
Agency Correspondence 



From: Yates, Kate H
To: Fritz, Erica CIV USARMY CESAC (USA)
Cc: Charleston Regulatory, FW4; JohnsonHughes, Christy
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] 2025-0064892 Little River Inlet Maintenance
Date: Tuesday, June 17, 2025 3:10:54 PM

Good afternoon, Erica,

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the Little River Inlet Maintenance Project
(2025-0064892), in Horry County, South Carolina.  You have requested that the Service
provide concurrence or comments regarding potential impacts to federally listed
species in accordance with requirements set forth under section 7 of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq. (ESA).
 
You have made a determination of may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect for
piping plover (Charadrius melodus), red knot (Calidris canutus), seabeach amaranth
(Amaranthus pumilis), West Indian manatee (Trichechus manatus), green sea turtle
(Chelonia mydas), Kemp's Ridley sea turtle (Lepidochelys kempii), leatherback sea turtle
(Demochelys coriacea), and loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta).  Based on the
justification provided, the Service agrees with your determination. Please note that
obligations under section 7 of the ESA should be reconsidered if: (1) new information
reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect listed species or critical habitat
in a manner not previously considered; (2) this action is subsequently modified in a
manner, which was not considered in this assessment; or (3) a new species is listed or
critical habitat is determined that may be affected by the identified action.

The Service recommends that you contact the South Carolina Department of Natural
Resources regarding potential impacts to State protected species. This email will serve
as our official response. Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Kind regards,

Kate H. Yates, CWB
Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
South Carolina Ecological Services Field Office
176 Croghan Spur Road, Suite 200
Charleston, South Carolina 29407
Cell:  843-991-2173
kate_yates@fws.gov

mailto:kate_yates@fws.gov
mailto:Erica.Fritz@usace.army.mil
mailto:charleston_regulatory@fws.gov
mailto:christy_johnsonhughes@fws.gov


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

November 21, 2025 

 

 

Andrea Farmer, RPA 

Archaeologist and Tribal Liaison 

Savannah District 

United States Army Corps of Engineers 

100 W Oglethorpe Avenue 

Savannah, GA 31401 

Andrea.A.Farmer@usace.army.mil  

   

Re: Little River Navigation Project, Sidescan, Magnetometer & Multibeam Underwater 

 Archaeological Survey, Draft 

 Little River, Horry County, South Carolina 

 SHPO Project No. 25-RL0320     

 

Dear Andrea Farmer:  

 

Thank you for your project correspondence which we received on October 29th, 2025 that you submitted 

regarding the Little River Navigation Project, Sidescan, Magnetometer & Multibeam Underwater 

Archaeological Survey, Draft. We have received a copy of the draft report Sidescan, Magnetometer, and 

Multibeam Survey Results, Little River Inlet, Horry County, South Carolina as supporting documentation 

for this undertaking. The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) is providing comments to Bland and 

Associates, Inc. through the United States Army Corps of Engineers pursuant to Section 106 of the 

National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800. Consultation with the 

SHPO is not a substitution for consultation with Tribal Historic Preservation Offices, other Native 

American tribes including those with state recognition, local governments, or the public.  

 

The SHPO concurs with the underwater archaeological survey methodologies utilized in the Sidescan, 

Magnetometer, and Multibeam Survey Results, Little River Inlet, Horry County, South Carolina and finds 

them compliant with the 2024 South Carolina Standards and Guidelines for Archaeological 

Investigations. Reconnaissance underwater survey, at 15-meter line spacing transects, utilizing multibeam 

echo sounder (MBES), Side Scan Sonar (SSS) imagery and magnetometer (Mag), within the Little River 

Navigation Inlet, identified a singular magnetic anomaly; plausibly representing a historic buoy anchor 

due to its proximity to navigational channel 9. USACE has stated the magnetic anomaly will be avoided 

utilizing a 100ft. buffer. As the remaining portions of the project tract within the Little River Navigation 

Inlet, contain no evidence of anomalies representing pre-contact or historic cultural resources, our office 

concurs that the entirety of the project tract has a very low probability to contain significant 

archaeological sites. The SHPO concurs with the report recommendations that the undertaking will have 

no effect on historic properties and that further cultural resources management is not currently required. 

Furthermore, the South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology-Marine Research Division 

(SCIAA-MRD), has stated to our agency “We have reviewed the survey report regarding the proposed 

Little River Maintenance Dredging project. We concur that there will be no adverse effect to cultural 
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resources while adhering to the proposed avoidance measures. Please contact the SHPO and SCIAA if 

archaeological materials are encountered during project activities” (Krater 2025).  

 

Our office has no technical comments and accepts the report as final. 

 

To complete the reporting process, please provide at least three (3) hard copies of a final report: one (1) 

bound hard copy and a digital copy in ADOBE Acrobat PDF format for the SHPO; one (1) bound and one  

(1) unbound hard copies and a digital copy in ADOBE Acrobat PDF format for SCIAA. Investigators 

should send all copies directly to the SHPO. The SHPO will distribute the appropriate copies to SCIAA.  

Please ensure that a copy of our comments letter is included in the Appendices and Attachments of the 

final report.  

 

Please provide GIS shapefiles for the surveyed area. Shapefiles for identified archaeological sites should 

be coordinated with SCIAA. Shapefiles should be compatible with ArcGIS (.shp file format) and should 

be sent as a bundle in .zip format. For additional information, please see our GIS Data Submission 

Requirements.  

 

Please ensure that all Draft and Final survey deliverables (reports, survey forms and photographs, and 

GIS shapefiles) are sent to the SHPO at the same time using the same medium (e.g., DVD-RW, thumb 

drive, or FTP/file sharing site) to assist in project tracking. Files should be sent to rc@scdah.sc.gov. This 

new email address is only to be used for submitting survey deliverables. Contact your assigned reviewer 

directly for any questions or concerns.  

 

If archaeological materials are encountered during construction, the procedures codified at 36 CFR 

800.13(b) will apply. Archaeological materials consist of any items, fifty years old or older, which were 

made or used by man. These items include, but are not limited to, stone projectile points (arrowheads), 

ceramic sherds, bricks, worked wood, bone and stone, metal and glass objects, and human skeletal 

materials. The federal agency or the applicant receiving federal assistance should contact our office 

immediately. 

 

Please refer to SHPO Project Number 25-RL0320 in any future correspondence regarding this project. If 

you have any questions, please contact me at 803-896-6181 or at RLarsen@scdah.sc.gov.   

 

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

 

 

Robert P. Larsen III, MSc., RPA 

Archaeologist 

State Historic Preservation Office  
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July 25, 2025

Nancy Parrish
Chief Planning & Environmental Branch
69A Hagood Ave. 
Charleston, SC 29403

RE: Little River Inlet

CZC Reference Number: HQC-RGW4-GABTS

Location: Little River Inlet, Horry County, South Carolina 29566 
(TMS# 1320001038, PIN# 35400000001)

Dear Nancy Parrish:

This Coastal Zone Consistency Determination Conditional Concurrence is in response to the 
U. S. Department of Defense, Army Corps of Engineers Coastal Zone Consistency Determination 
submitted to South Carolina Department of Environmental Services Bureau of Coastal Management 
(SCDES BCM) on 5/22/2025. SCDES BCM’s review began on 5/22/2025.

The proposed activity consists of a Federal Agency Activity associated with maintenance 
dredging of the Little River Inlet Federal Navigation Project in South Carolina. The proposed action 
involves hydraulic cutterhead dredging of the Federal navigation channel to the authorized depth of 
12 feet and width of 90 feet in the inner channel and 300’ width in the entrance channel. 
Approximately 100,000 cubic yards of beach quality sand will be removed from the inner channel 
shoaling areas and used to stabilize the existing upcoast sand dike and rebuild the associated berm. 
Upon completion of construction, the sand dike will be planted with appropriate native vegetation to 
aid in erosion control. The determination is submitted in accordance with USACE requirements and 
is also subject to the Federal Coastal Zone Management Act as a Federal Consistency of a Federal 
Permit or License pursuant to 15 CFR § 930, Subpart C - Consistency for Federal Agency Activities.

Pursuant to 15 C.F.R. § 930.4, SCDES conditionally concurs with the determination that the 
project is consistent to the maximum extent practicable with the following conditions below.

Applicable Enforceable Policies of the SCCZMP:  The project is consistent with the 
Guidelines for Evaluation of All Projects as well as the Dredging (Dredging and Spoil Disposal), and 
Activities in Areas of Special Resource Significance (Navigational Channels) policies contained in the 
S.C. Coastal Zone Management Program provided the following conditions are included in the 
permits and adhered to by the applicant.
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1. The applicant has agreed to the following SC Department of Natural Resources 
best management practices:

a. Special precautions be taken to avoid and minimize disturbance to 
estuarine resources from dredging equipment mobilization and 
operation, especially pipelines.

b. Planting the impacted and reconstructed areas immediately above the 
dune with native salt tolerant grasses: Sea Oats (Uniola paniculata), Salt 
Meadow Cordgrass (Spartina patens) and Beach Panicum (Panicum 
amarum). Additional plantings can be included if they are native salt 
tolerant, sand stabilizing perennial grasses. Once this vegetation is 
established, the area should be left undisturbed from removal of 
vegetation and with only one footpath area three feet wide for 
egress/ingress to the beach.

c. Soil stabilizing grasses will be planted and managed in the impacted and 
reconstructed areas as follows: 

• Soil stabilizing native grasses are to be spaced in staggered rows a 
maximum distance of 18 inches on center for four-inch-wide root 
balls or smaller plugs, or up to 36 inches on center for one-gallon size 
planting units. 
• Grass planting units are to be planted a minimum of six inches deep 
with slow-release pelletized fertilizer in the planting holes. 
• All planting units shall be fertilized and watered-in at the time of 
installation and thereafter irrigated and fertilized as necessary to 
meet the following survival criteria. Within 180 days, a minimum 
eighty percent overall survival rate of the planting units must be 
established, eighty percent of the planted area covered with the 
grass species and no shore parallel gaps present. Plants shall be 
considered healthy and surviving if they show clearly vigorous 
rhizomes and white, turgid roots. Survival rates shall be determined 
by observing a minimum of 24 healthy out of 30 randomly selected 
planting units. All deficient areas shall be replanted, and the plantings 
maintained until the above success criteria are met.

This letter does not alleviate the applicant’s responsibility to obtain other required local, 
state or federal approvals for the work described above. Please do not hesitate to contact me should 
you have any questions.
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Sincerely,

Anna M. Bisig
Project Manager
SCDES, BCM, Coastal Zone Consistency
Anna.Bisig@des.sc.gov

cc: 
 
Erica Fritz, USACE, Charleston District
erica.fritz@usace.army.mil
 
Stacie Crowe, SCDNR, Coastal Environmental Project Manager
Crowes@dnr.sc.gov

S. Michele Culbreath, Bureau of Water, Water Quality Division
Michele.Culbreath@des.sc.gov

mailto:Crowes@dnr.sc.gov
mailto:Michele.Culbreath@des.sc.gov


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CHARLESTON DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

69A HAGOOD AVENUE 
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29403-5107 

 
May 22, 2025 

 
 
 
 
 
Christy Johnson-Hughes 
Project Leader 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
South Carolina Field Office 
176 Croghan Spur Road 
Charleston, SC 29407 
 
The US Army Corps of Engineers, Charleston District requests a consultation with the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (Service) under the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) (16 U.S.C. § 
3501 et seq.) for the proposed Little River Inlet Maintenance.  This project/action is funded by 
Charleston District Operation and Maintenance funding.   
 
Project Location: 
The Little River Inlet project is located in both Horry County, SC and Brunswick County, NC 
and is within the Waites Island Complex M01 Unit of the Coastal Barrier Resources System 
(CBRS).  
 
Description of the Proposed Action or Project 
The proposed action involves hydraulic cutterhead dredging of the Federal navigation channel to 
its authorized depth of 12 feet and width of 90 feet in the inner channel and 300’ width in the 
entrance channel. Approximately 100,000 cubic yards of beach quality sand will be removed 
from the inner channel shoaling areas and used to stabilize the existing upcoast sand dike and 
rebuild the associated berm. Upon completion of construction, the sand dike will be planted with 
appropriate native vegetation to aid in erosion control.  Construction start date is planned for 
2026.  
 
Applicable Exception(s) under 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a) 
 
General Exceptions 
 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(1): Any use or facility necessary for the exploration, extraction, or 
transportation of energy resources which can be carried out only on, in, or adjacent to a 
coastal water area because the use or facility requires access to the coastal water body. 

☒ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(2): The maintenance or construction of improvements of existing 
federal navigation channels (including the Intracoastal Waterway) and related structures 
(such as jetties), including the disposal of dredge materials related to such maintenance or 
construction. A federal navigation channel or a related structure is an existing channel or 
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structure, respectively, if it was authorized before the date on which the relevant System 
Unit or portion of the System Unit was included within the CBRS (16 U.S.C. § 3505(b)). 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(3): The maintenance, replacement, reconstruction, or repair, but not the 
expansion, of publicly owned or publicly operated roads, structures, or facilities that 
are essential links in a larger network or system. While this exception generally prohibits 
expansions, there is a special provision in CBRA that allows for the expansion of highways 
in Michigan under this exception (see 16 U.S.C. § 3505(c)). 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(4): Military activities essential to national security. 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(5): The construction, operation, maintenance, and rehabilitation of 
Coast Guard facilities and access thereto. 

☐ 
16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(7): Use of a sand source within a System Unit by Federal coastal 
storm risk management projects or their predecessor projects that have used a System Unit 
for sand to nourish adjacent beaches outside the System pursuant to section 701n of title 33 
at least once between December 31, 2008, and December 31, 2023, in response to an 
emergency situation prior to December 31, 2023.  
 
Based on House Report 118-667 and the Congressional Record, this exception applies only 
to the following four U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects:  

• Townsends Inlet to Cape May Inlet, New Jersey project for coastal storm risk 
management and emergency response purposes 

• Wrightsville Beach, North Carolina coastal storm risk management  
• Carolina Beach and vicinity, North Carolina coastal storm risk management  
• Folly Beach, South Carolina coastal storm risk management  

According to the legislative history referenced above, to the best of the Corps' knowledge, 
no other projects would be included now or in the future. 

 
Specific Exceptions  
 
The exceptions below apply only if the project or action is also consistent with the purposes of 
CBRA, which are: “to minimize the loss of human life, wasteful expenditure of federal revenues, 
and the damage to fish, wildlife, and other natural resources associated with coastal barriers…by 
restricting future federal expenditures and financial assistance which have the effect of 
encouraging development; and by considering the means and measures by which the long-term 
conservation of these fish, wildlife, and other natural resources may be achieved” (16 U.S.C. § 
3505(b)). 
 
Therefore, if selecting any of the exceptions below, it is necessary to describe how the 
proposed action or project is consistent with these purposes.  
 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(A): Projects for the study, management, protection, and 
enhancement of fish and wildlife resources and habitats, including acquisition of fish and 

https://www.congress.gov/congressional-report/118th-congress/house-report/667
https://www.congress.gov/congressional-record/volume-170/issue-149/house-section/article/H5713-2
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?hl=false&edition=prelim&path=%2Fprelim%40title16%2Fchapter55&req=granuleid%3AUSC-prelim-title16-section3501&num=0&saved=L3ByZWxpbUB0aXRsZTE2L2NoYXB0ZXI1NQ%3D%3D%7CZ3JhbnVsZWlkOlVTQy1wcmVsaW0tdGl0bGUxNi1jaGFwdGVyNTU%3D%7C%7C%7C0%7Cfalse%7Cprelim
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?hl=false&edition=prelim&path=%2Fprelim%40title16%2Fchapter55&req=granuleid%3AUSC-prelim-title16-section3501&num=0&saved=L3ByZWxpbUB0aXRsZTE2L2NoYXB0ZXI1NQ%3D%3D%7CZ3JhbnVsZWlkOlVTQy1wcmVsaW0tdGl0bGUxNi1jaGFwdGVyNTU%3D%7C%7C%7C0%7Cfalse%7Cprelim
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wildlife habitats, and related lands, stabilization projects for fish and wildlife habitats, and 
recreational projects. 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(B): Establishment, operation, and maintenance of air and water 
navigation aids and devices, and for access thereto. 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(C): Projects under chapter 2003 of title 54 and the Coastal Zone 
Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.). Chapter 2003 of title 54 refers to 
expenditures under the Land and Water Conservation Fund. For additional information on 
the use of this exception for projects under the CZMA, please see this fact sheet. 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(D): Scientific research, including aeronautical, atmospheric, space, 
geologic, marine, fish and wildlife, and other research, development, and applications. 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(E): Emergency actions necessary to the saving of lives and the 
protection of property and the public health and safety, if such actions are performed 
pursuant to sections 5170a, 5170b, 5173, and 5192 of title 42 (certain sections of the Robert 
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act) and are limited to actions that 
are necessary to alleviate the applicable emergency. 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(F): Maintenance, replacement, reconstruction, or repair, but not the 
expansion (except with respect to United States route 1 in the Florida Keys), of publicly 
owned or publicly operated roads, structures, and facilities. Please note that for this 
exception, FEMA regulations (44 CFR Part 206.347(c)(5)) indicate that “no such facility 
may be repaired, reconstructed, or replaced unless it is an ‘existing facility’” (i.e., one that 
was constructed prior to its inclusion in the CBRS and has not been substantially improved 
or expanded since). 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(G): Nonstructural projects for shoreline stabilization that are 
designed to mimic, enhance, or restore a natural stabilization system. For additional 
information on the use of this exception, please see this Frequently Asked Questions 
document. 

☐ 16 U.S.C. § 3505(a)(6)(H): Aquaculture operations that produce shellfish (including 
oysters, clams, and mussels), cultivate micro- or macro-algae, or do not require the use of 
aquaculture feeds; and adhere to best management practices (BMPs) and conservation 
measures recommended by the Service through the consultation process. Please contact the 
appropriate Ecological Services Field Office to determine if any BMPs or conservation 
measures will apply. 

 
  

https://www.fws.gov/media/federal-expenditures-and-financial-assistance-under-coastal-zone-management-act-fact-sheet
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?req=(title:42%20section:5170a%20edition:prelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?hl=false&edition=prelim&req=granuleid%3AUSC-prelim-title42-section5170b&num=0&saved=%7CKHRpdGxlOjQyIHNlY3Rpb246NTE3MGEgZWRpdGlvbjpwcmVsaW0p%7C%7C%7C0%7Cfalse%7Cprelim
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?req=(title:42%20section:5173%20edition:prelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?req=(title:42%20section:5192%20edition:prelim)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-44/part-206/section-206.347#p-206.347(c)(5)
https://www.fws.gov/media/frequently-asked-questions-nonstructural-shoreline-stabilization-projects
https://www.fws.gov/node/267216
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Justification for Exception(s):  
The Little River Inlet project is a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers federal navigation project that 
was authorized by Congress in 1965 (H.D. 137, 92nd Congress, Section 201, P.L. 89-298 River 
and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1965).  Therefore, the planned dredging and maintenance 
of Little River Inlet fully meets exception 16 U.S.C. 3505(a)(2). 
 
Contact Information:  
Erica Fritz, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Charleston District, 69A Hagood Avenue, 
Charleston, SC; 843-329-8167; erica.fritz@usace.army.mil  
 
 
 
 
    
 Nancy A. Parrish Date 
 Chief, Planning and Environmental Branch 
  

22 May 2025

mailto:erica.fritz@usace.army.mil
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Response 
 
Below is the Service's response to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Charleston District’s 
(USACE Charleston) request for a consultation under CBRA for maintenance dredging of 
the Little River Inlet federal navigation project.  This response represents the Service’s 
opinion.  The final decision regarding the expenditure of funds for this action or project 
rests with the federal action agency.  USACE Charleston has fulfilled its obligation to consult 
with the Service under CBRA for this particular action or project within the CBRS.  Please note 
that any new commitment of federal funds associated with this action or project or change in the 
project design and/or scope, is subject to CBRA’s consultation requirement.  
 
The Service has reviewed the information provided by USACE Charleston, and believes the 
referenced action/project is: 
 

☐ Not located within a System Unit of the CBRS and CBRA does not apply (except with 
respect to the restrictions on federal flood insurance) 

☐ Located within a System Unit of the CBRS and meets the exception(s) to CBRA selected 
above 

☐ Located within a System Unit of the CBRS and meets different exception(s) than the one(s) 
selected above (see additional information/comments below) 

☐ Located within a System Unit of the CBRS and does not meet an exception to CBRA (see 
additional information/comments below) 

 
Additional Information/Comments 
 
This response does not constitute consultation for any project pursuant to section 7 of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) or comments 
afforded by the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.); nor 
does it preclude comment on any forthcoming environmental documents pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act (83 Stat. 852; 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.).  
 
 
 
 
 
    
 Christy Johnson-Hughes Date 
 Project Leader 
 

X

July 30, 2025
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Figure 1 Little River Inlet Project Area 
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Programmatic Essential Fish Habitat Consultation for United States Army Corps of 
Engineers Activities and Projects Regularly Undertaken in South Carolina - Verification 
Form 

This form will be filled out by the United States Army Corps of Engineers, Charleston District (Charleston 
District) for activities and projects regularly undertaken in the tidally-influenced waters of South Carolina 
using the Programmatic Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Consultation with NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries 
Service, Southeast Regional Office, Habitat Conservation Division (SERO HCD). Upon obtaining sufficient 
information, the Charleston District will submit the form to SERO HCD for their review and response. 
After receiving a response from SERO HCD, the Charleston District will keep the completed form(s) for 
reporting purposes. 

In addition to the information required below, the Charleston District must also provide a list of all 
recommended management practices that will not be adhered to (with justification provided). This list may 
use the same numbers as the recommended management practices listed in Section 5. 

PART I. 
Project Activity Type 

1. Dredging
2. Placement of Dredged Material
3. Transportation of Dredged Material
4. Beneficial Use - Beach and Nearshore Placement

USACE Charleston District Project Information 
Waterway Name:  

Latitude (e.g., 42.6258):  

Longitude (e.g., -70.6461): 

Work Description: 

Total area of impact to EFH (in acres), 
broken down by individual types of EFH: 

Programmatic EFH Consultation 
Appendix A Project Reference Number: 

1  acres - coastal inlet/water column
 acres   - intertidal and subtidal coastal marine 

bottom

Little River Inlet Federal Navigation Channel

33.8475

-78.5475
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Part II.
USACE’s Determination of Effects to Essential Fish Habitat
The Charleston District will select the appropriate determination:

The activity complies with all elements of the Programmatic EFH Consultation, including all 
Programmatic EFH Consultation recommended best management practices, and adverse effects to EFH 
will not be substantial.

The activity does not comply with all of the elements of the Programmatic EFH Consultation, including 
some Programmatic EFH Consultation recommended best management practices. However, the 
justification below demonstrates that the adverse effects to EFH are not substantial. This does not apply 
to Programmatic EFH Consultation recommended best management practices that are not applicable 
to the project.

Justification for Not Incorporating All EFH conservation measures
If the project does not comply with all of the applicable Programmatic EFH Conservation measures and 
the Charleston District has still determined that the effects of a project on EFH are not substantial and 
the project is otherwise consistent with the Programmatic EFH Consultation, provide justification below 
and identify which conservation measures, provided in the Programmatic EFH Consultation as BMPs, 
are not included:

USACE, Charleston District preparer:

Name Signature

Date

Erica L. Fritz
ure

May 22, 2025
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Part III. 
SERO HCD Determination (To be filled out by NMFS SERO HCD) 
After receiving the Verification Form, SERO HCD will contact the Charleston District with any concerns. 

SERO HCD concurs with the Charleston District’s determination that the proposed project is consistent 
with the Programmatic EFH Consultation (without the need for justification). 

SERO HCD concurs with the Charleston District’s determination that the proposed project is consistent 
with the Programmatic EFH Consultation, with justification described above. 

SERO HCD does not concur with the Charleston District’s determination that the project is consistent 
with the Programmatic EFH Consultation. The Charleston District must conduct additional coordination 
with SERO HCD and a separate individual EFH consultation may be required. 

SERO HCD reviewer: 

Name Signature

Date 

Pace Wilber

May 23, 2025

WILBER.THOMAS.PA
YSON.1365820186

Digitally signed by 
WILBER.THOMAS.PAYSON.13658
20186 
Date: 2025.05.23 14:15:16 -04'00'
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