES) permit is required as well as the development of a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to be included in the final design.

Sections 9 and 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Improvement Act

Will the project involve construction of a structure over a navigable waterway? [ ] Yes [H] No
If yes, a Bridge Permit from the U.S. Coast Guard will be required.

List below other permits required for the project.

SECTION 3: Environmental Commitments
List all environmental commitments for the project in this section.
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SECTION 4: TYPE OF DOCUMENTATION: Use the information in this section to help determine the

applicable documentation and clearance type for the project (CE, EA or EIS). Please note that this is used for planning
purposes only. The final decision for level of documentation is made by FHWA after consultation and coordination.

A.

Categorical Exclusions Defined (23 CFR 771.117[a]).

FHWA regulation 23 CFR 771.117(a) defines categorical exclusions as actions which:

¢ do not induced significant impacts to planned growth or land use for the area;

¢ do not require the relocation of significant numbers of people;

¢ do not have a significant impact on any natural, cultural, recreational, historic or other resources;
¢ do not involve significant air, noise, or water quality impacts;

¢ do not have significant impacts on travel patterns; or

* do not otherwise, either individually or cumulatively, have any significant environmental impacts.

[ Checking this box certifies that project meets the above definition for a Categorical Exclusion (if not, an EA or EIS will be required).

B.

Unusual Circumstances (23 CFR 771.117[b]).

FHWA regulation 23 CFR 771.117(b) provides that any action which normally would be classified as a CE but could involve
unusual circumstances requires the Department to conduct appropriate environmental studies to determine if the CE classification
is proper. Unusual circumstances include actions that involve:

e Significant environmental impacts;
e Substantial controversy on environmental grounds;

» Significant impact on properties protected by section 4(f) of the DOT Act or section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act;
or

* Inconsistencies with any Federal, State, or local law, requirement or administrative determination relating to the environmental
aspects of the action.

All of the above unusual circumstances have been considered in conjunction with this project. (Please select one.)
[] Checking this box certifies that none of the above conditions apply and that the project qualifies for a Categorical Exclusion.

[1 Checking this box certifies that unusual circumstances are involved. However, the appropriate studies/analysis have been
completed, and it has been determined that the CE classification is still appropriate.

C.

Check applicable categorical exclusions from the drop-down menu(s) below. For full text of CEs, click here.

Select a Categorical Exclusion:

(c)(26) Modernize a highway by resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation, reconstruction, adding shoulders or auxiliary lanes.

Select additional Categorical Exclusion, if needed:

If categorical exclusions (c)(26), (c)(27), or (c)(28) were selected above, do any of the following circumstances apply?

[lYes [ No []NA

(1) An acquisition of more than a minor amount of right-of-way or that would result in any residential or non-residential
displacements;

(2) An action that needs a bridge permit from the U.S. Coast Guard, or an action that does not meet the terms and conditions of a
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers nationwide or general permit under section 404 of the Clean Water Act and/or section 10 of the
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899;

(3) A finding of “adverse effect” to historic properties under the National Historic Preservation Act, the use of a resource protected
under 23 U.S.C. 138 or 49 U.S.C. 303 (section 4(f)) except for actions resulting in de minimis impacts, or a finding of “may
affect, likely to adversely affect” threatened or endangered species or critical habitat under the Endangered Species Act;

(4) Construction of temporary access, or the closure of existing road, bridge, or ramps, that would result in major traffic
disruptions;

(5) Changes in access control;

(6) A floodplain encroachment other than functionally dependent uses (e.g., bridges, wetlands) or actions that facilitate open
space use (e.g., recreational trails, bicycle and pedestrian paths); or construction activities in, across or adjacent to a river
component designated or proposed for inclusion in the National System of Wild and Scenic Rivers.
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SECTION 5: Certification

Based on the information obtained during the environmental review process and includ
determined to be a Categorical Exclusion pursuant to the National Environmental Polic
other applicable environmental laws, regulations, and Executive Orders.

ed in this checklist, the project is
y Act and is in compliance with all

Prepared by
(print name):  Ashlee Nilson

Title: Environmental Specialist

: Digitally signed by Ashlee Nilson
Signature: ASh Iee N I |Son Date: 2022.05.09 15:03:00 -05'00' Date

. 5/9/2022

Regional Archaeologist - Concurrence with Section 2.B. Cultural Resources:

(print name):  Sebastian LeBeau llI

Title: Regional Archaeologist

Digitally signed by SEBASTIAN LEBEAU
Signature: SEBASTIAN LEBEAU Date: 2022.05.12 11:35:14 -05'00' Date

. 5/12/2022

Regional Office / Agency Environmental Coordinator:
(print name):  Mark Herman/Christie Avery

Title: Environmental Engineer/ Environmental Protection Specialist

Digitally signed by CHRISTIE AVERY
Signature: CH R I STI E AVE RY Date: 2022.05.12 11:55:59 -05'00' Date

. 5.12.2022

Regional Director / Superintendent:
(print name):  Timothy LaPointe,

Title: Great Plains Regional Director

Digitally signed by TIMOTHY LAPOINTE
TI MOTHY LAPOI NTE Date: 2022.05.16 07:11:25 -05'00' Date

Signature:

. 5-16-2022
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	Tribe Name: Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
	Is Project on an approved TTIP: Yes
	Project NameNumber: BIA 12 Rehabilitation
	NTTFI Route No and Section: BIA 12: T08N, R22E, S32, S33, S28, S21, S14, S12; T08N, R23E, S06; T09N, R23E, S 36, S29, S28
	A Purpose and Need Briefly describe what the transportation problems are that need to be addressed and why: The purpose of the project is to resurface a 17.9 mile stretch of BIA route 12 that was damaged by flooding conditions that occurred in the spring of 2019. Floodwaters over-topped the roadway and caused erosion of roadway surface and in-slopes. The project is needed to improve the roadway stability and increase safety.

BIA route 12 serves as the primary access for Cherry Creek, SD, which is the largest unincorporated community on the Cheyenne River Reservation. The route connects Cherry Creek, SD to South Dakota Highway 63, as well as access to all services, healthcare, and education. The roadway was originally gravel and later paved with asphalt.

Currently, the asphalt deteriorated to such a point that the tribe pulverized it and now maintains it as a gravel road. The project will create a new roadway surface on a foundation of chemically treated base with a chip seal riding surface.
	B Project Description  Briefly describe project including location limits design elements and construction activities Describe how the proposed project will address the needs described above Use Continuaton Sheet if necessary Attach maps aerials photos etc to help visualize the project: The project is located in Ziebach County, SD on BIA route 12 beginning at Cherry Creek, SD and ending at the intersection of BIA route 12 and SD State highway 63, on the Cheyenne River Reservation. Work will take place in Township 8 North, Range 22 East, Sections 32, 33, 28, 21, 14,
13, 12, 11, 1; Township 8 North, Range 23 East, Section 6; Township 9 North, Range 22 East,
Section 36; Township 9 North, Range 23 East, Sections 29, 28. The existing roadway is an approximately 30 foot wide unpaved/ gravel roadway.

The project activities will include aggregate base stabilization, paved asphalt surfacing, guardrail, and minor roadside grading. A 1.0 mile stretch of the roadway in Township 8 North, Range 22 East, Sections 11, 12, 13 and 14 will be relocated to mitigate landslides (some additional grading or roadside treatments may be done in this section but nothing is finalized). All work will remain within existing right-of-way.
C. Independent
	C Independent Utility and Logical Termini: On
	Will the project involve right of way acquisitions or easements Yes No If yes will a right of way action by the BIA be required Yes No If yes the BIA may have additional environmental requirements  Please contact the FHWA Environmental Specialist for further guidance: The project will take place within the existing Right of Way.
	Will the project involve right of way acquisitions or easements: No
	If yes will a right of way action by the BIA be required: Off
	Section 106 compliance is complete select appropriate finding No Potential to Affect Historic Properties No Historic Properties Affected No Historic Properties Adversely Affected Adverse Effect Has consultation with SHPO andor THPO been completed Yes No If yes dates of concurrence  and attach the letters to this document: The Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe THPO was contacted and given the project information for review. The concurrence letter can be found in the supplemental information.
	Section 106 compliance is complete select appropriate finding: On
	No Potential to Affect Historic Properties: Off
	No Historic Properties Adversely Affected: Off
	No Historic Properties Affected: On
	Adverse Effect: Off
	Has consultation with SHPO andor THPO been completed: Yes_3
	C Wetlands: The project will permanently impact 0.11 acre of wetland 14. A Section 404 permit will be obtained prior to construction. The project will result in the loss greater than 1/10-acre of wetlands. Therefore, compensatory mitigation will be necessary.
	Will construction activities take place in wetlands: Yes_4
	avoided while still meeting the purpose and need of the project: No_5
	Does the project include all practicable measures to minimize harm to the wetlands: Yes_6
	Floodplains Executive Order 11988 No Floodplain Encroachment No Significant Encroachment Significant Encroachment: A small portion of the the project will take place in Zone A (1% annual chance flood hazard), over Little Cottonwood Creek, however no impact to the floodplain is expected. The rest of the project takes place in Zone X (minimal flood hazard). 
	No Floodplain Encroachment: Off
	No Significant Encroachment: On
	Significant Encroachment: Off
	Section 7 Federal Endangered Species Act Consultation Findings Effect determination No Effect May Affect Not Likely to Adversely Affect  If applicable FWS Concurrence Date If applicable NMFS Concurrence Date May Affect Likely to Adversely Affect  If so FWS Biological Opinion Date NMFS Biological Opinion Date Programmatic Biological Opinion held by Partner Agency File Number Date  Essential Fish Habitat MagnusonStevens Act Findings Effect determination No Effect No Adverse Effect Adverse Effect and consultation with NMFS: A search of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) website was conducted (Consultation Code: 06E14000-2020-SLI-0997, Event Code: 06E14000-2020-E-02580 in July of 2020 (Refer to Supplemental Information for the official species list). IPaC search results indicated that six federally endangered species may occur in the project area, however a "No Effect" determination was made for each of the six species. No critical habitats are present in the project area. There is no essential fish habitat in the project area that would be impacted.
	No Effect: On
	May Affect Not Likely to Adversely Affect  If applicable FWS Concurrence Date: Off
	May Affect Likely to Adversely Affect  If so FWS Biological Opinion Date: Off
	Programmatic Biological Opinion held by Partner Agency File Number: Off
	No Effect_2: Off
	No Adverse Effect: Off
	Adverse Effect and consultation with NMFS: Off
	Section 4f does not apply Project does not use a Section 4f property or that it meets one or more of the: On
	Section 4f applies: Off
	List one of the five appropriate categories as defined in 23 CFR 7743: 
	De Minimis: Off
	Programmatic Type: Off
	Individual: Off
	Legal Sufficiency Review complete: Off
	HQ Coordinator Review Complete: Off
	No Section 6f does not apply No additional documentation required: On
	Yes_7: Off
	Documentation of approval from National Park Service Director has been received for the: Off
	Does prime or unique farmland or land of statewide or local importance exist within the project area check the Natural Resources Conservation Service NRCS link to search for prime or unique farmland in the project area you also may need to contact the appropriate statelocal soils agency to make this determination Yes No If the project has the potential to convert important farmland to nonfarm use coordinate with your local NRCS office a land evaluation and site assessment may be required Attach relevant coordination documentation to this form: There is no prime or unique farmland or farmland of statewide or local importance within the project area.
	also may need to contact the appropriate statelocal soils agency to make this determination: No_7
	Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 Not in Coastal Zone Coastal Permit Required Consistent with Federal State and Local Coastal Plans Federal Consistency Determination: The project area is not within a coastal zone.
	Not in Coastal Zone: On
	Consistent with Federal State and Local Coastal Plans: Off
	Coastal Permit Required: Off
	Federal Consistency Determination: Off
	Are hazardous materials or contamination exceeding regulatory thresholds as set by US EPA Tribe State County etc present in the project area Yes No  If yes is the nature and extent of the hazardous materials or contamination fully known Yes No If no briefly discuss the plan for securing information: No hazardous material or contamination is known to exist in the project area.
	Are hazardous materials or contamination exceeding regulatory thresholds as set by US EPA Tribe State: No_8
	If yes is the nature and extent of the hazardous materials or contamination fully known: Off
	Are there Wild  Scenic River designations in the project area Yes No  Describe any impacts Attach the full evaluation if applicable: There are no Wild and Scenic River designations in the project area.
	Are there Wild  Scenic River designations in the project area: No_10
	Will the project plans require the use of specific ancillary sites eg materials sources disposal sites staging areas etc or will these sites be left to the contractor to select Required by Plans Selected by Contractor  If required by project plans have the ancillary sites been included in all assessments of environmental impacts and consultations with appropriate agencies Yes No If no please explain: 
	Required by Plans: Off
	Selected by Contractor: On
	consultations with appropriate agencies: Off
	Is the project in a nonattainment or maintenance area designated under the Clean Air Act Yes No If yes is the project consistent with air quality goals for the area Yes No  Even if the project is not in a nonattainment or maintenance area how will general air quality concerns such as constructionrelated airborne dust be eliminated or reduced: Fugitive dust emissions from construction activities would be the greatest during initial site preparation and would vary from day to day, depending on the construction phase, level of activity, and prevailing weather conditions. Best management practices (BMPs) would be implemented to reduce fugitive dust.
	Is the project in a nonattainment or maintenance area designated under the Clean Air Act: No_12
	If yes is the project consistent with air quality goals for the area: Off
	Will the project result in disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority populations andor lowincome populations Yes No  Will construction activities substantially disrupt normal traffic patterns including access to businesses community facilities and accessibility of emergency vehicles Yes No If yes to either please explain how these impacts will be mitigated: The proposed project will cause temporary travel delays and disruptions during construction; however, the project will create a positive permanent impact to the area. No adverse effects related to environmental justice or socio-economics are expected.
	populations andor lowincome populations: No_14
	facilities and accessibility of emergency vehicles: No_15
	Will the project significantly change the horizontal or vertical alignment of a road Yes No  Will the project increase the number of throughtraffic lanes on a road Yes No If yes to either of the above questions are there sensitive noise receptors see FHWA guidance located near the project Yes No If yes please explain how increased noise if any will be abated: Noise impacts would be temporary in nature and would be further controlled by limiting construction hours to normal daylight hours or as determined by Tribal representatives.
	Will the project significantly change the horizontal or vertical alignment of a road: No_16
	No_17: On
	Yes_18: Off
	project: Off
	Are there other relevant approvals or processes needed for this project Yes No If yes please describe: 
	Are there other relevant approvals or processes needed for this project: No_19
	P Permits: 
	Will there be impacts to Waters of the US: No_20
	Nationwide Permit: Off
	Individual Permit: Off
	Exemption: On
	Certification: Off
	Will the project involve 1 acre of ground disturbance or more: Yes_22
	Will the project involve construction of a structure over a navigable waterway: No_22
	SECTION 3  Environmental Commitments List all environmental commitments for the project in this section: 
	Checking this box certifies that project meets the above definition for a Categorical Exclusion if not an EA or EIS will be required: On
	Checking this box certifies that none of the above conditions apply and that the project qualifies for a Categorical Exclusion: Off
	Checking this box certifies that unusual circumstances are involved However the appropriate studiesanalysis have been: Off
	If categorical exclusions c26 c27 or c28 were selected above do any of the following circumstances apply: No_23
	Concurrence date: 9/29/2020
	acres: 0.29
	FWS date: 
	NMFS date: 
	NMFS BO date: 
	FWS BO date: 
	PBO date: 
	PBO number: 
	Section 4f 6f: There are no properties protected by Section 4(f) or Section 6(f) within or adjacent to the project area.
	Categorical Exclusion: [(c)(26) Modernize a highway by resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation, reconstruction, adding shoulders or auxiliary lanes.]
	Categorical Exclusion_2: [ ]
	Title: Environmental Specialist
	Date: 5/9/2022
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	Date_2: 5/12/2022
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