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E.O. 11988 Floodplain Management Eight-Step Planning Process

Executive Order 11988 Floodplain M anagement
Eight-Step Planning Process Summary
West Dietz Creek Drainage | mprovement Project

Step 1: Determine whether the Proposed
Action is located in awetland and/or the 100-
year floodplain, or whether it has the potential
to affect or be affected by afloodplain or
wetland.

Project Analysis: According to the FHBM for
the City of Schertz, the project areais within
the regulated floodplain. The proposed 100-
year Design project would have a beneficial
effect on the 100-year floodplain. There are no
wetlands in the project area

Step 2: Notify public at earliest possible time
of the intent to carry out an actionin a
floodplain or wetland, and involve the affected
and interested public in the decision-making

Project Analysis. Aninitid public notice was
posted in the community’ s newspaper in
October 1998 indicating that actions would
potentially occur in the 100-year floodplain
and/or wetlands. The City would be required to
notify the public again prior to construction.

Step 3: Identify and evaluate practicable
aternatives to locating the Proposed Action in
a floodplain or wetland.

Project Analysis: The following alternatives
were evaluated:

Alternative 1: No Action.

Alternative 2: Proposed Action. Channel
Improvements on West Dietz Creek- 100-year
Design. The Proposed Action involves 1.5
miles of drainage improvements; excavating
West Dietz Creek to a maximum channel depth
of 8 feet and a maximum channel bottom width
of 300 feet.

Alternative 3. Channel Improvements on West
Dietz Creek- 50-year Design. This Alternative
involves 1.5 miles of drainage improvements,
excavating West Dietz Creek to a maximum
channel depth of 6.5 feet and a maximum
channel bottom width of 240 feet.

Step 4: Identify the full range of potentia
direct or indirect impacts associated with the
occupancy or modification of floodplains and
wetlands and the potential direct and indirect
support of floodplain and wetland devel opment
that could result from the Proposed Action.

Project Analysis.

The No Action Alternative would not affect the
100-year floodplain. No drainage
improvements would be undertaken; therefore,
there would no direct or indirect impacts to
jurisdictional waters in the project area or the
floodplain.

Alternative 2, the Proposed Action, is likely to
result in minor and temporary impacts
associated with the occupancy or modification
of the floodplain. Removal of vegetation is not
expected to affect the floodplain. In accordance
with CFR 44 Sec. 9.5, debris removed as part
of the improvement project would not be
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disposed of within a floodplain. Based on the
February 22, 2002, letter from the USACE,
Fort Worth District, this Alternative is exempt
from Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.
Therefore, a Department of the Army permit
would not be required. Mitigation measures
described in Section 3.1.1 Geology, Seismicity
and Soils, would minimize the potential
adverse indirect impacts to Cibolo Creek. The
improvement of West Dietz Creek would allow
floodwaters in the upper watershed to pass
without restriction to Cibolo Creek. A
beneficia effect to the City would be the
reduction of the 100-year floodplain and the
related removal of approximately 100
structures from the 100-year floodplain.

Under Alternative 3, no long-term impacts are
anticipated with this alternative. Mitigation
measures described in Section 3.1.1 Geology,
Seismicity and Soils, would minimize the
potential adverse indirect impacts to the
floodplain and Cibolo Creek.

Step 5: Minimize the potentia adverse impacts
to work within floodplains and wetlands to be
identified under Step 4, restore and preserve
the natural and beneficia values served by
wetlands.

Project Analysis: The following mitigation
measures would minimize potential adverse
impacts within the floodplain. The City would
cover stockpiled soils to help prevent fugitive
dust and soil erosion. The City would use
temporary erosion and sediment controls,
including installation silt fences and/or hay
bales, hydro-seeding, and the staging of
construction equipment in existing devel oped
or previoudy disturbed areas, such as paved
parking lots. Bare soils would be re-vegetated
with native grasses after construction to
prevent future soil erosion. In addition, the City
plans to use concrete velocity dissipaters at
intervals along the channel to reduce water
velocities, thereby reducing the potentia for
sedimentation and soil erosion in the creek
channel during floods.

Step 6: Re-evaluate the Proposed Action to
determine 1) if it is ill practicable in light of
its exposure to flood hazards; 2) the extent to
which it will aggravate the hazards to others;
and 3) its potential to disrupt floodplain and
wetland values.

Project Analysis. The Proposed Action
remains practicable based on the flood
prevention objective.
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Step 7: If the agency decides to take an action
in afloodplain or wetland, prepare and provide
the public with a finding and explanation of
any final decision that the floodplain or
wetland is the only practicable alternative. The
explanation should include any relevant factors
considered in the decision-making process.

Project Analysis: A public notice will be made
based on the decision to proceed with the
Proposed Action. At a minimum, this notice
shall state areason for locating the Proposed
Action in the floodplain; a description of all
significant facts considered in making
determination; alist of the aternatives
considered; a statement indicating whether the
action conforms to state and loca floodplain
protection standards; and a statement indicating
how the action effects the wetlands and how
mitigation is achieved.

Step 8: Review the implementation and post-
implementation phases of the Proposed Action
to ensure that the requirements of the EOs are
fully implemented. Oversight responsibility
shall be integrated into existing processes.

Project Analysis: This step isintegrated into
the NEPA process and FEMA project
management and oversight functions.
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URS = he
August 17, 2001

John Burt, State Conservaticnist
United States Department of Agriculture
101 South Main St.
Templs, TX 76301

RE:  Request for Project Review, City of Schentz, Texas
Channel Impeovements on West Deitz Croek and the Associated
Replacement of Culverts at Elbel Road.

Drezr Mr., Burt:

mmﬁmemwmhmmmmeuwwm)
mmWﬂDﬂCﬂ{MﬁmﬂM}mﬂmhnﬂmnmm Consequently, URS
mmW}MMmﬁthnmm&mﬂm&hm
of West Deitz Creek and the nssociated replacement of culverts st Efbel Rowd within the City-of Schertz,
Tmmmﬁmwmhnm&mmmfuucmﬁmwcm
of Schertz initinted comespondente with the United Stetes Department of Agriculture in March of 1995,
However, the City was unsble to provide URS with an official respanse on this project.

On behalf of FEMA, and in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as smendad,
information on resources under your agency's jurisdiction within the project xrea.

mWMuEmD&u&mkmﬁﬁﬂuwhWﬂDﬁz&mkmmmﬂum
and aud st Maske Road. The proposed project area extends approximately 1.5 miles and varies in
charscterization. The channe] has been improved st Elbel Road, but consists of only a small ditch near Maske
mwgnﬁ&ﬂw@dhmﬁmaﬂfo«mﬁaﬂnmmzmlﬁdﬂm Velocity
dﬁmmﬁhhﬁﬂdﬂhﬁnﬁhbﬁﬁhﬁ“&“ﬁmnmmﬁumﬁﬂ
bridge ot Elbel Road would be replaced with » larger bridge with 16 10-foot by 8-foot box culverts. These

i have been designed %0 sccomenodate a 100-year storm event. A map showing the locations of
the proposed project is attached. .

Please direct sny comments and mformation directly to me at the letterhead address. If you have any questions
phunﬁd&uhmﬂﬁultﬂﬁl}ﬁm—s:’nm.

gl L \prajaoiieit-PIL T S vt Cwen for Bdara\Peiierlon der



URS v b

March 22, 2002

James Greennway

United States Department of Agriculture
Natural Resource Conservation Service
101 South Main St.

Temple, TX 76501

RE: Request for Project Review, City of Schertz, Texas
Channel Improvements on West Dietz Creek and
the Associated Replacement of Culverts at Elbel
Road.

Dear Mr. Greenway:

The City of Schertz, Texas has applied for funding from the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) to improve West Dietz Creek (imtermittent creck) and
replace the culvert at Elbe] Road. Consequently, URS Group, Inc. (URS) has been .
retained by FEMA to prepare an Environmental Assessment for the improvement of West
Dietz Creek and the associated replacement of culverts at Elbe) Road within the City of
Schertz, Texas. The purpose of the improvements is (o provide greater flood protection
for the City of Schertz. The City of Schertz initiated correspondence with the United -
States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in March of 1999, However, the City was
unable to provide URS with an official response on thig project. URS, reinitiated
correspondence with USDA on August 17, 2001 and has not received a response in
regards to prime or unique farmlands and the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA).

A phone call was made to Mr. Sam Brown the week of February 25, 2002, During that
conversation URS was informed of FEMA's responsibilities under the FPFPA. URS was
asked to send to USDA a completed Form AD-1006, Farmiand Conversation Impact
Rating (attached); USGS Topogrsphic Map (attached); and a project description (below).

The proposed improvements start at East Dietz Creek and follow the West Dietz Croek
channel west through the city and end at Maske Road. The proposed project and the
alternative project extends epproximately 1.5 miles and varies in characterization. The
channel has been intproved at Elbel Road, but consists of only a small ditch near Maske
Road. West Dietz Creek would be excavated to & 224-foot-wide flat bottom with 3 to 1
side slopes. Velocity dissipaters would be installed at intervals to facilitate water
drainage from surrounding areas. The current bridge at Elbel Road would be replaced
with a Jarger bridge with 16 10-foot by 8-foot box culvert. These improvements have
been designed to accommodate a 100-year storm event. As proposed, the project would
dimbpﬁmcfmnlmdmdmmusedforpmiodichaypmdu:ﬁun.

On behalf of FEMA, and in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended, URS requests that your agency review the proposed action and the

URS Comonation

200 Orchard Mg Drive. Sulte 101
Gaithersbury, MD 208TE- 1078
Tel: 301,208 9780

Fax: 301598728



URS v e
compieted AD 1006 form. It is URS’s understanding that  rating of less then 60 for the
project means that we are exempt from the FPPA. If your agency is in concurrence with
this determrination and has no further comments, verbal confirmation of theee findings
would be apprecisted.

Please direct any cormmenits and information directly to me at the letterhend address. If
you have any questiona please feel free to contact me ut (301) 670-3387.

Sincerely, |
URS Group, Ine.

Enviromments] Pianner

 Enclosures a3 notpd
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_’Sm United States Matural 101 South Main

Oepartment of Rasaurces Tempie. Tauns
SRR Agicuhure Consarvabon 76501-7602

Subject: LNU-Farmland Protection- ' March 22, 2002
Schertz- Dierz Creek
Guadalupe County, Texas

URS Corporation
200 Orchard Ridge Drive
Gaithersberg MD 20878

Attention: Rylh Thomson.

] heve reviewed the information concerning the proposed drainage improvements to
Dietz Creek in Guadalupe County, Texas. This it part of an Environmental Evaluation
for the above-referenced project as required by FEMA. 1 have evaluated the soils for this
project

The proposed project does contain Prime Farmland soils as mapped in the Soil Survey of
Guadalupe County, Texas. These soils had a score of 30 and the Total Poimts on Part VII
of the AD-1006 is 135. This site will require no additional considerstion since the rating
score is less then 160.

The FPPA states, “Sites receiving a total score of less then 160 need not be given further
consideration for protection and no additional sites need to be evaluated™, 7CFR. Part
858 .4 (c) 2. Information about the Farmland Protection Policy Act can be accessed at the
fallowing web site address:

I have attached an AD-1006 (Farmland Conversion Impact rating} form for this project
indicating the exemption status of this proposed project.

Thanks for the resource materiale you submitted to evaluate this project. If you have any
gquestions please call James Greenwade at (254)-742-9960 or Sam Brown at (254)-742-
ORS4, Fax (254)-742-9859,

Thanks,
l‘ W
ames M. Greenwaile
Sail Scientist
Soil Survey Section
USDA-NRCS, Temple, Texas

Tha Mabw'sl Aasoumes Comareaion Sarvies works hand-in-land wih AM ECHUM. OPPORTUMNTY EMPLOYER
T Amnecicen plopll 10 OWTRTYE MU MichAlill o, Privils Mvin.



URS - -
Augast 17, 2001

Attn: Colone] Gordan M. Wells
United States Army Corps of Engineers
P.0. Box 17300

Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300

RE: WhWW.ﬁUGfMTm
Charme] Improvements on West Deitz Creek and the Associated
R:phomntufﬂulmuﬁlbulm

Dear Colonel Wells:

mcﬁyﬂmemmﬁdfwﬁmdhgﬁmuquﬂwwwm&
medeh&mk{MmM)mduplmﬂumhmnmm Consequently, URS
Group, Inc. (URS) has been retained by FEMA to prepare an Environmental Assessment for the improvement
dWmDﬁumﬂkMﬂ:mwdmwnfmlmﬂEHMﬁdﬂnhﬁwdm
Tmmmﬂhmmhmmmmﬂmdm&ﬁn%ofmmm
of Schertz initiated correspondence with the United States Anmry Corpa of Engineers in March of 1999,
Hm,hﬁqmmhhm“ﬂlﬂwiﬁmoﬁdﬂmmﬂﬁm

On behalf of FEMA, and in compliance with the National Eavironmental Policy Act of 1969, ss amended,
mmmmwmummmmmmwm
infmﬂnﬁmmmmummhymunm':jmhdi:ﬁmﬁﬁnh;mjmm -

The i start at Bast Deitz Creek and follow the West Deitz Creek chanmel weet through the city
and end st Maske Road. The proposed project ares extends approximately 1.5 miles and varies in
characterization. The channel hat beeu improved at Elbel Road, but consists of only a small ditch near Maske
Road. West Deitz Creek would be excavated io a 224-foot-wide flat bottom with 3 0 1 vide slopes. Velocity
mewuwmmmmmmmmm
bridge st Eibel Road would be replaced with a larger bridge with 16 10-foot by 8-foot box culverts. These
Wmmwmmnmymmm A mup showing the locations of
the propostd project is sttached.

MW”WMMMbm&MWMHmeM
pPlease feel froe to contact me at (301) 670-3387. '

Sincerely,

lféimnup.hn

Vorag

Environmenta! Flanner
. Enclosures as noted

oc: Deonis Lee, FEMA Region VT

RS Corgonstion

200 Orotard Fidge Orive, Sulte 101
Gaithershurg, MD 208784978
Tok: 301.258.9780

Fax; 5019892043

Wit FENLANOES S CavaiCuen for SulimaPefierliv i



o
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.O. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300
REPLY TO

ATTENTION GF February 22, 2002

Planning, Environmental, and Regulatory Division
Regulatory Branch

SUBJECT: Project Number 200100591

Mr. Ryan Thompson

URS Group, Inc.

200 Orchard Ridge, Suite 101
Gaithersburg, Maryland 20878-1978

Dear Mr. Thompson:

Thank you for your letter of August 17, 2001, concerning the proposed channel
improvements on West Deitz Creek in the city of Schertz, Guadalupe County, Texas. This
project has been assigned Project Number 200100591. Please include this number in all future
correspondence concerning this project. Failure to reference the project number may result in a
delay.

We have reviewed this project in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, Under Section 404, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) regulates the discharge of dredged and fill material into waters of the United
States, including wetlands. The USACE responsibility under Section 10 is to regulate any work
in, or affecting, navigable waters of the United States. Based on your description of the proposed
work, other information available to us, and curremt regulations and policy, we have determined
that this project will not involve any of the above activities. Therefore, it will not require
Department of the Army authorization under the above laws. However, it is incumbent upon you

to remain informed of any changes in USACE Regulatory Program regulations and policy as they
relate to your project.

Thank you for your interest in our nation's water resources. If you have any questions
concerning our regulatory program, please contact Mr. David Madden at the address above or
telephone (817)886-1741.




URS e hd
August 17, 2001

Mr, Bill Worsham
General Land Office

1700 N, Congress Ave.
Austin, Texas 78701-1495

RE: Request for Project Review, City of Schertz, Texma
Channel Inprovements on West Deitz Creek and the Associated
Replacement of Culverts at Elbel Road.

Desr Mr. Worsham:

mmﬂmemwhmﬁmmrmwmwwm)
mhqmquDuit:Cmd:{htﬁmﬁﬁuﬂmk}mdmphﬂﬁnwhmnﬂbdRﬂi Consequently, URS
mu.mmmumdbmemmmmmhuw
omemMMhmmwﬂwummmwﬁwﬁm
Tﬂ,mmﬁmwnmmmﬂmmfw&mﬁmmm
ofmmmﬁ&ﬂtﬂmﬂlmdﬂﬁuhmﬁﬂlm.ﬂmm,h%m
wnshie to provide URS with an official response on this project.

DnbehdfofmmdhcmplmwﬂthMWPoﬁcyAuuﬂm.um
Wmmmmw‘ljmmﬂ:pmﬁﬂm

Rowd. West Deitz Creek would be excavated to a 224-foot-wide fiat bottom with 3 1o 1 side slopes. Velocity
Wmumumhmmmmmmmm
anmwuwm.mmmmm 10-foot by B-foot bax culverts. These
memmwummm A map showing the locations of
the proposed project is attached. :

Pluudhuﬂnrmmmﬂmdhformﬂmdi:wﬂyhmeﬂhhﬁuhuﬂ:ﬁmﬂmmmm
please focl free to contact me at (301) 670-3387. '

Mr

Group, Inc.
@11%2:
Rysn
Environmental

gl il T OO Crurrey Wor Sobeaim sl der



URS - v
August 17, 2001

Mr, James Mirabal

Texas Natoral Resources Conservation Commission
P.O. Box 13087

Austin, Texas 78711-3087

RE:  Request for Project Review, City of Schertz, Texas
Channel Improvements on West Deitz Creek and the Associated
Replacement of Culverts at Elbel Rond.

Diear Mr. Mirabal:

The City of Schextz, Texas has applied for fimding from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
mmwwwmmﬁuk(mmmﬂ)ndwplmﬂuwhmnmm Consequently, URS
Groap, Inc. (URS) has been retnined by FEMA to prepare an Environments! Assessment for the improvement
of West Deitz Creek and the sssociated replacement of culverts st Elbel Road within the City of Schertr,
Texas, The purposs of the improvements is to provide greater flood protection for the City of Schextz. The City
of Schertz initinted cormespondence with the Texas Natural Resources Conservation Commission in March of
1999_ However, the City was unsbie to provide URS with an official response on this project.

On behalf of FEMA, and in complisnce with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, s smended,
information oh resources under your agency's jurisdiction within the project sres.

The irprovements start at Enst Deitz Creek and follow the West Deitz Creek channel west hrough the city
: ﬂmﬂﬂMMMm@mﬁmmmwljmﬂummm
charactevization. The channel has besn improved at Elbel Road, but consists of only s small ditch near Maske
RmiWuquzCrukwuldbnmvmdhlmfnd-mdnﬂﬂbnmmmdﬂhlndnm Velocity
would be installed at intervals to facilitate water dramage firom swrounding aress. The current
bridge at Efbel Road would be replaced with a lerger bridge with 16 10-foot by B-foot box culverts. These
have been designed to sccommodaie a 100-year storm event. A map showing the locations of

the proposed projoct is ettached.

Please direct any comments and information dircetly to me at the letterhead address. If you have any questions
plense feel free to contact me at (301) 670-3387.

Sincexely,

ér'/‘/-

Ryan Thompson
Eavironmental Planner

Enclosures ss noted
o Dennis Lee, FEMA Region VI
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Robert 3. Huston, Chafrmuan

K. B. "Ralph® Marques, Commissioner
John M. Baker, Commuissioner

Jellrey A. Bajtas, Evecutive Direclor

TEXAS NATURAL RESOURCE CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Profecting Texas by Redicing and Preventing Polhution
August 28, 2001

Mr. Ryan Thompson
Environmental Planner

URS Corporation

200 Orchard Ridge Drive - Suite 101
Gaithersburg, MD 20878-1978

Re:  City of Schertz
Channel Irmprovements on West Deitz Creck and
the Associated Replacement of Culverts at Elber Road

~ Dear Mr. Thompson:

This is in response t0 your August 17, 2001, letter concerning the referenced project. It has been
determined from a review of the information you provided that an Application for Approval of
Reclamation Project need not be filed for the referenced project.

Our findings indicate that the City of Schertz is a participant in the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIF). The City by virtue of its participation in the NFIP, and in accordance with
Section 16.236 (d) {4) of the Texas Water Code, has approval authority for projects in the
floodplains of the City. If you have not already done so, you should insure that all proposed
construction within the City's floodplaing will be in compliance with the City's Flood Damage
Prevention Ordinance, this includes acquiring engincering data that demonstrates the impact the
project will have on the 100-year flood flows, elevations, velocities, etc. The City will use this
data to file for revisions to its flood map.

Thank you for bringing this matter to our attention. -

P.C. Box 13087 *  Augtin, Texas THT11-3087 & S12/230.1000 =  Irterowet address: www e, state. txus
eetinntind i ety ud -l



URS e v
August 17, 2001 |

Ms. Melissa Parker |
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department
4200 Smith School Road

Austin, Texas 78744

RE:  Razquest for Project Review, City of Schertz, Texas
- Chamoel Enprovements on West Deitz Creek and the Associated
Replncement of Culverts st Elbe] Road

Dear Ms. Parker:

mCiqﬂmemmﬁdmmﬁmﬂ:memmwm}
to improve West Deitz Creek (intermittemt creek) and replace the culvert st Elbel Road. Consequently, URS
mmmﬂ}hﬂ@dh%mmm&wﬁmhhm
of West Deitz Creek xnd the associated replacensent of culverts at Elbel Road within the City of Schertz,
Tmmwﬁmmmhmmmﬂmmhhﬁtyufmmm
of Scheriz initinted correspandence with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department in March of 1995,
However, the City was unable to provide URS with un official response on this project.

mmﬁMMhmﬁmﬁmhﬂnﬁmﬂwmﬁuﬁlm.um
Uksmmmmnmammﬁwﬂwpmpoudmﬁmmdpmﬂemmdmnﬁhbk
inforroation on rescurces under yoor agency’s jurisdiction within the project ares.

The improvements start at East Deitz Creck and foliow the West Deitt Creek charme] west through the city
and end ot Road. The proposed project ares extends spproximately 1.5 milos and varies im
characterization. The chanme] has been improved at Elbel Road, but consists of only 2 amall ditch near Maske
Road. West Deitz Creek would be excavated to a 224-foot-wide flat bottom with 3 to 1 side slopes. Velocity
wmmumuummwmmmmmmmm
bﬁ&puﬁmmmmah@mmamwmlﬁmmwmwm These
mommmbmﬁmmmmummm A map showing the locations of
the proposed project is attached.

Please direct any commenits and informaticn directly to me st the letterhead address. If yoo have any questions
Wfﬂﬁunmﬂﬂmﬂ{&ﬂl)ﬁ?ﬂ-ﬂﬂ. _

Sapliol praienMS-FIRLAMAY S v Curvnn T Selraria Pl .o
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Give Thanks

October 30, 2001

Mr. Ryan Thompson

URS Corporation

200 Orchard Ridge Driver, Ste. 101
Galthersburg, MD 20878-1978

Re: Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Proposal for Channel improvements on
Wast Deitz Cresk and the Associated Replacement of Culverts at Elbel
Road—City of Shertz, Texas

Daar Mr. Thompson:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposal. Becalrse the areas
hava already been cleared, impacts to fish and wildlife habitats will be minimal.
You should be aware of issues relating to the effectiveness of using concrete for
permanent stabilization/dralnage structures:

Recent studies from the Texas Transportation Institute have found that
biotechnical approaches such as vegetsted banks may ba batier for long-term
stabilization than armored surfaces such as concrete and stons rip-rap. Enclosed
is & summary of these findings for your reference. In addition, property designed
vegetated drainage canals are less costly than concrete and do not involve
routine dredging maintenance, while allowing for enhanced ercsion control and
Increased stormwater infliration rates. The presenca of a mom natural,
gesthatically pleasing setting, in addiion to providing some limited wilditfe
habltat, allows for increased propery values along grass-lined as opposed to
concrete canals. Canal design should follow fluvial geormarphological principles,
including appropriate sinucsity and terracing, to provide efficient flow and
sediment transport, and to minimize maintenance.

Any improvements to the existing canals should implement the following
recommendations:

{) Soil erosion and sedimentation should be minimized by utllizing haybales,

" silt screens, or other similar soll ercsion prevention technigues.

2} The construction site shouki be revegetated with native grasses and forbs to
stabliize sxposed solls after construction is complete.

3) If concrets is authorized a8 the method of improvement, energy dissipaters
should be placed at the downstream end of the canals to minimize damage
to tha recetving channel. _

4) Native trees and shrub should ba left intact or mitigatad for.

Tt eawage ana conrve Sot watyrel avad cultural rascurces of Ticaar for the
xar 4l avgoymant of pravewt and fulnes generations.
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Ed.Nnte:ThhanidnhadaptodﬂmambyHmmh
TTI's Toxas Transporte Resoarcher, on the Wab al
i taru. edwreseancher.
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Avgust 17, 2001

Lynn Starmnes, Geographical Regional Director
1.8, Fish and Wildlife Service Regional Cffice
P.O. Box 1306

Albuquerque, NM 87103

RE:  Request for Projest Review, City of Schert, Texeas
Channel Improvements on West Deitz Creek sand the Associated
Replacement of Culverts st Efhel Road.

Dear Ms. Starnes:

mﬁquTmhnw&dhﬁmdhg&mhFdﬂdwmmmm
memDeﬂzC:uk{hwmﬂmnut}mdnphwﬂnmhmnEMM Consequently, URS
mw.mmmmwmmmmWMhﬂuw
of West Deitz Creek and the aasociated replacement of culverts at Elbel Road within the City of Schertz,
Texss. The purpose of the improvements is to provide greater flood protection for the City of Schertz. The City
of Schertz initinted cotrespondence with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in March of 1999. However, the
City was unable to provide URS with an official response on this project.

Om behalf of FEMA, and in compliance with the National Envirsemental Policy Act of 1969, s smemded,

information on Tesources under your agency's jurisdiction within the project area.

mwmnmmmmﬂmu%ﬂmmm“wﬂ-w
and end st Maake Rosd. The proposed project area extends approccimately 1.5 miles and varies in
characterization. The charne] has been improved at Elbel Road, but consists of only a small ditch nese Maske
Road. West Deitz Creek would be excavated to n 224-foot-wide flat bottom with 3 10 1 side slopes. Velocity
ﬁnipmwmhhwdumm:mﬁdﬁmmmmm“mm
pridge at Elbel Road would be replatod with @ larger bridge with 16 10-foot by 8-foot box culverts. These
wmmaﬁmmmummmm A map showing the locations of
hwm:m

Please divect any comments and information directy to me at the lettexhead address. If you have sny questions
please feel free to contact me at (301) 670-3387. :

Sincerely,
URS Group, Int.

e

Environmental Planner
Enclosures as notnd
cc:  Dennis Loe, FEMA Region VI
URS Corporasion
200 Grehand Ridge Drive, Suite 101

Gathersburg, MO 208781978
Tol: 301.258.0780

STy - PEM AL A v far SabarPoyonL o



w
United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
-~ 10711 Burnet Rod, Suiw 200
 Austin, Texes 78758
{512) 4900057

October 2, 2001
Ryan'!‘hompaon
URS Corporation
200 Orchard Ridge Drive, Suite 101
Geithersburg, MD 20878-1978 Cons # 2-15-01-]-0879

Dear Mr, Thompson:

Thmkynuforymn'Augu:tl'? 2001 inquiry regarding information on resources umder the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in the area of your proposed project. We
understand the city of Schertz, Texas has applied for funding from the Federal Emergency
Management Agency to improve West Deitz Creek and replace a culvert at Elbel Road. The
MWMMHMMMMWMWeﬂMMM

. mmmwmmmummmmdMMMﬁwwhm
" threatened or endangered species. In addition, our information does not indicate the presence of
any federally listed species occurring in Guadalupe County, however, the mountain plover
(Charadrius montanus), 8 specics proposed for listing, has been documeated to occur in
Guadalupe County. Mountain plovers are found in dry upland prairies and plains and semi-
desert habitats. In winter, they are usually found on bare dirt fields and shortgrass prairies. In
addition, breeding habitat is almost exchusively shortgrass prairie, We note that recent acrial
photographa of the project site do not indicate the presence of suitable habitat for this species.
Thu‘efore,wedunmanuapatnmpammthupmmummmguumhnftheptw

Weﬂmrmmmdﬁuymmmewmdfnrmmmmmfoﬂmw
that are either candidates (C) for addition to the threatened and endangered species list or other
species of concemn (SOC).

Cagles mpurtle (C) Graptemiys caghed
Big red sage (SOC) Salvia penstemonoides



Ryan Thompson |

Candidate species are species that are being considered for possible addition to the threatened
and endangered species list. There is sufficient information on biological vulnerability and
threat(s) to support issuance of a proposal to list, but higher priority listings currently preciude
jssuance of a proposed rule for those specics. Species of Concern are species that have not yet
been fully evaluated. These may eventually require listing, particularly if populations are not
adequately surveyed for or protected,

Candidate Species and Species of Concarmn currently have no legal protection. If you find you
have potentisl project impacts to these species the Service would like to provide techmical
assistance to help avoid or minimize adverse effects. Addressing these specics at this stage
mﬂdbaﬁuwnﬁdefarnwemwmhuhhhthelmﬂmmmmpnwm
list

The State of Texas provides legal protection for additional species of plants and animals {Texas

Parks and Wildlife Code Chapters 67, 68, and 88). We recommend you contact the Diversity
of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, 3000 IH-35 South, Suite 100, Austin,

Texas 78704 (512-912-7011) for information concerning animals and plants of State concern.

{ Native Habi N
Wetlands provide valuable figh and wildlife habitet as well a3 contribute to fiood control, water
quality enhancement, and groundwater recharge. We recommend contacting the Fort Worth
District Corps of Engincers, Permits Section, CESWF-0D-O, P.O. Box 17300, Fort Worth,
Texas 76102-0300, (817) 334-2681 for permitting requirements under Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act if it appears that proposed activities on the project site could impact wetlands or other
waters of the United States such as streams, rivers, etc.

Construction activities near riparian zones should be carefully designed to minimize impacts,
vegetation clearing is necessary in riparian areas, these areas should be revegetated with native
wetland and riparian vegetation to prevent erosion or loss of babitat. 'We recommend
minimizing the area of soil scarification and reestablishing herbacerus vegetation st the
proposed work sites. Demuded and/or disturbed areas should be revegetated with & mixture of
native legumes and grasses. Speciea commonly used for soil stabilization are listed in the Texas
Department of Agriculture's (TDA) Native Tree and Plant Directory, available from TDA at P.O.
Box 12847, Austin, Texas 78711.

We also urge you to take all precautions to prevent sediment from entaring streams in the praject
area and to prevent and/or minimize soil erosion and compaction associated with construction
activities. We recommend that you avoid any unnecessary clearing of vegetation and follow
established rights-of-way whenever possible. In addition, all machinery and petroleum products
should be stored outside Soodplain and/or wetland areas during construction to prevent posaible
contamination of weter and soils,



Rysn Thompson

ummmwmmmmmmu
information, pleass contact us agaim. If you determing yoor project may impact resources thet
are of concern to the Servics, or thet have legal protection sad require Service parraits o
consilistion, please contact Jeasy Wilson of this offics st 512/490-0057, extension 231 or the
sbove addives. ] .

?&-\M

% David C. Proderick
Sopervisor



URS et -
August 17, 2001

Mr. John Kelly

Texas Department of Trnspovtation
SmAnwmnDuu'ﬂ

P.O. Box 29928

San Amtomio, TX 78229

RE: Raquanforﬁojmkcw City of Schertz, Texas
on West Deitz Creek and the Associated
Rep]nomﬁmvmﬂmhdm

Dear Mr. Kelly:

mmﬁmrmmwhﬁmmumewwm)
to improve West Deitz Creek (mtermittent creek) and replace the culvert at Elbel Road.
mmw}mmmwmmwmwmmruw
of West Dreitz Creek and the aasociated replacement of culverts at Elbel Road within the City of Schertz,
Tmmmofhwmummmmﬂndmﬁrmcnyufmmm
of Scheytz initiated correspondence with the Texas Department of Trnmaportation in March of 1992, However,
the City was unable to provide URS with an official reaponsc on this project.

On behalf of FEMA, and in complisnce with the National Environmenta] Policy Act of 1969, as smended,
mmemmﬂqunﬂMmmﬂwwﬂﬁh
information on resources under your agency's jurisdiction within the project area. -

mmmmnmm&ukmdfuuwﬂnwmﬂm&wkdxmﬂmmhm
and =nd at Maske Road. The proposed project ares extends spproximately 1.5 miles and varies in :
characterization. The channel has been improved at Elbel Road, but consists of only » small ditch near Masks
MW&MMMMW&MIM&NMNMMiM]d&m Velocity
would be installed at intervais to facilitate water drainage from surrounding aress. The current

bridge at Efvel Road would be replaced with a Inrger bridge with 16 10-foot by 8-foot box culverts. These
wmmmmmalmmm A mrp showing the locations of
the proposed project is attached.

mwmmﬂMMmmumMMHmmmqm
please feel froe to contact me at (301) 670-3387.

g Ty PEA LA A 0yt thet SlomtPragiond s s
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I Texas Department of Transportation

P.O. BOX 20028 « SAN ANTONK), TEXAS 78229-0828 » (210) 815-1110

November 18, 2001

Mr. Ryan Thompson

URS Comporation

200 Orchard Ridge Drive, Sulte 101
Gaithersburg, MD 20878-1978

Dear Mr. Thompson

We have reviewed the request from URS Group, Inc, in the letter dated August 17, 2001. The
raquest was for TXDOT to provide any information to assist URS Group, Inc. in conducting an
Environmental Assessment for a channel improvement project, on West Deitz Creek in the City of
Schertz, 1o be funded by FEMA. We have determnined that the limits of thia project do not affect
our highway systeim. Any necessary improvements to the channel of West Deitz Creek at FM
3008 were already incorporated In the reconstruction of the roadway.

Also, we have reviewed the request from URS Group, Inc. in the letter dated August 20, 2001.
The request waa for TxDOT to provide any information to assist URS Group, Inc. in preparing a
Categorical Exclusion for the repiacemant of two bridges in Guadalupe County, to bs funded by
FEMA. The first bricige is on Santa Clara Foad crossing Santa Clara Creek. This location is not
an the State's Highway System and there is not an off-system bridge replacement project
currently scheduled by the TxDOT. The second bridge is on Gembler Roed croasing Santa
Clara Cresk. This location is not on the State's Highway Systam, but there is currently an off-
systam bridge replacement project scheduled for September 2004. We heve contacted
Guadalupe County 1o determine [f they are still wishing to replece this bridge under TxDOT"s off-
system bridge replacement progmam. They have advised us that they no longer wish TxDOT's
assistance In replacing this bridge. We have informed them o zend thedr official responas to ua
in writing and we ane axpecting tha latter in the near futurs.

If you have any questions, please contact Brien Hocher, P. E. or myself at P. O. Box 349,
Saguin, Texas 78156-0349 or via telephone (830)303-0130.

5CS



LI EXAY

! _ GEOROT W, MUSEL 40OV ERNOR
HISTORICAL JOHIN L. NAL, 8. CHAIRMAN
COMMISSION F. LASERENCE OAKS, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The Sinte Agency for Historic Preseroation

April 5, 1999

Mr. Larry Stevenson

1400 Schertz Parkway

P.O. Drawer [

Schenz, Texas 78154-0890

Re: Project review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
and the Antiquities Code of Texas
Schertz Drainage Channel Improvement Project
FEMA

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

Thank you for your correspondence describing the above referenced projeci. This letter
serves as comrment on the proposed federal undentaking from the State Historic
Preservation Officer, the Executive Director of the Texas Historical Commitsion. As the
state agency responsible for administering the Antiquities Code of Texas, these
comments also provide recommendations on compliance with state antiquities laws and
regulations.

The review staff, led by Mr. Ed Baker, has completed its review. Although no
archeological sites are recorded within the boundaries of the project area, very little
professional survey has been conducted in the project aree. Afier reviewing our files, we
believe that some of the area, particularly (but not limited to) the area nearest Cibolo
Creek and the confluence of East and West Dietz Creek, has poteatial for containing sites
that may be eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.

Prior to construction, an archeological survey of portions of the project area that are
likely to contain sites should be conducted by a qualified professional according to
Archeological Survey Standards for Texas (capy enclosed). These include floodplains,
alluvial deposits, and drainage margins within approximately 200 feet of channel
centerlines that will be, or could be, affected by construction. Within these zones, the
survey should include shovel tests and/or backhoe trenches sufficient to identify
subsurface cultural materials. Any cultural materials recovered should be curated
according to 36CFR79. A report of investigations should be produced in conformance
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation
and submitted to this office for review. g

P.0L BOX 12276 + AUSTIN, TX TRTII-2274 - S12/463-8100 - FAX 31274754872 - TDD -0 4% Y
repenr b Sl B g



We look forward to further consultation with your office and hope 10 maintain a
partnership that will foster effective historic preservation. Thank you for your _
cooperation in this federal and state review process, and for your efforts to preserve the
irreplaceable hetitage of Texas. I you have any questions concerning our review or if
we can be of further assistance, please contact Ed Baker at 512/463-5866.

Sincﬂ'ﬂl}‘-

Sl 2 JRTT

for
F. Lawerence Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer

FLOVelb
enclosure: Archeological Survey Standards for Texas



- '
TEXAS ARCHEOLOGICAL

HIsTORICAL [ VAN

COMMISSION FOR TEXAS
The State Agency ]ng Historie Freservation .

These minimum survey standards have been developed by the Archeology Division of the Texas
Historical Commission in consultation with the Council of Texas Archeologists. The standards
identify the least amount of work that will be considered acceptable for intensive archeological
surveys of areas 200 acres or less. These standards are not intended to limit additional work (i.e.,
more shovel tests or backhoe trenches) that may be deemed necessary to identify archeological
sites on the basis of the Area of Potential Effect, anticipated impacts, or the {ikelihood of encoun-
tering significant cultural resources. Survey methodologies for project areas larger than 200 acres
should be discussed with the Archeology Division prior to implernenting the survey,

|
MINIMUM SURVEY STANDARDS El,
for Project Areas of 200 Acres or Less
Transect Intervall 30m |
. Project Area Size  Shovel Tests/Acre

Shovel Tests/Acre 2 1-10 acres 1/acre If

' 10-100 acres 1/2 acres

100-200 acres 1/3 acres

\ No. of Shovel Tests to Define Site Boundaries 3 6
Average Rate of Survey (Acres/Person/Day) 20 ||

Backhoe Trenches/3 Acres 4 | 1

! Transect intervals should be reduced to 1S m in far West Texas (from the Pecos River west o El Paso),

2 Shovel tests must be dug whenever vegetation obscures surface visibillty (exceapr on siopes greater than 20%), Much |
of the eastern half of Texas is covered with vegetation, requiring shovel 1asts, whereas much of the western half bas
good ground surface visibility. However, any area in the state that has less than 30% grourd surface visibility requires
showve] (ests.

3 Showvel tests are only necessary to define boundaries on sites with lass than 30% ground surace visibility,

4 Backhoe trenches are requirad in alluvial settings in addition (o shovel tesis (trenches are astimated to have a length
of 5 m). .

— —
— _

f"x_rclmnlug}f Division Texas Historical Commission P.O. Box 12276 Austin, TX 78711




RECEIvER)

December 13, 2001 ' ' DEC 1 4 2001

Mr. Ed Baker _ | TEXAB HSTORKCAL COMESHON

Re;  Draft Report, Phase I Archacological Survey, West Diets Drainage
Improvement Project, City of Schertz, Guadalupe County, Texas
FEMA-1257-DR-TX : :
Texas Antiquities Permit No. 2703

Dear Mr. Baker:

At the request of the Federal Emergency Managemént Agency (FEMA), URS Group,
Inc. is submitting two (2) copies of the above referenced report for your review, purvoant
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended.
The report has been prepared in accordance with applicable state and fedoral standards by
investigators who meet the Secreiary of Inserior’s (Historic Preservation) Professional .
Qualification Standards for the discipline of archaeclogy.

Hmhwemyquaﬁmn,pluufedﬁnewmmm.lmﬁnhummm,
the fiekiwork and is the primary suthor of this report, at (301) 670-5470, or mxyself, at
{301) 670-3338. _
' . NO HISTORIC
Si A PROPERTIES AFFECTED
FHOJEQTH&YFHOOEED




URS Telephone Conversation
Record

Date: | §/27/01 Tima; N/A

Projact | Texas Unmet Needs — City of Schertz West Dietz Creek Drainage Improvement Project

To;
From:__ | Afflliation Telaphone Location

Rec e, | Fyen Thempsoa URS CORPORATION

SUBIECT: | Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone

Record: I spoke with Jon Mauser of the Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission. He works
in the Edwards Aquifer Protection Program Group. He verbaly confirmed that the project in Schertz
wounld have no effect on the Edwards Aquifer System. I asked him If any permits wonld meed to be
obtained by the applicant in order to do the improvements with respect to the Aquifer, e answered mo.
In addition to my project I slso asked his if any project In Guadalape Conwty wonld kave an effect om
-the aquifer, he answered no. I aaked bim if projects in the City of La Vernin, Coero, or Wharion would
effect the aguifer, be answered no. T asked kim if any permits with respect to the aguifer wonld need to
be obtained by the applicants in those cities, he anawered wo. He also referred me to the TNRCC web
page for future reference. It is http://www.tnrecstate tx. wa/EAPP,

Thompson

I\BY-FEMAASS. 00 Reporis\Drgfi\Schertz\Pers comm.doc
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AppendixD
Public Notice

PUBLIC NOTICE

Environmental Assessment for Construction of the West Dietz Creek Channel
I mprovements, in the City of Schertz, Guadalupe County, Texas. FEMA-1257-DR-TX

Interested persons are hereby notified that the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
IS proposing to assist in the funding of the construction of the West Dietz Creek Channel
Improvements in the City of Schertz in Guadalupe County, Texas. In accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the CEQ regulations implementing NEPA (40 CFR
Parts 1500-1508), the National Historic Preservation Act, and the implementing regulations of
FEMA (44 CFR Part 9 and 10), an Environmental Assessment (EA) is being prepared to assess
the potential impacts of the proposed action on the human and natural environment.

The EA evauates aternatives that provide for compliance with applicable environmental laws.
The alternatives to be evaluated include (1) No Action; (2) Construction of the West Dietz Creek
Channel Improvements- 100-Y ear Design; and (3) Construction of the West Dietz Creek
Channel Improvements- 50-Y ear Design.

The draft EA is available for review between August 5, 2002 and August 25, 2002, at the Schertz
Public Library, 608 Schertz Parkway, City of Schertz, Texas 78154 between the hours of 8 am.
and 5 p.m.

Written comments regarding this action should be directed no later than 5 p.m August 25, 2002,
to Ryan Thompson, URS Group, Inc., 200 Orchard Ridge Drive, Suite 101, Gaithersburg, MD
20878. Telephone (301) 670-3387.

m I\GAITHERSBURG\89-FEMA4065.00REPORTS\FINAL\SCHERTZ\FINALEASCHERTZ(9-03-02).DOC\16-SEP-02\\ D' 1
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Appendix E
Public Comments

No public comments were received.

m I\GAITHERSBURG\89-FEMA4065.00REPORTS\FINAL\SCHERTZ\FINALEASCHERTZ(9-03-02).DOC\16-SEP-02\\ E' 1



