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The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Charleston District (USACE), has conducted an 

environmental analysis in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, as amended. The draft Environmental Assessment (EA), dated June 2026, evaluates the 
potential environmental impacts of providing federal funding for engineering and design 
assistance for the Dupont-Wappoo Stormwater Project, which addresses critical flooding and 
stormwater infrastructure deficiencies within the City of Charleston, South Carolina. The 
Proposed Action Alternative is described in the EA. 

 
The EA, incorporated herein by reference, evaluated various alternatives to address severe 

recurring flooding driven by limited ditch conveyance, undersized infrastructure, and tidal 
influences at the basin’s outfall to the Stono River. 

 
To satisfy NEPA's requirement to evaluate reasonably foreseeable future impacts, USACE 

utilized a bounding analysis to evaluate the maximum potential conceptual construction footprint 
based on the 2019 AECOM Watershed Master Plan and recent City of Charleston scoping. The 
conceptual footprint encompasses extensive channel widening and conversion, major culvert 
upsizing at associated road crossings, installation of check valves, and the creation of additional 
surface storage. 

 
For all alternatives, the potential effects to the human and natural environment were 

evaluated as appropriate. A summary assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed 
Action Alternative is in Table 1: 
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Table 1 Summary of Potential Effects of the Proposed Action 

Resource 
Insignificant 

Effects 

Insignificant 
Effects as a 

Result of 
Mitigation 

Unaffected 
by Action 

Air Quality and Noise ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Aesthetics ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Terrestrial and Aquatic Biological 
Resources 

☒ ☐ ☐ 

Cultural Resources ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Geology and Topography ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Land Use and Prime Farmland ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Hazardous Toxic and Radioactive Waste ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Navigation ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Public Safety and Socioeconomics ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Recreation ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Water Quality ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Transportation ☒ ☐ ☐ 

 
All practicable and appropriate means to avoid or minimize adverse environmental effects 

were analyzed and incorporated into the Proposed Action Alternative. To ensure the reasonably 
foreseeable future construction phase will not have substantial adverse effects on the human 
environment, USACE commits to incorporating strict environmental safeguards directly into the 
A/E design contract. USACE will ensure the A/E contractor explicitly integrates requirements to 
avoid and minimize impacts to wetlands and Essential Fish Habitat, mandate seasonal tree-
clearing restrictions for bats, enforce standard in-water construction conditions, maintain West 
Ashley Greenway connectivity, implement an inadvertent discovery protocol for cultural 
resources, and include strict HTRW stop-work protocols into the final Plans and Specifications.  

 
Public review of the draft EA and FONSI will conclude with all comments submitted during 

the public review period and any such comments will be considered in the Final EA and FONSI. 
 
Pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, USACE has 

determined the Proposed Action "May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect" the Tricolored Bat, 
West Indian Manatee, Eastern Black Rail, Rufa Red Knot, Monarch Butterfly, Green Sea Turtle, 
Kemp's Ridley Sea Turtle, Loggerhead Sea Turtle, Atlantic Sturgeon, and Shortnose Sturgeon. 
The Proposed Action will have "No Effect" on all other listed species in Charleston County. 
USACE is currently coordinating these determinations with the USFWS and NMFS.  

 
Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 

USACE has determined that the specific locations of ground-disturbing activities cannot be 
identified at this time. Therefore, USACE is executing a Programmatic Agreement (PA) with the 
South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and consulting Tribal Nations in 
accordance with 36 CFR § 800.14(b). The PA will establish the mandatory framework for future 
archaeological identification, evaluation, and resolution of effects prior to construction. 

 
Pursuant to the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, USACE 

has determined the reasonably foreseeable future construction phase will result in minimal 
adverse effects on Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) due to conceptual channel widening and habitat 
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alteration in estuarine reaches. USACE is currently coordinating this determination with NMFS, 
and strict design commitments to avoid and minimize impacts to EFH have been mandated for 
the A/E contractor. 

 
Pursuant to the Clean Water Act of 1972, as amended, USACE anticipates that the final 

engineered design for channel improvements may l require a Department of the Army (DA) 
permit pursuant to Section 404 of the CWA. Specifically, any proposed discharge of dredged or 
fill material associated with the constructed design would require a permit from the USACE 
Regulatory Division prior to initiating work. A Section 401 Water Quality Certification will be 
obtained by the City of Charleston from the South Carolina Department of Environmental 
Services (SCDES) prior to initiating construction. 

 
A determination of consistency with the South Carolina Coastal Zone Management Program 

pursuant to the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, if required, will be obtained by the City 
from SCDES prior to initiating construction work in the coastal zone. 

 
Pursuant to Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, USACE anticipates that the 

construction of the final engineered design for outfalls and check valves may require a DA 
permit. Specifically, any proposed work and/or placement of structures within navigable waters 
associated with construction activities implemented under the final design would require a 
permit from the USACE Regulatory Division prior to initiating work. 

 
All applicable environmental laws have been considered and coordination with appropriate 

agencies and officials has been completed. 
 
Technical, environmental, and cost effectiveness criteria used in the formulation of 

alternative plans were those specified in the Water Resources Council’s 1983 Economic and 
Environmental Principles and Guidelines for Water and Related Land Resources 
Implementation Studies. All applicable laws, executive orders, regulations, and local 
government plans were considered in evaluation of alternatives. Based on this report, the 
reviews by other Federal, State and local agencies, Tribes, input of the public, and the review by 
my staff, it is my determination that the recommended plan would not cause significant adverse 
effects on the quality of the human environment; therefore, preparation of an Environmental 
Impact Statement is not required. 
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National Environmental Policy Act Certification 
 
I certify that I have considered the factors mandated by NEPA; that the environmental 

assessment represents the Corps' good-faith effort to prioritize documentation of the most 
important considerations required by the NEPA statute within the congressionally mandated 
page limits; that this prioritization reflects my expert judgment; and that any considerations 
addressed briefly or left unaddressed were, in my judgment, comparatively not of a substantive 
nature that meaningfully informed the consideration of environmental effects and the resulting 
decision on how to proceed.  I further certify that the resulting environmental assessment 
represents the Corps' good-faith effort to fulfill NEPA's requirements within the Congressional 
timeline; that such effort is substantially complete; that, in my expert opinion, I have thoroughly 
considered the factors mandated by NEPA; and that, in my judgment, the analysis contained in 
this environmental assessment is adequate to inform and reasonably explain my final decision 
regarding the proposed Federal activity. 
 
 
 
 
DATE: _________________   _________________________________________  
 Todd A. Mainwaring, PE, PMP 
 Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Army 
 Commander and District Engineer 


