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The purpose of this document is to update the January 2021 Supplemental Information Report (SIR) 
for the Edisto Beach, Colleton County, South Carolina Coastal Storm Risk Management Project (see 
Appendix) with additional environmental compliance information. This SIR update is to determine 
whether supplementation of the prior Environmental Assessment (EA), Interim Final Integrated 
Feasibility Report and Environmental Assessment, Coastal Storm Damage Reduction General 
Investigation Study (USACE 2014) and associated Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) 
(USACE 2016), is merited under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and agency 
regulations. This SIR update was prepared with reference to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
Procedures for Implementing NEPA, 30 CFR Part 230 (see Sections 230.10 and 230.13(b) & (d)) and 
Engineer Regulation 200-2-2 (see sections 10 and 13.b. & d.); and the Council on Environmental 
Quality’s NEPA Regulations, 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508 (see Section 1502.9(d)). In this regard, this 
SIR update specifically documents updated environmental compliance efforts for purposes of NEPA, 
regarding the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA) and Endangered 
Species Act (ESA). The results of these compliance efforts reaffirm the determination in the 2021 SIR 
that the proposed nourishment work does not present any new circumstances that would have a 
material bearing on the need for the proposed action, the range of appropriate alternatives, the 
environmental impacts of the proposed action, or particular substantive areas of concern identified by 
parties commenting on the prior EA or FONSI. Therefore, the findings from these past NEPA 
documents (Table 1) are still considered to be valid for purposes of the proposed nourishment work 
and further supplementation of the prior EA is not warranted. 
 
Table 1 Record of documents produced in accordance with NEPA on Edisto Beach CSRM Project 

Document Title Date Citation 
Finding of No Significant Impact, Edisto Beach Coastal Storm Damage 
Reduction General Investigation Study, Edisto Beach, South Carolina  January 2016 USACE 2016 

Interim Final Integrated Feasibility Report and Environmental Assessment, 
Coastal Storm Damage Reduction General Investigation Study, Edisto Beach, 
Colleton County, South Carolina 

March 2014 USACE 2014 

Supplemental Information Report, Edisto Island Coastal Storm Risk Management 
Project, Colleton County, South Carolina January 2021 USACE 2021 

Edisto Beach, South Carolina, Coastal Storm Risk Management Project 
Validation Report July 2022 USACE 2022 

 
Essential Fish Habitat 
 
Pursuant to Section 305(b)(2) of the MSA, an Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) assessment was included 
in an August 2013 draft of the 2014 Integrated Feasibility Report and Environmental Assessment 
(IFR/EA). Upon review, the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) issued the following two 
conservation recommendations in a letter dated October 28, 2013: 
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• “The Charleston District shall limit dredge depths within the borrow area to depths shown by 
modeling or empirical studies to fill with beach compatible material.” 

• “The borrow area monitoring plan shall be provided to NMFS for review and approval prior 
to commencement of the project. The plan components should be similar to the 2005 Folly 
Beach borrow area study.” 

Both conservation recommendations were accepted and incorporated into a revised EFH assessment 
that was included in the final IFR/EA dated March 2014. 
 
On May 17, 2023, in preparation for implementation of the currently proposed actions, USACE began 
coordination with NMFS to ensure that compliance with Section 305(b)(2) was still met with previous 
consultation. On September 20, 2023, USACE and NMFS established agreement that existing and 
recent survey data were sufficient to disregard the need for a borrow area monitoring plan 
(Conservation Recommendation #2) and agreed with the project moving forward as proposed. USACE 
will continue to work with the Contractor to optimize the size and depth of each nourishment project 
borrow area to balance environmental and economic considerations. 
 
Threatened and Endangered Species 
 
Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA requires Federal agencies reinitiate consultation with U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) “if a new species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be 
affected by the identified action” (50 CFR 402.16(a)(4)). Since ESA compliance was last reviewed by 
USACE (2021), USFWS published a proposed rule in the Federal Register (86 FR 37410) for 
designation of critical habitat for rufa red knot (Calidris canutus rufa), in which Unit SC-18 is 
identified for designation and may overlap with the project area. Although the proposed action is not 
expected to result in the destruction or adverse modification of rufa red knot proposed critical habitat, 
USACE anticipates future adoption of a conference opinion as the biological opinion (50 CFR 
402.10(d)). In consideration of this possibility, USACE reinitiated formal consultation with USFWS 
on April 26, 2023. 
 
When considering the effects of implementing the proposed actions, USACE made a determination of 
may affect, not likely to adversely affect in regard to rufa red knot critical habitat. On June 1, 2023, 
USFWS provided a letter of concurrence on this determination, concluding the proposed actions are 
not likely to destroy or adversely modify rufa red knot critical habitat and completing the conference 
consultation. 
 
SUMMARY OF DECISION 
 
The proposed nourishment work will be based on the scope and analysis in the 2014 EA and 
associated FONSI as well as the updated environmental compliance efforts described above. The 
proposed nourishment work does not present any new circumstances that would have a material 
bearing on the need for the proposed action, the range of appropriate alternatives, the environmental 
impacts of the proposed action, or particular substantive areas of concern identified by parties 
commenting on the prior EA or FONSI. Therefore, the findings from these past NEPA documents are 
still considered to be valid for purposes of the proposed nourishment work and further 
supplementation of the prior EA is not warranted. 
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