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SHORT - FORM
Evaluation of Section 404 (b} {l) Guidelines

Formal review should follow close of public notice comment period,

aeeLicant:  Jordan Creek Flood RMS Springfield, Missouri aeevicarioy sovese: NIA

ii y 1/ _Final 2/

1. Review of Compliance (Section 230.10{aj-{d}).
A review of the permit application indicates that:

a. The discharge represents the least environmentally damaging practicable
alternative and if in a special aguatic site, the activity associated with
the discharge must have direct access or proximity to, or be located in the
aguatic ecosyst te fulfill its basic purpose {if neo, see section 2 and
information gathered for EA alternative};............ w &

. The activity does not appear to: 1) viclate applicable state water
guality standards or effluent scandards prohibited under Section 307 of the
CWAh; 2) jeopardize the existence of Federally lisced endangered or threatenad
species or their habitat; and 3} viclate reguirements of any Federa
designated marine sanctuary no, see section 2b and check respons
resource and water gquality certifying age 2

from

¢. The activity will not cause or contribute to significant degradation
of waters of the United States including adverse effects on human health, life
stages of organisms dependent on the agquatic ecosystem, diversity, productivigy
and stability, and recreational, aesthetic, and economic wvalues

LIE Moy Bee BeDELON (2) fan it evnrde 45 aFWaE 06 BORNIY i SRV T STRVRTE BRVRIRIENS S0 SIEISRVTEN YES

wo[ ]

d. Appropriate and practicable steps have been taken to minimize potential
adverse impacts of the discharge on the aguatic ecogystem

{If no, se® BECTLON 5). .u.ivsvronrarananns LR B AN N AR G dokin e 4 R SRk YES

re[]

2. Technical Evaluation Factors N/A Mot Significant Significant

[

a. Physical and chemical characteristics of the Agquatic

Ecosystem {Subpart C-F}
1) Substrate impacts. ] Led ]
2} Suaspended particulates/turbidity impacts. 1
3) Water column impacts. -
4] Alteration of current patterns and water circulaticn. LI I
5} Alteration of normal water fluctuations/hydroperiod. s L]
6} alteration of salinity gradients. I
b. Biological Characteristics of the Aquatic Ecosystem (Subpart D).
1} Effect on threatened/endangered species and their [N} T 1 | |
hapitat.
2} Bffect on the aguatic food web. Lad L
3) Effect on other wildlife(mammals, birds., reptiles,
amphibians) |- m

¢. Special Aquatic sites {Subpart E}.

1) BSanctuaries and refuges. [ ]
2) Wetlands. | 7| B
3) Mud flats. F =
4} Vegetated shallows. i
5} Coral reefs. [ ] |
8} Riffle and pool complexes. ] + |
d. Human Use Characteristics {Subpart 7}.
1} Effects on municipal and private water supplies. Fa
2! Recreaticnal and Commercial fisheries impactsa. S
3) Effects on water-related recreation. < 1
4} Aesthetic impacts. L ]
5) EBffects on parks, national and historical monuments,

national Ll

seashores, wilderness areas, research es, similar I:I

Preserves.

remarks: Where a check is placed under the significant category, preparer add explanaticn below.
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3. Evaluaticn of Dredged or Fill Material (Subparc G}. 3/

a. The following information hags been considered in evaluating the biological availability of possible

contaminants in dredged or £i1l material. (Check only those appropriate.)

Phivsicel chardcERTLBELICE . wuunie v siemsan s an sopemes 6o aammiss e WHAER. b DRI <5
2) Hydrography in relation to known or anticipated sources of contaminants
3} Results from previous testing of the mater

project . are n MoeUR IR WP RO E08 SRR NP N EOLIEALN L R 0 AR N e e e S U e s aie i
4) Known, ificant,
5) Bpill records for petroleum products or designated (Section 311 of CWA! hazardous s

other
7)  Known

List appropriate references {attach sheet if necessary).

ial or similar material in the vicinity of the

St an
6) Other public records of significant introduction of contaminants from industries, cities ox
1 material deposits of substances which could be released in

harmful gquantities to the aguatic environment by man-induced discharge activities.......
) Other sciroes TADeRIENE) c on e o a0 oo i ol SRV 68 ISR A SV W SERTIER 1% B P I DR 05 TR PR

oes .,

b, An evaluation of the appropriate information in 3a above indicates that there is reason to believe
the proposed dredge or fill material is not & carrier of contaminants, or that levels of contaminants are
substantively similar at extraction and that the dredged material will be constrained and not allowed to

flow beyond the boundaries of the disposal site. The material meets the testing exclusion
criteria

4. Disposal Site Delineation {Sectiom 330.11{f)).

a. The following factors, as appropriate, have been considered in evaluating the disposal site

1) Depth of water at dispolal BIBW. <o i aw sewers o 00 Ee Se ad $ I BT B 8 Sete s
2) Current velocity, direction, and variability at disposal site

3} Degree of turbulence.. w5

4} Water column stratificati . -
5) Discharge vesszel speed and direction

6) Race of dischRIGE. cou et vu yiews dh vuy b 95 $5 e its o sae e dandie 4 e i den e .
7} Dredged material characteristics (constituents, amount, and type of material, settling
velocities) .r

8) Number of discharges per unit of time
9} Other factors affecting rates and pacterns of mixing [(speci

List appropriate references {attach sheet if necessary}.

b. An evaluation of the appropriate factors in 4a above indicates that the disposal site and/or size

of mixing Zoms Are ACORPEADLE . . ioom rr s o s wa nmm K e EE el L 8 S0 KB L SIS bie W 460 &e 4Tk YES

5. Actions bto Minimize Adverse Effects {Subpart H).

All appropriate and practicable ateps have been taken, through application of recommendation of
Section 230.70-230.77 to ensure minimal adverse effects of the proposed discharge.

List actions taken. (attach sheeb if DECEESALY] . . v cvmer et comreuransrssanesssss anessansasns

N.B. Return to sectio

r final stage of compliance review. See also note 3/, page 3.
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6. Factual Determinatign {(Section 230.11).

& review of appropriate information as identified in items 2-5 above indicates that there is minimal
potentizal for short or long-term environmental effects of the proposed discharge as related to:

a Physical substrate at the disposal site (review sections 2a, 3, 4, encl 5 above) NG
b Water circuiation, fluctuation and salinity (review sections 2a, 1, 4, and 6).. NO
c¢. Suspended particulates/turbidity (review sections 2a, 3, 5, and 6}......... NG
d Contaminant availability {review sections 2a, 3, and 4} .....c.iennrnrerinan MO
] Agquatic ecosystem structure and funcrtion (review sections 2b and ¢, MO
f. Disposal site (review sections 2, 4, and 5}. 5 - " NO
g. Cumulative impact on the aguatic ecosystem.. [a]
h. &Secondary impacts on the agquatic ecosystem. MO

7. Ewvaluation Responsibility (*See page 3}.

a. This evaluation was prepared by: b. This evaluation was reviewed by:
Jim Ellis Dana Coburn
Fosition: Biologist Position: L‘h'eE:F_nv':m mental Branch
Date: Date: ]
S MaTel B vate: I Rgil Sbio
8. Eindings.
a. The proposed disposal site for discharge of dredged or fill material complies with the
Sactron 404 (DY) AL ITER . o vt wu o sminsts cmsivaivts e siiers 06 SR @5 SRR i SSRGS S0 SIEAVDG S8 b SR Sik ad B Do

b. The proposed disposal site for discharge of dredged or fill material complies with the
Section 404(k) (1) guidelines with the inclusion of the following conditiona: (attach sheet if

TUECEBBATYT ¢ 1 s s ain aira nia su s s s romm d 8 s sm 1 s mn s s oo s mas 8 s e s s e Lo 8 a0 8 LN 84 e 80 & b a e s s e e e s e A e {:l

©. The proposed disposal site for discharge of dredged or f£ill material does not comply with the
Section 404 (b} {1) guidelines for the following reasonis):

1] There is a 1less damaging Practicable AlLETAAEAE. ... .......o\.eineenornernn e (]
2} The activity:
violates applicable atate water quality atandards.............c.cviiverrnenrcannns
jecpardizes a Federally listed endangered or threatened spacies........ -
viclates requirements of a Federally designated marine sanctuary....
3} The proposed discharge will result in significant degradarion of the aguatic ecosys-e
4 The proposed discharge deoes not include all practicable and appropriate measures to minimize
potential harm to the aguatic @COBYSLEM.........nceaan. R D

Chief, Planning and Environmental Division

* A negative, significant, or unknown response indicates that the permit application may not be in
compliance with the Section 404(b} {1} Guidelines.

1/ Negative responses to three or more of the compliance criteria at this stage indicate that the proposed

projects may not be evaluated using this "short cerm procedure." Care should be used in assessing pertinent
porcions of the technical information of items 2 a thru d below before completing the final review of
compliance,

2/ Negative response to one of the compliance criceria at this stage indicates that the proposed project
does not comply with the guidelines. If cthe economics of navigation and anchorage of Section 404(b) (2} are
to be evaluated in the decision-making process, the "shert form evaluation process is inappropriate.®

3/ If the dredged or fill material cannot be excluded from individual testing, the "short-form" evaluacion
process is inappropriate.



