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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Alabama Coastal Area Management Program (ACAMP) is a federal-state partnership
between the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s (NOAA’s) Office of Ocean
and Coastal Resource Management (OCRM) and the Alabama Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources (ADCNR). ACAMP was approved by NOAA under the Coastal Zone
Management Act (CZMA) in 1979. In accordance with the CZMA, NOAA provides funding to
approved state coastal zone management programs that can be used for a number of purposes,
including program administration (under Section 306 of the Act) and low-cost construction
projects (under Section 306A of the Act) to provide or enhance public access to coastal areas,
among other purposes.

NOAA proposes to fund, through the ACAMP, site improvements at the Dauphin Island
Audubon Bird Sanctuary, in Dauphin Island, Alabama (see Figure 1). These improvements
would include rebuilding two boardwalks that were destroyed by a fire in August 2011,
constructing an overlook platform along one of the boardwalks (to replace an observation
platform destroyed by the fire), planting native vegetation in parts of the Sanctuary damaged by
the fire, and installing new educational signage along trails throughout the Sanctuary.

Figure 1: Location of Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary (outlined in red) (DIPBB 2013)
This Environmental Assessment (EA) will assess the impacts and alternatives associated with

providing federal funding for the proposed public access improvements at Dauphin Island
Audubon Bird Sanctuary. The analysis provided in this EA addresses two alternatives: (1)



providing funding that would enable the installation of educational signage, the rebuilding of two
boardwalks (the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk and Swamp Overlook Boardwalk) and one overlook
platform along the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk, and the planting of native vegetation (the
preferred alternative), and (2) a No Action alternative. Another alternative, which involved
reconstructing a third boardwalk with a pavilion along it and erecting a pavilion along the Tupelo
Swamp Boardwalk—in lieu of replanting native vegetation—was initially considered by
ACAMP. This alternative is not analyzed in detail because it was obviated; using other
resources, the third boardwalk has already been reconstructed, and a pavilion was built in the Old
Bird Banding Area in lieu of along the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk.

This EA document has been prepared in conformance with requirements for implementation of
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NOAA Administrative Order 216-6,
Environmental Review Procedures for Implementing the NEPA, and analyzes the potential for
significant environmental impacts to the human environment by the proposed action, along with
the alternatives.

1.1 Background

Dauphin Island is a barrier island about 14 miles in length that is situated approximately 3 miles
from the Alabama mainland, on the western side of the mouth of Mobile Bay and north of the
Gulf of Mexico. The American Bird Conservancy identified Dauphin Island as a Globally
Important Bird Area (American Bird Conservancy 2001). Located on the southeastern side of
Dauphin Island, along Pelican Bay, is a 155-acre site encompassing multiple habitat types known
as the Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary (“the Sanctuary”). Created in 1961, the
Sanctuary is owned and managed by the Dauphin Island Park and Beach Board (DIPBB), a local
agency dedicated to providing family recreation opportunities.

A stopover point for hundreds of species of migratory birds that fly over the Gulf of Mexico each
year, the Sanctuary contains the largest segment of protected forest on Dauphin Island. The
Sanctuary 1s popular with visitors, including bird watching enthusiasts and thousands of students
who visit every year to participate in educational programs, some of which are run by
neighboring Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory (Hill 2012). In 2012, the Sanctuary’s trail system
was designated as a National Recreation Trail by the National Park Service (National Recreation
Trails Program (NRTP), n.d.a.). Points within the Sanctuary are also included as part of the
Alabama Coastal Birding Trail (Alabama Coastal Birding Trail 2012). The Sanctuary was
identified as an “area for preservation and restoration” at the time the ACAMP was established,
making it eligible for Section 306A funding.

1.2 Summary of Proposed Action and Alternatives

NOAA’s OCRM proposes to provide funding to ACAMP to rebuild two boardwalks (the Swamp
Overlook Boardwalk, which would be 200 linear feet, and the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk, which
would be 400 linear feet) and an overlook platform along the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk
(which would be 10 feet by 10 feet), replant native vegetation in areas affected by a 2011
wildfire, and install new educational signs along the trail system. ACAMP would contract with
DIPBB to carry out the work, and the Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory would help develop the



interpretive signs along the trail system. Both boardwalks would be elevated and would be 6 feet
wide. DIPBB plans for boardwalk construction to occur in the winter, outside peak growing
season and when it is not peak season for visiting migratory birds. Figure 2 shows an existing
boardwalk and signage at the Sanctuary. The proposed boardwalks would be of similar design.
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Figure 2: Boardwalk and signs at the Sanctuary_(NRTP, n.d.b.)

The proposed action is the preferred alternative. NOAA also considered and analyzed a No
Action alternative, which would involve NOAA not funding any elements of the proposed
project. Under this scenario, the various elements of the project would only be carried out if
other funds could be obtained to support them.

One other alternative was considered by DIPBB and ACAMP, but not analyzed. Originally,
DIPBB proposed using the requested funding to reconstruct three boardwalks (the Swamp
Overlook Boardwalk, Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk, and the East Beach Boardwalk), build two
pavilions (along the latter two boardwalks), rebuild an overlook platform with benches along the
Swamp Overlook Boardwalk, and install signs, but not carry out any replanting activities.
However, the East Beach Boardwalk has already been rebuilt, using volunteer labor and another
funding source, and a pavilion was recently built in another part of the Sanctuary, rather than
along the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk. Thus, DIPBB recommended changes to the proposed
project, in line with the current proposed action.

1.3  Findings
The preferred alternative would have a number of beneficial impacts to the environment,

accessibility, and visitors’ recreational and educational experiences at the Sanctuary. Currently,
visitors still walk through the areas where there had been boardwalks (shown in Figure 3), which



has the potential to disturb plants and animals. Reconstruction of the boardwalks would
encourage visitors to stay on them, rather than straying into nearby areas, and would provide
access for individuals with disabilities. The boardwalks would allow visitors to pass through
without treading directly on the ground, which compacts soils and can damage plants and
animals. The new overlook platform would allow small groups of visitors to stop and enjoy the
views; a similar platform was destroyed by the fire. Installing new signs along the trails would
improve educational opportunities for visitors. Planting native species would increase the
amount of native vegetation present and enhance habitats for species that live within or visit the
Sanctuary, including migratory birds.
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Figure 3: Swamp Overlook Trail area (DIPBB 2013)

The No Action alternative would result in minor continued adverse impacts to soil, plants, and
animals due to the continued use of existing paths. A few minor adverse impacts to the natural
environment could result from implementing the preferred alternative. There could be minor soil
compaction from bringing in a front-end loader to drive in pilings for the observation platform;
all other construction will be done by hand. Construction might result in noise in localized areas.
Elevating the boardwalks and observation platform would reduce shading of plants beneath
them; people walking along the routes where the boardwalks will be installed have already
damaged many of the plants that would be impacted by the boardwalks. Construction would
occur during the winter and would not have any significant impacts on birds or other wildlife.
Overall, any adverse environmental impacts would be minimal and are not significant. The
preferred alternative is compatible with all applicable laws and regulations. No historic
properties would be affected by the proposed project, and aesthetics will not be impaired.



Significant individual and cumulative environmental effects would not result from implementing
the proposed action, and preparation of a Finding of No Significant Impact is warranted.

2.0 PURPOSE AND NEED
2.1 Purpose

NOAA proposes to provide funding to ACAMP for construction activities at the Dauphin Island
Audubon Bird Sanctuary to improve accessibility, environmental conditions, and the quality of
visitors® experiences. Replanting native vegetation that was burned or damaged during the
wildfire in 2011 would restore native species and improve the quality of the habitats within the
Sanctuary. Rebuilding the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk and Swamp Overlook Boardwalk, both
destroyed by the fire, would create a raised surface, accessible to individuals with disabilities, for
visitors and staff to use to minimize pedestrian impacts to adjacent flora and fauna. The
proposed project would also improve visitor safety. For example, when the ground is wet, the
boardwalks would prevent people from walking along slippery or muddy areas (see Figure 4).
Installing an overlook platform along the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk would create a vantage
point where small groups of visitors could stop to observe the surrounding habitat. Finally,
installing new signs along the trails would allow some aging signs in these areas to be removed,
would increase the educational value of walking along the trails, and would better inform visitors
about the habitats, species, and resources present at the Sanctuary.

Figure 4: Tupelo Swamp '1rail area (DIPBB 2013)



2:2 Need

A number of boardwalks at the Sanctuary were built in 1998 or thereafter (DIPBB 2013). Figure
5 shows the trail system at the Sanctuary, as of approximately 2010. The August, 2011, wildfire
destroyed several boardwalks and much of the vegetation in burned areas. Since the fire, visitors
have continued to walk through areas where boardwalks once provided raised pathways;
individuals can wander into nearby areas and disturb species. The Tupelo Swamp trail is popular
because it goes along Gaillard Lake. The Swamp Overlook Boardwalk gives visitors a vantage
point from which to observe wetland areas.

The boardwalks need to be rebuilt to reduce disturbances to Sanctuary habitat. Replanting native
vegetation in fire-affected areas could mimic the type of natural regeneration that would occur
after a fire and would increase the density or distribution of desirable native plants species
present, thereby enhancing habitats for migratory birds and other species that live within or visit
the Sanctuary. The overlook platform would encourage visitors to stop and take in the views
surrounding them, and it would allow groups using the boardwalk to stand together to hear from
experts on guided walks. In addition, the current signage at the Sanctuary is showing wear and
needs to be replaced by durable signs on metal posts, according to the Draft Management Plan
for the Sanctuary (DIPBB 2013).

Figure 5: Trail system at the Sanctuary (NRTP, n.d.c.)



3.0 ALTERNATIVES
3.1 Preferred Alternative

NOAA proposes to provide funding to ACAMP to enable new educational signage to be
installed along the trail system at the Sanctuary; the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk and the Swamp
Overlook Boardwalk to be rebuilt, the latter with an overlook platform with benches (to replace a
similar platform destroyed by a wildfire in 2011); and native vegetation to be replanted in parts
of the area burned or damaged by the fire. ACAMP would contract with DIPBB to carry out the
work. This is the preferred alternative of NOAA, ACAMP, and DIPBB. On Figure 6, Site 1
identifies where the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk would be replaced, and Site 2 is where the
Swamp Overlook Boardwalk would be replaced.

SITE LAYOUT
AUDUBON BIRD SANCTUARY

Designed by:
Matthew w. Capps
Executive Director

Dauphin Island
Park & Beach Board

109 Bienville Blvd.

Dauphin Island, AL 38528
Date: 7/13/2012 251-861-3607

Figure 6: Locations of proposed boardwalk reconstruction projects (ACAMP 2013)

The boardwalks would comply with Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines.
Both boardwalks would be located primarily in upland areas, but extend slightly into wetlands,
as shown in Figure 6. The proposed locations would have the least impact on the species that
live in the Sanctuary because there were boardwalks of the same size in the same locations
previously. Although those areas burned in 2011, Figures 3 and 4 show that people can still
walk through the open areas left behind. Portions of these trail areas are difficult to access
without boardwalks, however (A. Gohres, ACAMP, personal communication, July 3, 2013).



Rebuilding the boardwalks would also facilitate access by individuals with disabilities or who
wish to push strollers to parts of the Sanctuary they could not otherwise experience.

Except in areas where they cross wetlands, the boardwalks would be 6 feet wide, raised 6 to 12
inches above the ground, and supported by posts that are 4 inches by 4 inches. Where they cross
wetland areas, the boardwalks would be elevated 8 inches to 3 feet above the ground, and they
would be supported by piles that are six inches by six inches (A. Gohres, ACAMP, personal
communication, September 10, 2013). The observation platform along the Swamp Overlook
Trail would be 10 feet long by 10 feet wide and elevated 3 feet, with railings along the sides.
The observation platform would be supported by poles that are 1 foot in diameter. The proposed
project would not require any U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) permits. Most of the
project will be constructed by hand, except to the extent a front-end loader would be needed to
place some of the posts for the viewing platform. The equipment would be moved along only a
carefully-determined route to minimize impacts, such as soil compaction. DIPBB would check
the front-end loader for fluid leaks before and after deploying the equipment. Boardwalk
construction would occur during the winter, avoiding peak bird migration and nesting seasons
(A. Gohres, ACAMP, personal communication, July 3, 2013). The boardwalks would be made
of wood that has been pressure-treated, a process that introduces chemicals to ward off insects,
microorganisms, and decay (A. Gohres, ACAMP, personal communication, July 17, 2013).

Signs would be installed by hand throughout the trail system, including along the rebuilt
boardwalks, and would be mounted on metal bases. The approximately ten signs envisioned
would be designed in cooperation with Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory and would cover such
topics as wetlands, water quality and aquifers, fire-adapted landscapes, invasive species, etc.
Replanting would occur in areas burned in 2011, east of Gaillard Lake and south of the trail that
goes through the Banding Area, as shown in Figure 5. The plants would be selected in
consultation with the Alabama Forestry Commission and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) from a list of native species found in the Sanctuary. The anticipated replanting effort
has been described by ACAMP as small-scale and not intended to cover all areas burned by the
fire (A. Gohres, ACAMP, personal communication, July 17, 2013).

3.2 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action alternative, NOAA would not provide funding for the proposed project and
ACAMP and DIPBB would take no action to construct boardwalks and observation platforms,
install new signage, or replant native vegetation unless other funds could be obtained to fund
those efforts. Visitors would continue to walk along the areas where there were boardwalks
previously, impacting nearby flora and fauna. Near the former Swamp Overlook observation
platform and along part of the Tupelo Swamp trail, visitors would continue to cross through
small portions of wetlands. There would be no observation platform from which to observe the
swamp. Old signage would remain where it was previously installed, and visitors would not be
educated about many of the topics the new signs would address. Vegetation in areas impacted
by the 2011 fire would have to recover on its own, which might not result in as high-quality a
habitat as could be created with intervention to plant additional native species.



33 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated by the Project Partners

Originally, DIPBB proposed reconstructing three boardwalks (the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk,
Swamp Overlook Boardwalk, and East Beach Boardwalk), rebuilding an observation platform at
the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk, building two pavilions (one along the East Beach Boardwalk
and the other to collect rainwater for a bird bath along the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk), and
installing signs, but not replanting any vegetation. However, the East Beach Boardwalk was
subsequently rebuilt, using volunteer labor. Also, a pavilion that collects rainwater for a bird
bath was built in the Old Bird Banding Area of the Sanctuary, rather than along the Tupelo
Swamp Boardwalk. Thus, DIPBB and ACAMP deleted the East Beach Boardwalk and pavilion,
as well as the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk pavilion, from the proposed project and added
replanting native vegetation. Since the East Beach Boardwalk and the pavilion to collect
rainwater for a naturally-fed birdbath have already been constructed, they are not considered
further in this EA.

4.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This chapter presents a description of the environment at the proposed project site, as required by
NEPA, including some of its physical, biological, cultural, and socioeconomic characteristics.

4.1 Physical Environment

Freshwater marsh covers approximately 12 acres of the Sanctuary. This originally included two
shallow marsh basins, separately by higher land now traversed by the Tupelo Swamp Trail. The
western basin was artificially deepened in the 1950s when muck was excavated to be used as
topsoil for a nearby golf course. The excavated area became known as Gaillard Lake; it is now
approximately 4.5 acres in size and approximately 4 feet deep. The eastern marsh basin is still
fairly undisturbed, and the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk would be to the east of it. More
information about the hydrology of the site is incorporated by reference from the Draft
Management Plan (DIPBB 2013), as permitted by NEPA regulations at 40 C.F.R. § 1502.21.
Some of the Sanctuary is within the floodplain, in the zones designated AE and X by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency.

There are approximately 3,250 feet of beachfront at the Sanctuary. Near the beachfront, there
are dunes that reach elevations of up to 30 feet in some areas, separating the beach from the
forested interior of the Sanctuary. Throughout the rest of the Sanctuary, topographic relief is
gentle, slopes are 0-2 percent, and elevations are only a few feet above sea level in most places.
The soil type found across most (77%) of the Sanctuary is loamy sand, where flatwood trees and
some marsh are found. In other marsh areas covering 6% of the Sanctuary, the soil type is loam.
Along the beach and dunes, there are Fripp sands, covering 14% of the Sanctuary. Gaillard Lake
covers the other approximately 3% of the site. The Tupelo Swamp Trail appears to traverse
Grady loam and Osier loamy sand. The Swamp Overlook boardwalk appears to be in an area
where there is Pactolus loamy sand (DIPBB 2013; Soil Conservation Service 1978; see also
hitp://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov).




On August 28, 2011, a wildfire consumed approximately 60-80 acres of the Sanctuary, primarily

in the southeastern portion between Gaillard Lake and the eastern property boundary. It

destroyed many of the pines in the interior flatwoods, several sections of boardwalk, and the

original Swamp Overlook observation platform. In the dune areas, some areas that burned
contained mature scrub live oak (DIPBB 2013).

4.2  Biological Environment
4.2.1 Plants

The Sanctuary provides diverse habitats. The natural communities present can be divided into a
few types: beach and dune, maritime pine-live oak flatwoods, freshwater marsh, and Gaillard
Lake. The white sand beach and dunes have sea oats growing on them. These give way to a
sparse covering of pines, scrubby live oaks, rosemary, seaside goldenrod, and lichens further
inland. Approximately 300 feet inland, on average, the flatwood forests begin (see Figure 7).
These forests are dominated by slash pine, with some longleaf pine and live oak mixed in. The
understory includes yaupon, wax myrtle, southern magnolia, and other vines and woody species.
The ground cover in the flatwoods includes saw palmetto and invasive cogongrass. In the
freshwater marsh areas, the dominant tree was originally swamp tupelo. Tupelo gum trees are
also present. Chinese tallow (also known as popcorn tree) has invaded wetland areas from
neighboring properties. The plants that grow in the lake have not been catalogued. Prior to
being excavated in the 1950s, Gaillard Lake used to dry seasonally. Species bordering it include
tall pines to its north and west; to its east and south, there is a tupelo swamp (DIPBB 2010).

-

Figure 7: Sanctuary trail through flatwood foret (NRTP, n.d.d)
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The only inventory of plant species present in the Sanctuary is a 2013 vascular plant species
inventory included as an appendix to the Draft Management Plant. It includes 355 species,
including invasive species (most notably cogongrass and Chinese tallow). The inventory is
incorporated by reference and carries disclaimers that it is incomplete and that not all species
have been verified (DIPBB 2013).

The Alabama Natural Heritage Program (ALNHP) collects and manages data about the status
and distribution of species and ecosystems of conservation concern in Alabama and tracks where
the species have been recorded. A variety of species and natural communities on the ALNHP
inventory are found in Mobile County. At NOAA’s request, ALNHP generated lists of species
and natural communities of conservation concern in Alabama that have been identified within
the Sanctuary and within 5 kilometers of the Sanctuary, respectively (M. Barbour, ALNHP,
personal communication, July 19, 2013).

The ALNHP inventory reports that one plant species of conservation was once recorded in the
Sanctuary: pond seedbox (a flowering plant, observed at the Sanctuary in 1966). In Alabama,
pond seedbox is considered critically imperiled. However, the pond seedbox is not included in
the 2013 vascular plant inventory, suggesting that it is no longer present at the Sanctuary. There
was only one other location within 5 kilometers of the Sanctuary where pond seedbox has been
reported to the ALNHP. In 2012, a patch of it was observed in a wet swale at the island’s golf
course. Four other flowering plant species that are considered critically imperiled by ALNHP
have also been reported within 5 kilometers of the Sanctuary. Of these, two are on the
Sanctuary’s plant inventory: coastal-sand frostweed and night-flowering wild petunia (M.
Barbour, ALNHP, personal communication, July 19, 2013; DIPBB 2013). The ALNHP list of
species and natural communities of conservation concern documented at the Sanctuary is
included as Appendix A-1, and the list of species and natural communities of conservation
concern documented within 5 kilometers of the Sanctuary is included as Appendix A-2.

ALNHP also lists the coastal rosemary/woody-goldenrod scrub natural community as being
found within the Sanctuary. ALNHP indicates this natural community might be globally
imperiled, but its conservation status is not ranked in Alabama. Some of the species typically
found in this community have been recorded at the Sanctuary. The only other natural
community of conservation concern within 5 kilometers of the Sanctuary (but not at the
Sanctuary itself) is the needlerush high marsh (M. Barbour, ALNHP, personal communication,
July 19, 2013).

4.2.2 Wildlife

The 155 acres of habitat in the Sanctuary are best known for supporting hundreds of species of
neotropical migratory birds that visit before or after crossing the Gulf of Mexico in the spring
and fall. These include warblers, vireos, thrushes, flycatchers, gnatcatchers, wrens, kinglets, and
tanagers (DIPBB 2013). In fact, Dauphin Island has been identified as a Globally Important Bird
Area by the American Bird Conservancy (American Bird Conservancy 2001). Wild Bird
Magazine selected Dauphin Island as one of the top four locations in North America from which
to observe migratory birds in the spring (NRTP n.d.a.). Hawks, falcons, other birds of prey,
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various waterfowl, and shorebirds (including herons, sandpipers, and terns) are also commonly
found in the Sanctuary. A complete list of birds that might be encountered on Dauphin Island is
available from Dauphin Island Bird Sanctuaries (DIBS), Inc. (DIBS 2010). In addition to
temporarily hosting many migratory birds, there are also year-round populations of some birds in
the Sanctuary. Some birds breed at the Sanctuary (DIPBB 2013). Although butterflies,
including migratory species like monarchs, commonly visit Dauphin Island, there is no inventory
of butterflies found at the Sanctuary. A list of butterfly and moth species that have been spotted
in Mobile County is available, however (Butterflies and Moths of North America n.d.).

No threatened or endangered species protected by the federal government under the Endangered
Species Act (ESA) are known to occur within the Sanctuary, and there is no federally-designated
critical habitat within the Sanctuary. There are no known bald or golden eagles’ nests at the
Sanctuary, but there are osprey nests.

There is no state law in Alabama comparable to the ESA. However, the state has regulations
governing hunting, fishing, and animal possession. Regulation 220-2-.92 identifies non-game
species that are illegal to capture, kill, sell, or otherwise possess without a permit. These include
approximately nine types of mammals (mostly rodents and bats), 22 types of amphibians and
reptiles, 32 fish species, and 19 types of birds (ADCNR 2008). There are 17 bird species
protected by this regulation that could potentially found on Dauphin Island or nearby (e.g., on
adjacent islands) (DIBS 2010). These include the Mississippi sandhill crane, the American white
pelican, a few other waterbirds (e.g., reddish egret and wood stork), a few shorebirds (including
3 plover species), six raptor species, etc. Since the only inventory of reptiles and amphibians
within the Sanctuary is more than 40 years old, and there are no mammal or fish inventories, it is
uncertain whether any other animals covered by Regulation 220-2-.92 live within or visit the
Sanctuary.

In 1970, an inventory of reptiles and amphibians on Dauphin Island mentioned alligators (which
are still known to be present), box turtles, and other turtle species (pond sliders, Florida cooters,
and common snapping turtles). It also mentioned at least three types of snakes, only one of
which is thought to still be present: the non-venomous pinewoods snake. The fish in Gaillard
Lake have not been inventoried, but considering that this location used to dry seasonally before
the lake was excavated, the number of fish species present is thought to be limited. Although
DIPBB does not allow fishing in Gaillard Lake, largemouth bass and bluegill have been
introduced to it (DIPBB 2013).

ALNHP’s list of species and communities of conservation concern identifies Dauphin Island’s
bird assemblage because of the Sanctuary’s large area of protected forest and because Dauphin
Island is the first place birds can make landfall after crossing the Gulf of Mexico. The ALNHP
list of species and natural communities of conservation concern identified within 5 miles of the
Sanctuary also includes Loggerhead sea turtles (a listed species under the ESA), a snake and
terrapin of state conservation concern (both protected by Regulation 220-2-.92), and 9 bird
species, most of which are also listed on the Field Checklist for Birds of Dauphin Island (DIBS
2010). The only bird species recorded within 5 kilometers of the Sanctuary that is federally-
protected is the piping plover, which has been reported on Little Dauphin Island and Pelican
Island, but not Dauphin Island.
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4.3 Cultural Environment

Dauphin Island was visited or inhabited by Native Americans seasonally for centuries before
being colonized by the French in 1699. The island was briefly the capitol of the French
Louisiana Territory, but the capitol was moved to the mainland after a 1717 hurricane. After
being held by both the British and the Spanish in the late 18" Century, American forces captured
Dauphin Island in the early 19™ Century (Cox 2011).

The U.S. government began constructing Fort Gaines on the eastern end of Dauphin Island,
including in the area that is now the Sanctuary, around 1820 (Cox 2011). The Fort was held by
Confederate troops during the Civil War, and the battlefields during the Battle of Mobile Bay in
1864 extended onto land now within the Sanctuary (NRTP n.d.a.). The Fort was also used
during the Spanish American War, World War I, and World War II. After the Fort fell out of
commission, the U.S. government sold it and adjoining land to the City of Mobile, and it was
ultimately transferred to DIPBB. Part of the land became the Sanctuary, and the Fort is still
preserved, less than half a mile away. It houses original cannons used in battle, a restored
blacksmith shop, and a set of tunnels leading to bastions. The National Trust for Historic
Preservation identified Fort Gaines as one of the 11 most endangered Historic Places in 2011
because the beach that it is on is eroding rapidly, at a rate as high as 9 feet per year (National
Trust for Historic Preservation 2013). Although there are some facilities between the Sanctuary
and Fort Gaines, Sanctuary visitors can walk to the fort along the beach.

Most development on Dauphin Island did not occur until after the 1950s, after a bridge
connecting it to the mainland was built. When this period of development began, DIPBB was
established to provide recreational opportunities. In 1954, the area that became the Sanctuary
was slated for conversion into a golf course. The Sanctuary was logged and cleared in
anticipation of creating fairways. Instead, the golf course was built 2 miles away, and the
wetland area now known as Gaillard Lake was partly excavated to provide topsoil for the golf
course. The site was established by DIPBB as a Bird Sanctuary in 1961 in part as a result of the
leadership of Dr. Wilson Gaillard, an avid birder and conservationist who recognized the
importance of establishing a refuge on the island for migratory birds and butterflies. In 1988,
when the Town of Dauphin Island was created, it designated the entire island a bird refuge
(DIBS 2010; Dauphin Island History Archives 2010).

From 1967 to 1992, a formal agreement was in place between the DIPBB and the National
Audubon Society to recognize the Sanctuary as part of the national system of Audubon wildlife
sanctuaries. DIPBB collaborates with many other partners on Sanctuary management, planning,
and maintenance activities, including DIBS (originally called Friends of the Dauphin Island
Audubon Bird Sanctuary), the Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory, ACAMP, Weeks Bay
Foundation, and other local, state, and national organizations (DIPBB 2013). DIBS has raised
more than $1 million to purchase other properties on the island for habitat conservation.
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4.4 Socioeconomic Environment
4.4.1 Population and Economy

As 02010, Dauphin Island had approximately 1,200 residents. The majority of these residents
(97%) are Caucasian. The median age in 2010 was 53. More than a third of the island’s
population was aged 60 or over (U.S. Census Bureau 2011). The primary industry on Dauphin
Island is tourism. The town estimates that, at its busiest, the island sometimes hosts on the order
0f 9,000 tourists or more (Town of Dauphin Island 2013a). Dauphin Island has the highest per
capita income of any municipality in Mobile County (approximately $28,000). As of 2011, the
median household income was approximately $59,000, and the mean household income was
$69,000. Less than 10% of people who lived on Dauphin Island in 2011 had incomes during the
preceding year that placed them below the poverty line (U.S. Census Bureau 2012). These data
indicate that the number of minority and/or low-income Dauphin Island residents is very small.

4.4.2 Local Land Use

Dauphin Island is located approximately 35 miles south of Mobile. It is connected to the
Alabama mainland by a 3-mile bridge. The bridge separates Mobile Bay from the Mississippi
Sound. There is also ferry service to Fort Morgan, in Gulf Shores, Alabama, approximately 3.5
miles to the east of Dauphin Island. The western 8 miles of Dauphin Island are undeveloped and
privately owned, whereas the eastern 6 miles of the island are developed (Town of Dauphin
Island 2013b). There are just over 2,000 acres of land within the Town of Dauphin Island (a
little more than 3.1 square miles). Approximately 25% of the town is undeveloped,
approximately 41% is devoted to parks and recreation, and another 27% is residential. The
remainder of the land in the town is devoted primarily to governmental, institutional, and
commercial uses (Town of Dauphin Island 2013a).

The Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary is a 155-acre parcel located near the southeastern
corner of Dauphin Island. It is to the east of Audubon Street and to the south of Bienville
Boulevard. Some of the lots to the north and west of the Sanctuary have houses on them.
Pelican Bay is to the south of the Sanctuary. To its east, the primary features are a campground
operated by the DIPBB, Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory (which has an Estuarium open to the
public), and Fort Gaines. Northeast of the Sanctuary is a commercial ferry landing.

Dauphin Island is considered a coastal barrier, which protects parts of the mainland from some of
the impacts of severe storms and facilitates an estuarine environment to its north. The Coastal
Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) of 1982 was passed by the U.S. Congress to reduce Federal
incentives to develop certain identified coastal barrier resources, in recognition that Federal
investments can encourage development on coastal barriers and contribute to the loss of
important natural resources; threats to human life, health, and property; and the outlay of
millions of dollars to construct infrastructure and other structures that may have to be rebuilt
after damaging storms. While most federal expenditures and financial assistance are prohibited
in designated coastal barrier resources units, there are a number of exceptions. These include
projects consistent with the purposes of the CBRA funded under the CZMA, as well as projects
for the maintenance, replacement, reconstruction, or repair (but not expansion) of publicly-
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owned or publicly-operated roads, structures, and facilities. The 1990 Coastal Barrier
Improvement Act expanded the original Coastal Barrier Resources System and created a
category of coastal barriers called "otherwise protected areas” (OPAs). OPAs can be designated
on undeveloped coastal barriers where areas have been established by government agencies or
certain other organizations to serve as wildlife refuges, sanctuaries, recreational areas, or for
natural resource conservation purposes. The only prohibition related to Federal expenditures
within OPAs is a prohibition on Federal flood insurance. The Dauphin Island Audubon Bird
Sanctuary is within an OPA designated under the Coastal Barrier Resources System, which is
administered by the USFWS. In January of 2013, a USFWS representative sent a letter to
ACAMP indicating that replacement of the boardwalks destroyed by fire and installation of
signage at the Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary did not conflict with the intentions of
CBRA, given the applicable exceptions provided for by the legislation (see Appendix B).

4.4.3 Visitor Use of the Sanctuary

The Sanctuary is a popular attraction on Dauphin Island. Approximately 3,000 visitors, on
average, come to the Sanctuary to observe migratory birds in the spring and fall. At nearby
Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory, an outreach program called Discovery Hall offers education on
marine topics to students of all ages, teachers, and others; the Discovery Hall Program brings an
average of 9,000 students to the Sanctuary each year for educational tours. In addition,
numerous tourists and local residents visit the Sanctuary for recreation, hiking (including along
foot trails), accessing the beach, educational purposes, and to view wildlife, unfragmented
habitat, and the coast (ACAMP 2013).

There are approximately 3 miles of trails at the Sanctuary, including a 1,000-foot accessible
boardwalk from the parking lot to Gaillard Lake completed in 1998 and a finger pier that extends
into the Lake (see NRTP n.d.c.). There are also an observation platform at the edge of the sand
dunes and two osprey nesting towers (DIPBB 2013). The Sanctuary is listed part of the Alabama
Coastal Birding Trail, established in the 1990s to promote both birding and tourism (Alabama
Coastal Birding Trail 2012). In 2012, the trails in the Sanctuary were formally recognized as
exemplary trails of local and regional significance and designated National Recreation Trails by
the U.S. Secretary of the Interior (NRTP n.d.a.). Not all of the current trails are accessible to
individuals with disabilities, and segments of the trails can become muddy when wet (see Figure
4) or otherwise difficult to traverse. Rebuilding the boardwalks and the observation platform
would therefore enhance recreational opportunities for a broader segment of the population while
reducing impacts to the species that live in or visit the Sanctuary.

50 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This section outlines likely environmental consequences of the No Action alternative and the
preferred alternative, which involves replacing two boardwalks, a viewing platform, and native
vegetation, as well as installing new signage. This section also addresses planned methods to
mitigate a few of the potential impacts (i.e., mitigation measures). All anticipated consequences
of both alternatives are expected to be minor, and many of the anticipated impacts of the
preferred alternative would be beneficial. This aligns with the NOAA Restoration Center’s 2006
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analysis of trail projects designed to achieve similar goals of reducing erosion and enhancing
public access (NOAA 2006). In short, neither the proposed project nor the No Action alternative
is anticipated to have any significant impacts.

5.1 Physical Environment

No physical alterations of the landscape are part of the preferred alternative or the No Action
alternative. The proposed small-scale construction that is part of the preferred alternative is not
intended to alter floodplains or soils; the only impacts would come from driving 4- to 6-inch
wide lumber into the ground to support the new boardwalks in locations where there were
previously boardwalks, driving supports for metal signs into the ground manually, and using a
front-end loader to drive a few poles that would be one foot in diameter into the ground to
support the platform that will be along the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk. Minor adverse impacts
to soils would continue under the No Action alternative. Table 1 summarizes anticipated
consequences to the physical environment.

Table 1: Anticipated Consequences to Physical Environmental Resources

Physical | Preferred Alternative | No Action Alternative
Hydrology While part of the proposed project would be constructed in | No impacts.

the floodplain, any impacts to hydrology would be minor
and short-term. The boardwalks will be raised and pile-
supported. Planting native species could improve
hydrology in the long-term.

Soils In the short term, some compaction could occur during the | Minor adverse effects
construction phase, primarily along the route used by the would continue from
front-end loader. Some holes will have to be dug for posts | people walking directly
to support the boardwalks, platform, and signs. Once on the ground,
completed, the proposed project would be beneficial to disturbing and
soils because installing the boardwalks would greatly compacting soils.
reduce the number of people who walk directly on the
ground.

5.2 Biological Environment

Given the very small area, relative to the size of the Sanctuary as a whole, where infrastructure
improvements (boardwalks, the observation platform, and new signs) are proposed, installation
of these components would be anticipated to have only minor impacts to plant species and
wetlands. Construction will occur in the winter, not during prime growing season. Some
shading by the boardwalks and platform would be anticipated; however, they will be constructed
in areas where there were previously boardwalks and that visitors continue to walk through,
meaning that most habitat that would be impacted by shading is likely low-quality. Some light
will be able to reach plants beneath the boardwalks from the side because the boardwalks will be
elevated 0.5 feet to 1.5 feet in upland arcas and 1.5 feet to 3.0 feet where they cross wetland
areas. The 10 foot by 10 foot observation platform will be wider than the boardwalks, and
elevating it 3 feet above the ground will allow considerable light to reach the plants beneath it.
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Overall impacts to vegetation will be beneficial in areas where native species will be replanted.
The small-scale replanting effort will be undertaken in accordance with input from the Alabama
Forestry Commission and USFWS.

Small portions of the proposed project would cross wetlands (see Figure 6); in these areas, the
boardwalk segments will be elevated 1.5 to 3 feet on pilings. Specifically, the observation
platform along the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk will be elevated 3 feet because it extends into a
wetland area and the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk will be elevated 1.5 feet where it crosses
wetlands. ACAMP and DIPBB consulted with the USACE about whether any permits
associated with the Clean Water Act would be needed for the project. USACE’s Regulatory
Division in South Alabama confirmed that the boardwalks would cross federally-regulated
wetlands and waters, but that no permit would be required based on the proposed configuration
(L. Turney, USACE, South Alabama Branch, personal communication, September 3, 2013; A.
Gohres, ACAMP, personal communication, September 10, 2013). DIPBB plans to ensure that
equipment is brought into the area carefully to minimize the potential for temporary, minor
impacts on wetlands or other habitats from the movement of the front-end loader that will be
used to install the supports for the platform.

Although there are a few federally-listed endangered or threatened species that could be found
within Mobile County (including piping plover recorded on neighboring uninhabited islands and
loggerhead sea turtles seen within 5 kilometers of the site), none are known to occur within the
Sanctuary. Piping plover most commonly utilize beaches, sandflats, and mudflats (USFWS
n.d.). Loggerhead sea turtles nest on beaches between April and September; the proposed
project will occur after their nesting season ends (USFWS 2012). In short, both federally-listed
species prefer habitat directly on the coast, and the proposed boardwalks would be constructed in
the part of the Sanctuary separated from the coast by large sand dunes, after the end of the
nesting season. On October 18, 2012, a USFWS Field Supervisor in Alabama confirmed that no
endangered species, threatened species, or critical habitat are known to occur in the project area
(see Appendix C).

More than a dozen bird species that could visit the Sanctuary (both migratory birds most likely to
be present during spring and fall migrations and birds that could be present at the Sanctuary year-
round) are protected by Alabama Regulation 220-2-.92 and/or identified by ALNHP as of
conservation concern. NOAA conferred with a representative of the USFWS Migratory Bird
Program, who indicated that the proposed project did not present any significant concerns related
to migratory birds. USFWS also indicated that proposed activities are fully compatible with
migratory bird conservation and education goals and objectives (D. Demarest, USFWS, personal
communication, August 8, 2013). Boardwalk construction will occur during the winter, when
potential for disturbing breeding or nesting migratory birds is minimal. The front-end loader is
the only piece of heavy machinery that will be used, and it will only be operated long enough to
drive in the pilings to support the observation platform. In the short term, the noise in the small
portions of the Sanctuary where construction would occur could temporarily drive birds and
other mobile species away, but they could return after construction noise ends. Any noise or
other habitat disturbances would be short-term and minor, particularly since most installation
will be done by hand. DIPBB will monitor for any potential impacts on migratory birds during
project construction. In particular, the Executive Director of the DIPBB plans to invite local
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birdwatchers to walk with him through project sites before and during construction to identify
habitat areas that should be protected and to check for any habitat impacts while work is
ongoing. Also, ACAMP consulted the Alabama Division of Wildlife and Freshwater Fisheries,
which indicated it thought that rebuilding boardwalks would not impact birds (A. Gohres,
ACAMP, personal communication, July 3, 2013).

Table 2 summarizes potential consequences to biological resources. The No Action alternative
would permit minor adverse effects to wetlands, vegetation, and wildlife to continue.

Table 2: Anticipated Consequences to Biological Environmental Resources

Biological Preferred Alternative No Action Alternative

Resource

Wetlands Very small portions of the boardwalks are proposed to cross | Minor adverse effects
through wetlands. In these areas, they will be elevated on would continue from
pilings, which will reduce the potential for shading impacts. | people walking directly
Construction could cause minor, temporary impacts. through the wetlands,

instead of on boardwalks.

Plants Impacts would be minor, and most would be temporary Minor adverse effects
(during construction). Installing posts or pilings might sever | would continue from
some plant rhizomes or compress plants, but most affected people walking through
plants would recover. The closer the boardwalks are to the areas where there were
ground, the less light that can reach species beneath them, so | previously boardwalks;
there could be longer-term impacts beneath portions of the 6- | effects include damage to
foot wide segments of the boardwalk. However, since people | vegetation and habitats.
currently walk on trails where the boardwalks would be
constructed, most plants are already damaged in these areas.

Also, where the boardwalks cross over wetland areas, they
will be elevated considerably higher than other trail segments,
to reduce shading. Beneficial impacts could occur from
replanting native species.

Wildlife Minor, short-term impacts could occur during construction, Minor adverse effects
which will not occur during peak nesting season or migration | would continue in limited
season. (For example, birds and other wildlife might be areas where people walk
disturbed in localized areas by the brief periods of noise, but | directly on the ground,
could move elsewhere until construction is complete.) which could impact
Mitigation measures such as monitoring project impacts on invertebrates, among other
birds are planned. Replanting native species could improve species.
habitat for wildlife over the long term. Installing pilings in the
soil or sediment might harm, kill, or push deeper a limited
number of invertebrates and similar organisms, but only at the
location of support posts. New infrastructure could allow
wildlife to perch, bask, travel, or roost on it, which could
result in positive or negative impacts that are hard to predict
due to predator-prey interactions and other factors.
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5.3 Cultural Environment

Both the proposed project and the No Action alternative are anticipated to have no impact on
cultural or historical artifacts or resources. The nearest documented historic resource is Fort
Gaines, which is within half a mile of the Sanctuary. NOAA determined that the proposed
project would have no adverse effect on historic properties, and submitted this finding to the
Alabama Historical Commission, which concurred on June 21, 2013 (see Appendix D).

5.4 Socioeconomic Fnvironment

No changes to land uses or development patterns will result from the proposed project. Minor
changes to visitor use of the Sanctuary are anticipated from the proposed project and are
described in Table 3. The preferred alternative is expected to have a minor positive impact on
the socioeconomic environment, especially the experience of visitors to the Sanctuary. The No
Action alternative would keep some individuals with disabilities from being able to use trail
segments that would be reconstructed under the preferred alternative and would result in less
favorable educational opportunities than the preferred alternative.

Table 3: Anticipated Consequences to Socioeconomic Resources

Socioeconomic | Preferred Alternative No Action Alternative
Resource

Recreational Beneficial impacts would result from replacement of | Negative impacts would
Uses the boardwalks, platform, native plants, and signage. | continue because some

Access to and vantage points from which to observe
Sanctuary resources would be improved, especially
for individuals with disabilities. Use of boardwalks
instead of foot trails would also improve visitor
safety. Educational opportunities would also be
improved because the new signs would cover
broader topics than existing signage.

individuals with disabilities
are unable to use the trails
where the boardwalks used to
be. People also would not be
as well informed about the
resources at the Sanctuary and
on Dauphin Island because the
existing signage is old and
addresses fewer issues.

5.5 Other Environmental Consequences

As this project is designed to restore and enhance areas burned by a wildfire, it is inherently
beneficial. During construction, however, there will likely be minor environmental
consequences associated with equipment use, noise and other minor disruptions. The potential
consequences of the proposed project are outlined below. These types of consequences would
not occur from the No Action alternative.

Air Quality Impacts

Extremely small amounts of air pollutants (e.g., carbon monoxide) associated with the use of a
front-end loader to install pilings for the observation platform might be released during
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construction. No long-term air quality impacts are anticipated at the site or in the surrounding
environment.

Water Quality Impacts

The wood used for the boardwalks and observation platform will be treated with chemicals to
resist decay, microorganisms, and insects. Small amounts of chemical contaminants in the wood
or metals in the metal posts supporting the new signs could leach out into adjacent soil, sediment,
or water, but in such small quantities and in such localized areas that effects would be minor. No
other potential water quality impacts of the project are anticipated.

Aesthetics and Visual Impacts

The only aesthetics impacts anticipated from the proposed project would be considered
beneficial, from most standpoints. The areas where infrastructure will be installed are already
disturbed because there were boardwalks in the same locations prior to the 2011 fire. Since
natural colors and materials will be used, the boardwalks and platform will blend in with other
Sanctuary infrastructure and the surrounding environment. On the 60-80 acres impacted by the
wildfire, vegetation was damaged or destroyed, which had aesthetics impacts. Some of these
impacts are still evident. Replanting native vegetation should improve aesthetics by increasing
the amount of healthy vegetation in affected areas.

The new boardwalks, observation platform, signage, and native vegetation will improve visitor
access to scenic resources along the Tupelo Swamp and Swamp Overlook trails. The
observation platform will provide an excellent vantage point from which to observe the swamp.
Thus, the project would have beneficial impacts to scenic vistas.

Noise Impacts

There would be a minor increase in noise levels within the Sanctuary at the project sites during
the construction phase of the project. These impacts are expected to be short-term and limited to
active periods of construction. The noise from installing the supports for the viewing platform
using a front-end loader would not last long The rest of the construction would be carried out
by hand, and associated noise would not travel far.

Cumulative Impacts

The proposed infrastructure replacement and small-scale replanting set no precedents for future
actions that would significantly affect the quality of the environment, and there will not be
significant cumulative impacts. There were previously boardwalks and an observation platform
in the locations where new ones will be installed. Since there are trails in the locations where the
boardwalks would be rebuilt, there is already continuing visitor use of the areas where
improvements would occur. Considering these factors, the proposed project is unlikely to
substantially increase visitation to the Sanctuary or the project areas. The net long-term effects
of the proposed project would be beneficial because it would reduce the likelihood of visitors
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wandering off the trails and disturbing even more natural habitat, which is currently easy to do in
the areas where the boardwalk is missing.

The new boardwalks and observation platform combined will extend across 3,700 square feet
(the proposed project would fund an observation platform that is 100 square feet and 3,600
square feet of boardwalk). The existing boardwalks at the Sanctuary together cover less than
7,500 square feet. The completion of the proposed project would result in there being less than
12,000 square feet (approximately one-quarter of an acre) of boardwalk in the Sanctuary. The
entire area of the Sanctuary is more than 155 acres. Thus, the boardwalks would cumulatively
extend over less than 0.2 percent of the Sanctuary, so any minor adverse impacts would extend
across only a very small portion of the Sanctuary. The Draft Management Plan for the Sanctuary
does not recommend any new boardwalk projects, beyond repair and reconstruction of the
boardwalks damaged by the fire. The only other potential construction project suggested in the
Draft Management Plan is creating a small covered shelter with seating for groups of up to 30
people (DIPBB 2013).

The proposed small-scale replanting within a portion of the 60-80 acres burned within the
Sanctuary would be guided by expert input. The project would not reforest the entire area
burned in the 2011 fire. Furthermore, it would not set a precedent for future replanting, the need
for which will be reevaluated in the future, according to the Draft Management Plan (DIPBB
2013). The new signs would be installed in areas that are already disturbed. The new signs are
intended to address currently-known needs for updated or new informational signs along trails
used by visitors. Should a need for additional signs be identified in the future, the proposed
project does not set a precedent that suggests that ACAMP or federal funding would be
available. ACAMP and NOAA evaluate proposed CZMA projects individually every year.

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources

There will be no changes to land use within the Sanctuary over the long term because
boardwalks previously existed in the areas where they will be rebuilt. The primary irretrievable
consequences of the proposed project would be the time, money, and human effort to plan and
implement the project. If another fire were to burn the infrastructure that is rebuilt, or if it were
to be damaged by future unforeseen events, it would be difficult to recapture any of the financial
resources invested.

6.0 COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE
REVIEW REQUIREMENTS

Clean Air Act

The Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. § 7401, et seq.) directs the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
to set limits on air emissions to ensure basic protection of health and the environment. The
fundamental goal is the nationwide attainment and maintenance of the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS). Primary NAAQS are designed to protect human health.
Secondary NAAQS are designed to protect the public welfare (for example, to prevent damage
to soils, crops, vegetation, water, visibility, and property).
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Compliance: Most construction will be carried out by hand. Use of a front-end loader would
only make de minimus impacts on air quality in the immediate vicinity. Any machinery used
would be operated in compliance with all applicable state rules and local requirements.

Clean Water Act (CWA)

The Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 1251, et seq.) is the principal law governing pollution control
and water quality of the Nation's waterways. Section 404 of the law authorizes a permit program
for the beneficial uses of dredged or fill material in navigable waters. The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers administers the program.

Compliance: The project will be carried out in compliance with federal and state requirements,
including those associated with the CWA. ACAMP coordinated with the Alabama Department
of Environmental Management (ADEM), which indicated that no state permit would be required.
ACAMP and DIPBB also consulted with USACE, which indicated in a letter dated September 3,
2013, that no CWA permits would be required because no fill material is being placed in the
wetland areas and, in these areas, the boardwalks and observation platform will be elevated on
pilings 1.5 to 3 feet (L. Turney, USACE, South Alabama Branch, personal communication,
September 3, 2013; A. Gohres, ACAMP, personal communication, September 10, 2013).

Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA)

Originally passed in 1982 and reauthorized multiple times, CBRA (16 U.S.C. § 3501 et seq.; 12
U.S.C. § 1441 et seq.) was enacted to address issues related to coastal batrier development and to
minimize the loss of human life, wasteful federal expenditures, and damage to fish, wildlife and
other natural resources by restricting federal financial assistance in designated coastal barriers,
with some exceptions.

Compliance: The Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary is within a designated “otherwise
protected area” in the Coastal Barrier Resources System, which means that it is not eligible for
Federal flood insurance. Even if it were in a full “System unit,” where there would be additional
prohibitions related to investing federal funds, there is an exception for investments under the
CZMA that are consistent with the objectives of CBRA. In January of 2013, a USFWS
representative sent a letter to ACAMP indicating that replacement of the boardwalks destroyed
by fire and installation of signage at the Sanctuary did not conflict with the intentions of CBRA
(see Appendix B).

Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA)

The goal of the CZMA (16 U.S.C. § 1451, et seq.) is to preserve, protect, develop and, where
possible, restore and enhance the Nation’s coastal resources. Pursuant to the CZMA (16 U.S.C. §
1455) and NOAA regulations (15 C.F.R. Part 923), NOAA approved the State of Alabama’s
CZMA management program on September 25, 1979. NOAA provides, subject to annual
Congressional appropriations, annual implementation grants to states with federally-approved
CZMA management programs. The annual implementation grants include activities and projects
under CZMA §§ 306, 306A and 309 (16 U.S.C §§ 1455, 1455a and 1456b), which are reviewed
and approved by the appropriate State CZMA agency(ies) and NOAA as part of the annual
federal CZMA grant submission and approval process. CZMA § 306A (16 U.S.C §§ 1455a)
land acquisition and construction projects included in a state’s annual CZMA implementation
grant may also require additional state and/or federal permits.
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Compliance: The project will be in full compliance with this Act. The ACAMP is administered
by two state agencies, ADCNR and ADEM. ADCNR issues CZMA grants, whereas ADEM
issues state permits and administers the CZMA federal consistency provision for Alabama. State
agencies or local governments responsible for CZMA § 306A projects that are part of Alabama’s
approved annual CZMA implementation grant will also obtain any required ADEM permit or
other state or local permits prior to completion of the project. If a CZMA § 306A project also
requires a federal permit (e.g., a Clean Water Act § 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers), then the state agency or local government 306A project proponent will also provide a
consistency certification to ADEM, pursuant to CZMA § 307(c)(3)(A) (16 U.S.C §
1456(c)(3)(A)) and 15 C.F.R. Part 930, Subpart D, and obtain ADEM’s CZMA federal
consistency concurrence.

Department of Commerce Pre-award Notification Requirements for Grants and
Cooperative Agreements

Published by the Department of Commerce in the Federal Register, October 1, 2001 (at 66 FR
49917) and amended October 30, 2002, (at 67 FR 66109) are requirements applicable to all
federal financial assistance awards issued by the Department.

Compliance: Special Award Conditions on the financial assistance award that would fund the
proposed project require compliance with these requirements.

Endangered Species Act

The federal Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. § 1531, et seq.; 50 C.F.R. Parts 17, 222, 224)
directs all federal agencies to conserve endangered and threatened species and their habitats and
encourages such agencies to utilize their authority to further these purposes. Under the Act,
NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service and USFWS publish lists of endangered and
threatened species and their critical habitat. Section 7 of the Act requires that federal agencies
consult with these two agencies to minimize the effects of federal actions on endangered and
threatened species.

Compliance: An October 18, 2012, communication from USFWS to ACAMP indicated that no
federally threatened or endangered species or critical habitat are known to occur within the
project area (see Appendix C). No impacts to NOAA trust resources are anticipated. Therefore,
NOAA concludes that the proposed project would not affect listed species or critical habitat.

Environmental Justice

To be consistent with the President’s Executive Order on Environmental Justice 12898 (February
11, 1994), Executive Order 12948 (Amendment to Executive Order No. 12898), and the
Department of Commerce’s Environmental Justice Strategy, applicants must ensure that their
projects will have no disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects
on minority or low income populations.

Compliance: There are no minority or low-income populations on Dauphin Island. Some
Sanctuary visitors probably come from Mobile County, where African-Americans make up 35%
of the population and other minorities represent 5% of the population. This project is consistent
in use and type with existing zoning and land use regulations, and no adverse impacts are
expected. In fact, minority and low-income visitors to the Sanctuary would benefit from the
proposed project. The new boardwalks would improve access for all visitors to different habitats
within the Sanctuary, and the new signage would allow visitors to better appreciate the resources
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present by describing important characteristics of wetlands, sand dunes, fire-adapted landscapes,
aquifers, species found at the Sanctuary, etc.

Executive Order 11990 — Protection of Wetlands, Executive Order 11988 — Floodplain
Management, and Flood Disaster Protection Act

Executive Order 11990 requires federal agencies to avoid the adverse impacts associated with
the destruction or loss of wetlands, to avoid new construction in wetlands if alternatives exist,
and to develop mitigation measures if adverse impacts are unavoidable. Executive Order 11988
requires federal agencies to avoid, to the extent possible, long and short-term adverse impacts
associated with the occupancy and modification of floodplains. Pursuant to the Flood Disaster
Protection Act, the NFIP prohibits the use of funds for acquisition or construction of buildings in
special flood hazard areas in communities that are not participating in the Flood Insurance
Program (as identified in the NFIP’s Community Status Book).

Compliance: NOAA’s Guidance Manual on Compliance with Implementing Executive Orders
11988 and 11990 (issued in 2012) outlines an evaluation process for projects that extend into
floodplains and wetlands. However, the evaluation process does not apply to most projects that
entail minor modification of existing facilities or structures in a floodplain or wetland to improve
safety or environmental conditions, as long as certain conditions are met. The proposed project
conforms to the exception for minor modification of existing structures. Rebuilding the Tupelo
Swamp Boardwalk and the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk segments would create minor
modifications to other segments of boardwalks within the Dauphin Island Audubon Bird
Sanctuary that already exist. As noted above, the proposed project would improve the safety of
the trails and reduce any environmental impacts visitors currently create by walking through
these areas. Although part of the Sanctuary is in the AE flood zone, Dauphin Island does
participate in the NFIP (Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2013). No buildings will be
constructed in the floodplain; the proposed project would include erecting boardwalks, a
platform, and signage, parts of which would be in the floodplain. The Town of Dauphin Island
does not require a special floodplain development permit for this project (A. Gohres, ACAMP,
personal communication, September 10, 2013).

Executive Order 13089 — Coral Reef Protection

Among other things, Executive Order 13089 directs federal agencies whose actions may affect
U.S. coral reef ecosystems to identify their actions that may affect U.S. coral reef ecosystems,
utilize their programs and authorities to protect and enhance the conditions of these ecosystems,
and ensure that any actions they authorize, fund, or carry out will not degrade the conditions of
such ecosystems (to the extent permitted by law).

Compliance: The proposed project will not affect any coral reef ecosystems. There are no coral
reef ecosystems in the immediate vicinity of Dauphin Island. A reef-type ecosystem exists
considerably further to the south, on the order of 75 miles from Dauphin Island, at a formation
called the Alabama Pinnacles (or the Mississippi-Alabama Pinnacles). However, this formation
and other coral reef ecosystems are sufficiently far from the site that they would not be adversely
affected by minor construction activities at the Sanctuary.
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Executive Order 13112 — Invasive Species

The purpose of Executive Order 13112 is to prevent the introduction of invasive species, respond
to and control invasions in a cost-effective and environmentally sound manner, and to provide
for restoration of native species and habitat conditions in ecosystems that have been invaded.
Compliance: The preferred alternative will not remove or introduce any invasive species to the
Sanctuary; instead, it will reestablish native species, some of which were destroyed by fire.

Executive Order 13158 — Marine Protected Areas (MPAs)

Executive Order 13158 requires Federal agencies to identify actions that affect natural or cultural
resources that are within MPAs. It further requires Federal agencies, in taking such actions, to
avoid harm to the natural and cultural resources that are protected by MPAs.

Compliance: The nearest MPA in the National System of Marine Protected Areas is Bon Secour
National Wildlife Refuge, which consists of 5 separate units. Four of the units are on the east
side of Bon Secour Bay. In addition, Little Dauphin Island, an uninhabited island immediately
the north of Dauphin Island, is part of the Bon Secour National Wildlife Refuge and hence
protected by Executive Order 13158. The proposed project is not anticipated to have impacts
beyond the Sanctuary’s boundaries and therefore would not affect Little Dauphin Island or other
parts of Bon Secour National Wildlife Refuge.

Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. § 1801, ef seq.)
as amended and reauthorized by the Sustainable Fisheries Act (Public Law 104-297), established
a program to promote the protection of essential fish habitat (EFH) in the review of projects
conducted under federal permits, licenses, or other authorities that affect or have the potential to
affect such habitat. After EFH has been described and identified in fishery management plans by
the regional fishery management councils, federal agencies are obligated to consult with the
National Marine Fisheries Service with respect to any action authorized, funded, or undertaken
or proposed to be authorized, funded, or undertaken, by such agency that may adversely affect
any EFH.

Compliance: There is no EFH at the sites within the Sanctuary where work is proposed, and no
direct or secondary impacts to EFH will occur from the project. Although portions of the
boardwalks could go through wetlands and plants could be planted in wetland areas, these areas
are isolated freshwater wetlands, not connected to the Gulf of Mexico, Mobile Bay, or the
Mississippi Sound. While there would be no EFH impacts, the National Marine Fisheries
Service’s Southeast Regional Office was informed about the proposed project.

Marine Mammal Protection Act

The Marine Mammal Protection Act (16 U.S.C. § 1361, ef seq.) establishes a moratorium on the
taking and importation of marine mammals and marine mammal products, with exceptions for
scientific research, allowable incidental taking, subsistence activities by Alaskan natives, and
hardship. The Act provides authority to manage and protect marine mammals, including
maintenance of the ecosystem.

Compliance: The preferred alternative will have no impact on marine mammals.
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Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. § 715, et seq.) provides for the protection of
migratory birds. For example, it regulates capturing or killing migratory birds, their import and
export, scientific collection, and possession for educational purposes. The Act does not
specifically protect migratory bird habitat, but USFWS may suggest consideration of time of
year restrictions for construction or remedial activities at sites where it is likely migratory birds
may be nesting or project schedules that would avoid the nesting seasons of migratory birds.
Compliance: Because the Sanctuary is widely used by migratory birds, NOAA consulted with
USFWS to ensure compliance with the MBTA. A representative of the USFWS Migratory Bird
Program indicated that the proposed project did not present any significant concerns related to
the take of migratory birds. USFWS also indicated that proposed activities are fully compatible
with the goals and objectives of the MBTA, including promoting the long-term conservation of
migratory birds and public recreation and education related to migratory birds (D. Demarest,
USFWS, personal communication, August 8, 2013). DIPBB plans for boardwalk construction to
occur during the winter, when potential for disturbing breeding or nesting migratory birds is
minimal, and most of the construction activities will not require heavy machinery which could
disturb birds or surrounding habitats. DIPBB will monitor for any potential impacts on
migratory birds during project construction.

National Historic Preservation Act

The purpose of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. § 470, et seq.) is to provide for
the preservation of historic American sites, buildings, objects, and antiquities of national
significance, and for other purposes by specifically providing for the preservation of historical
and archeological data which might otherwise be lost or destroyed.

Compliance: In consultation with ACAMP, NOAA determined that the proposed action would
have no adverse effect on historic properties and submitted this finding to the Alabama Historical
Commission. The Commission concurred with NOAA’s assessment on June 21, 2013, noting
that the proposed work should create no adverse effect to properties listed on or eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places (see Appendix D).

Rivers and Harbors Act

The Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. § 401, et seq.) regulates development and use of
the nation’s navigable waterways. Section 10 of the Act prohibits unauthorized obstruction or
alteration of navigable waters and vests the USACE with authority to regulate discharges of fill
and other materials into such waters.

Compliance: Neither the proposed project, nor its anticipated impacts, will extend into navigable
waters. The USACE administers requirements related to the Rivers and Harbors Act, and its
Regulatory Division in South Alabama reviewed the project in the summer of 2013 (L. Turney,
USACE, South Alabama Branch, personal communication, September 3, 2013).

7.0  CONCLUSION: FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration proposes to fund installing educational

signage, rebuilding two boardwalks (the Tupelo Swamp Boardwalk and Swamp Overlook
Boardwalk) and one overlook platform along the Swamp Overlook Boardwalk, and planting
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native vegetation at Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary, designated an “area for
preservation and restoration” under the Alabama Coastal Area Management Program. A No
Action alternative was also considered. One other alternative was identified, but not analyzed
further because it was obviated: this alternative would have allowed three boardwalks to be
rebuilt, one observation platform and two pavilions to be constructed along the boardwalks, and
new signage to be installed. However, this alternative was not analyzed further because the third
boardwalk and pavilions were built using other funding sources.

Significant individual and/or cumulative environmental effects would not result from
implementation of the preferred alternative, and preparation of a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) is warranted.

NOAA Administrative Order (NAO) 216-6 (revised June 20, 1999) provides eleven criteria for
determining the significance of the impacts of a proposed action. These criteria are discussed
below as they relate to the proposed project.

a. Has the agency considered both beneficial and adverse effects? (A significant effect
may exist even if the Federal agency believes on balance the effect will be beneficial.)

The agency has considered both beneficial and adverse effects, and no significant effects are
anticipated. The beneficial effects include making the Tupelo Swamp and Swamp Overlook
trails accessible to a larger number of people (e.g., individuals with disabilities or who wish to
push strollers) by rebuilding boardwalks, helping reduce impacts to the areas near the trails by
encouraging people not to stray from the boardwalks, creating an area for contemplation of the
habitat (the observation platform), increasing the number of interpretive signs and enhancing the
educational experience for visitors, and improving habitats by planting native species in areas
damaged by a wildfire. Adverse effects could include impacts to a small number of plants and
animals in areas where construction would occur, but these impacts would be minimal and
largely temporary. Most impacted species would be able to relocate to or recolonize areas
outside the construction zone. Planned mitigation measures include carrying out most of the
construction without heavy machinery, during the winter. None of the anticipated effects are
considered significant individually or cumulatively. The only other possible construction project
being proposed at the Sanctuary is a covered shelter near the parking lot with seating for 30
people. Shading impacts of that project, if constructed, would be minor, given the size of the
Sanctuary.

b. To what degree would the proposed action affect public health and safety?

The proposed project would have a beneficial effect on public health and safety in the Tupelo
Swamp and Swamp Overlook trail areas by rebuilding boardwalks and a platform to create a
smooth, level surface for people to traverse during a variety of weather conditions, thereby

eliminating the use of trails that can be unsafe where they are muddy, uneven, etc.

¢. To what degree would the proposed action affect unique characteristics of the
geographic area in which the proposed action is to take place?
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None. The new educational signage will help visitors better appreciate the unique characteristics
of the Sanctuary. These characteristics extend beyond the areas where the boardwalks would be
installed. The proposed infrastructure will be very similar, in its design and location, to
previously-existing infrastructure and will not detract from the unique characteristics of the
Sanctuary. Migratory birds passing through the Sanctuary will not be affected significantly
because the project would not be constructed during times of year when large numbers of
migratory birds would be passing through or nesting and because any birds in the area would be
expected to temporarily move away from construction activities. Efforts to replant native
vegetation species would be designed to enhance the unique characteristics of habitats impacted
by the 2011 fire.

d. To what degree would the proposed action have effects on the human environment that
are likely to be highly controversial?

None. There is no controversy associated with the project. It would enable replacement of
infrastructure and plants destroyed by the wildfire, and the new signage would enhance the
experience of visitors walking along Sanctuary trails. Visitors support the project and look
forward to its completion (A. Gohres and P. Hinesley, ACAMP, personal communication, June
4,2013).

e. What is the degree to which effects are highly uncertain or involve unique or unknown
risks?

None. The proposed action presents no unknown risks, as there has been equivalent
infrastructure and vegetation to which the proposed action can be compared. Until the 2011
wildfire, there were boardwalks and an observation platform of similar design in the same
locations. The only vegetation species to be replanted will be native species typically found in
environments similar to those in the Sanctuary; the species to be planted will be selected based
on input from the Alabama Forestry Commission and USFWS. Signs similar to those proposed
to be installed at the Sanctuary already exist at Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory and remain in
good condition over time. The proposed new signage will have minimal impacts, similar to
those of the signs at Dauphin Island Sea Laboratory that they will be modeled after. It is highly
certain that the new boardwalks and observation platform and additional native vegetation will
have similar impacts to those of the previous boardwalks, observation platform, and vegetation.
Any adverse impacts would be minimal.

f. What is the degree to which the action establishes a precedent for future actions with
significant effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration?

None. The only trail improvements recommended in the Sanctuary’s Draft Management Plan
are replacement of boardwalks burned during the fire. The proposed infrastructure and
vegetation would replace previously-existing infrastructure and vegetation in the same locations
and therefore does not establish a precedent. NOAA approves funding for small construction
projects consistent with Section 306A of the CZMA every year, including projects that have
included boardwalk construction, signage installation, and native species planting. However,
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each project that ACAMP proposes to fund is reviewed individually, both by ACAMP and by
NOAA.

g. Does the proposed action have individually insignificant but cumulatively significant
impacts?

No. Adverse effects could include impacts to a small number of plants and animals in areas
where construction would occur, but these impacts would be minimal and largely temporary.
Most impacted species would be able to relocate to areas outside the construction zone.
Considering the small area that all the boardwalks and signage at the Sanctuary cumulatively
cover, individual and cumulative impacts are likely to be insignificant.

h. What is the degree to which the action adversely affects entities listed in or eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places, or may cause loss or destruction of
significant scientific, cultural, or historic resources?

None. NOAA determined that the proposed action would have no adverse effect on historic
properties and submitted this finding to the Alabama Historical Commission. The Alabama
Historical Commission concurred with this determination on June 21, 2013 (see Appendix D).

i. What is the degree to which endangered or threatened species, or their critical habitat,
as defined under the Endangered Species Act of 1973, are adversely affected?

None. No threatened or endangered species protected by the federal government under the
Endangered Species Act are known to occur within the Sanctuary, and there is no federally-
designated critical habitat within the Sanctuary. USFWS concurred with this determination on
October 18, 2012 (see Appendix C).

jo Does the proposed action have a potential to violate Federal, state, or local law for
environmental protection?

No. The Dauphin Island Park and Beach Board is not subject to any Town of Dauphin Island
permitting requirements, so no local permits are needed. DIPBB consulted with the Alabama
Department of Environmental Management to ensure that no state permits were required (A.
Gohres, ACAMP, personal communication, July 17, 2013). Compliance with federal
requirements is documented in the preceding section (6.0) of this EA. USACE was one of
several federal agencies consulted to ensure that no federal permits were required. Given project
review at the state and federal level, no violation of environmental protection laws is threatened.

k. Will the proposed action result in the introduction or spread of a non-indigenous
species?

No. The project will only result in the introduction of additional native plants; no non-
indigenous species will be introduced at the Sanctuary.
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Finding of No Significant Impact
Environmental Assessment
Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary Site Improvements

NOAA has prepared the attached Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Dauphin Island
Audubon Bird Sanctuary Site Improvements, which conforms to the procedural and technical
requirements set forth in NOAA Administrative Order 216-6, Environmental Review Procedures
for Implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and NEPA. The proposed
action is to approve providing funding to the Alabama Coastal Area Management Program,
under Section 306A of the Coastal Zone Management Act, for enhancements at the Dauphin
Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary, which would benefit visitor access, educational opportunities,
and habitats. The EA assesses the potential environmental impacts of the reconstruction of two
boardwalks and an observation platform, the installation of new signs along the trail system, and
replanting native species in areas affected by a 2011 wildfire, which is the preferred alternative
for NOAA, the Alabama Coastal Area Management Program, and the Dauphin Island Park and
Beach Board, which owns the Sanctuary.

Having reviewed the EA, T have determined that the project assessed within will not have a
significant impact on the quality of the human environment. Therefore, the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed action is not required by Section 102(2)(c) of
the National Environmental Policy Act or its implementing regulations.

. R it it/2013

Holly A. Bamford, Ph.D. Date
Assistant Administrator for
Ocean Services and Coastal Zone Management
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8.0 PREPARERS OF REPORT
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Ocean Service, NOAA
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Analysis), Nicholas School of the Environment and Earth Sciences, Duke University

Bachelor of Arts (Environmental Policy and English), Amherst College
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9.0 REFERENCES

Alabama Coastal Area Management Program (ACAMP). 2012. Section 306A Project
Checklist: DIPBB — Site Improvements and Educational Signage for Dauphin Island Audubon
Bird Sanctuary. December 5, 2012.

ACAMP. 2013. Section 306A Project Checklist: DIPBB — Site Improvements and Educational
Signage for Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary. February 8, 2013. :

Alabama Coastal Birding Trail. 2012. Dauphin Island-Bayou La Batre Loop.
www.alabamacoastalbirdingtrail.com/trails/dauphin island loop.asp

Alabama Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (ADCNR). 2008. Alabama
Regulation 220-2-.92, Nongame Species Regulation. http://www.outdooralabama.com/research-
mgmt/regulations/reg220-2-92nongame.cfm

American Bird Conservancy. 2001. First 100 Globally Important Bird Areas Designated by
American Bird Conservancy. http://www.abcbirds.org/newsandreports/releases/010626_list.pdf

Butterflies and Moths of North America. n.d. Butterflies and Moths of Mobile County,
Alabama. Undated. http://www.butterfliesandmoths.org/checklists?species type=All&tid=237

Cox, Dale. 2011. Dauphin Island, Alabama - Historic Sites & Points of Interest.
http://www.exploresouthernhistory.com/dauphinisland.html

Dauphin Island Bird Sanctuaries (DIBS), Inc. 2010. Field Checklist: Birds of Dauphin Island.
www.coastalbirding.org/checklist/dichecklist.pdf

Dauphin Island History Archives. 2010. Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary.
http://www.dauphinislandhistory.org/birding/bird_sanc_pandb.htm

31



Dauphin Island Park and Beach Board (DIPBB). 2010. Dauphin Island Audubon Bird
Sanctuary. http://dauphinisland.org/bird.htm

DIPBB. 2013. Draft Management Plan for the Audubon Bird Sanctuary, Dauphin Island,
Alabama. June 12, 2013.

Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2013. Community Status Book Report: Alabama,
Communities Participating in the National Flood Program. September 16, 2013.
bttp://www.fema.gov/cis/AL.html

Hill, Emily. 2012. Dauphin Island Sea Lab Hosts Summer Excursions for Public to Explore Salt
Marsh, Beach Habitats. June 5, 2012.
http://blog.al.com/live/2012/06/dauphin_island sea lab hosts s.html

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 2006. Supplemental
Programmatic Environmental Assessment of NOAA Fisheries’ Implementation Plan for the
Community-based Restoration Program, A Process for Habitat Restoration Grants.
http://www.habitat.noaa.gov/pdf/s pea june 2006_final 62306.pdf

National Recreation Trails Program (NRTP). n.d.a. Featured National Recreation Trails:
Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary Trail System, AL. Undated.
www.americantrails.org/nationalrecreationtrails/trailNR T/Dauphin-Island-Audubon-Trail -
AL.html

NRTP. n.d.b. View of the Boardwalks. Undated.
http://www.americantrails.org/NRTDatabase/trailDocuments/3768 99 IMG 0297.ipg

NRTP. n.d.c. Dauphin Island Audubon Bird Sanctuary Trail System, Trail Map Available.
Undated.
http://www.americantrails.org/NR TDatabase/trailPhotos/3768 99 BirdSancturayTrailMap.ipg

NRTP. n.d.d. Additional Views of Qur Trails. Undated.
http://www.americantrails.org/NR TDatabase/trailDocuments/3768 99 IMG 0301.ipg

National Trust for Historic Preservation. 2013. 11 Most Endangered Historic Places [of 2011]:
Fort Gaines. http://www.preservationnation.org/issues/11-most-endangered/locations/fort-
gaines-1.html#.Ud3bkPnvhWA

Soil Conservation Service. 1978. Soil Survey for Mobile County, Alabama. U.S. Department
of Agriculture.

Town of Dauphin Island. 2013a. Town of Dauphin Island: Comprehensive Plan 2030.
Adopted January 8, 2013.
http://townofdauphinisland.org/wide.asp?action=search&ID=71&searchin=category&keyword=
&keyword2=&keyword3=39&submit=Search ’

32



Town of Dauphin Island. 2013b. Town of Dauphin Island [homepage].
http.//www.townofdauphinisland.org

U.S. Census Bureau. 2011. Profile of General Population and Housing Characteristics: 2010,
Town of Dauphin Island, Alabama.
http://factfinder2.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US0119744

U.S. Census Bureau. 2012. 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Town
of Dauphin Island, Alabama.
http://factfinder2.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/11_5YR/DP03/1600000US0119744

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). n.d. Piping Plover. Undated.
http://ecos.fws.gov/docs/life_histories/B079.html

USFWS. 2012. Loggerhead Sea Turtle. February 2012.
http://www.fws.gov/northflorida/seaturtles/turtle%20factsheets/loggerhead-sea-turtle.htm

10.0 LIST OF AGENCIES AND PERSONS CONSULTED

Amy Gohres and Phillip Hinesley, ACAMP

Dan Everson, USFWS, Alabama Ecological Services Field Office (see Appendix B)
Dean Demarest, USFWS, Migratory Bird Program, Southeast Region

Greg Rhinehart, Alabama Historical Commission (see Appendix D)

Leslie Turney, USACE, South Alabama Branch, Regulatory Division

Mark Thompson, NOAA, National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Regional Office
Matthew Capps, Dauphin Island Park and Beach Board

Michael Barbour, ALNHP, Auburn University Environmental Institute (see Appendices A-1 and
A-2)

Susan Dingman, ADEM, Coastal Section

William Pearson, USFWS, Alabama Ecological Services Field Office (see Appendix C)

33



11.0 APPENDICES

34



£102/61/£0 '1 4o T @beg

wsWeIB01d 26@1UBH [eiMEN BUIRGRlY ‘TOZ0-YYON-ET 1ON 4oy

STUBUSS 2SSD [DIHBWHUOATAD 40f pasinbas shoams plotf A0f GNINSqS D §v PapivSal 2 11 PIHOYS 40U Pa43pISUOD Suiaq o1is aifj U0 JuowdIvIs [outf

o1} S PoPADSat 2§ 245U PINOYS UOYDHLIOSM JY]  TUsSa4d J0U 24D 1AB0UOD fO SATIMUINIOD [D0L0]002 40 $51024S DY UD oL L]LIDSS225% JOU S20P D2ID onydn.i8028
amnonind £up v DIDP fo 20UISqD O] PUD UBAIMOY PELSAINS KJYSN0.L0N] UBDq A040Y 24DY SDAID LUDPN “aSpojmoly fO oJuls JUBLIND N0 J001f2.4 pup ‘SUCLIIIYSUL
puT SISUMBIS Aupul fo SUOTDAPSQO PUD YoiDasad aif) 1O Juspuadap a4p vIVP 2sa1f] JSonbas oyl Jo oy oyff 10 JLINTTY o4 OF UMOWY UoLSanb Ul SUOYDI0]

syt 40 saampaf joangput vy SupavSad voupusiofin Suistxs syj sezivuins &1u0 asuodsat 2y vUDQUIY fo 14pd Kup W Ssemipaf [angpu JUDIYIUSIS fo HoypUeD

40 22UBSqQD 20UzS24d 2Y] UO JUIWBIDIS 2AISTOUOO D FPIAAd JOUUDD FSOGDIVY S, JHNTY 24l 013 24DMD 2q 2503} 'SapPI604d 11 J0Yf} TIDP KD UL SOIIDANIZVUL

Aup aof apqisuodsal oq jou fjim JENTY o4l Tonpiatpul 40 £nd 4out0 Luv £q pasn 40 01 pasiafiuns oq jou dow pyn JHNTY fo &odosd avy sutowiar
uonDLIOfUl [T TOLAID JO 204108 U7 SO WS04 ] 23DILOL] IARION DUDDTY 2y Sullipasd noyfio pup uoissuied wagrin soud mogim paysipgnd aq Jou JHM
JHNTY 4q payddns jorotou SUp UoYDAIasU0D Y 00ud1ds Suoouuos y10mjou v (51050125 SATIOH A 2040§4NIDN pUD ‘Swolsdsoos pausipany] pup seioads
D24ISUDPUD PUD 2404 TNOQD UOGDULIOfiMt O 2041108 Suippa] v ‘(10 Al KAL) (JHNTY) woiSo4] 2580jLIa ] [imioN Dvqo]y oy 49 popiao.sd S1 uOyDHACHUL STY ]

REBOW] eaowod] pue
So8IB BlRUOBAID S3PI0ISSED BLBLLASS Bandind
SisBjo] “BJIalS BIYIAUOES “BIOYISSIS 8IYIDT pue[gnius
BIOONUIBR LWNLUBYIUBIY ‘BIBLILISE SNIRNG euLI0daf BlriopeD
SURISAURD BUPEIIDD ‘BSOInIsoyned eLuosALD / ewebAjod gjpuobAiod
apnpul Jussad saiads Jueld BUIO 04R S / (Bsomosopined
30 Adoued PoUSTIedS B SBY PUR SepIoaLe Bl0RER) qruag podusplob-Apoops 2uwosAy) SDRIUNWWOD
AQ pajeuliop S| AIIURWWIOD qnuos [e3sea2 syt | 0Z-0T-666T ANS Frdo) - Aewasoy |[e1seo) - sap/oaus eropesas | 8obe RInEN
Site[d
104 Jeall Youp 39Mm U], - Pa323)|00 uswidads | 0g-60-995T 15 SOLD X0qpaag puod genose eilfimpnT | 118€ Buiemald
“Bulds Loes eoUsuly LIN0S pue enus)
wol 3N sy ssosoe ybiy Buoy JeLg Joye spaiq
JeIBiW [eoidog-osu Jo) RJpUR| 154y U pUe pue|s] s ous abejquisssy
33 Uo 15240 pa1os]o.d Jo Juaulbas 1safae| oYL Jano-dojs Aojelbiw paig|  JsAo-dogs AsojesBiw paig paig
eIeQ S2UL.UNIDO JUawRlZ | panrasqo [ duey ! smels [ snieys | snjers [ juey | yjuey IWEN LOWWO): “IWEN HIUDE qax cdnoin
: i aseq 03 dYMS a3els | jeidpsd | 91e1s |1eqojd - : ; 03| onuouoxeyl

feempoues piig pues| uydneg Wos) Pejuslinoeg UISoUo) UORRAISSUCD JO SON NULLCY [BAMEN pue saidads

[-V xipuaddy



9¢

£T0Z/61/20 € jo T abed

wselibold sl ey [einieN eweqely ‘T0Z0-¥VYON-£T (ON “JoY

3|9eqoad 153U Z 1/ T-50-066T "PAAISSAD s)npe Z 61
-£0-G66T "966T Ul Buisau Jo ubis oN "£66T isnBny
9 pue [udy 67 USSMIAq SYISIA 9 UO S|ENPIAIPUI 9-T JO
sBupubis Yiim xo|dwiod puels uedliad a3 Wodj s3sau
7 paliodal (£66T) AR|D "pawinsse 3sau T 1/0-6661

90-80-£66T

<d

dS

1S

9

151212211SA0 UBdlaUly

smyegled sndojetuse

Z5+9

spaig

*Alenuue Bugsau sied
05-52 $$3f bupas pajlodau sey (Juauwiwod "siad) Ae|d

0002

ds

NH5'925

SO

Wil palig-ino

BOJOHU LOPYRYI0/8S

6589

spiig

2.14n220 sbunybis |je - /66T SURL £7 U urebe usds
died {/66T aung 2T uUo Aefdsip uonseasip Buiuopad
Slewsy e pue Aejy Tz uo lied pajeybe ue papodal
(£66T) Ae|D *Buipssiq Jo aAnsebbins ‘Alojue] |lPws
e Buipusep paAIsqo BlewRy pue BjeW 1/ T-90-666T

£LT-90-666T

Td

ds

1S

59

13A0}d S,LOS[IAR

BIIOSHM STLIDEIBLD

174

Splig

Rep ®|Buis e ul paasasqo siaAo|d buidid Jo lequinu
syl -puels] ulydneq s Buimoyo; seaoid Buidid
Jo sequinu 15962 syl pauoddns Ajjeucnipen sey
pue ‘eweqely Ul soao0|d Joj seale BULISIUIM paioARy
Ajleuonipes; 3w Jo aUD U3 SeY pUR|S] URdIRd

6T-L0-L66T

Td

ds

1

NTS

£D

J3r0)d Budig

SAPORL SNLPEIRY)

8654

splig

Buinp puejst sy uo Aep o[buls e ul pastasqo
siaaold Buidid jo Jaquinu sy "pue|sT uedljsd urew
3U3 Jo 15T pUB]s! [|BWS B sem Ise] Id S065T S

uj "eweqely Ul siAo|d 10} Seale BuuRjuiM PIoAR)
Aljeu B4} 9L JO QU0 Ua3g sey (S)pueis] uedliad

90-80-£66T

1d

ds

11

NTS

£9

1an0ld Buidig

SNPOf3L SnLpeRY)

5768

Spig

pueisi 313 uo Aep 3|BuIs & U1 paaissqo sisaoid
Buidid jo Jagquwnu sy sseaold Buidid jo segquinu
1s96.e) a3 Burioddns s)is sy usaq Ajjeuolipel; sey
pue ‘eweqely Ul sioaold 1oj seaie BuLisjuim PaIoAe)
Aljeuonipe; sy Jo sU0 URaq sey Uiydned 3l

LT1-E0-6661

1d

ds

11

£90

1an0|d Budid

SIPOSLL SNLpRIRYD

L0y

spaig

"PaAIasSqo

SpJIg 6 “bT “IoquUiSidas UQ "paAtssqo a.am sinpe

£ ‘S661 ‘02 aunt U "BuncA pabpay 9q o paieadde
WaIYM € *PAI3sqo dlam spiig TT ‘6T AnC UQ

P1-60-G66T

Td

ds

NZ5'913

o

13an0|d Amousg

SNULPUBX3fR SLpEIRYD

00EL

Splid

‘s1sau
£-( 9eW[s? NG ‘PIAISSAD SI1SSU ON {PaAlasqo
SPAiq 8 10Z-60-9661 "PUS 1582 aU)1 UO PaAlasqo

SpAIQ Z:80-Z0-966T ‘Usas sem Joaojd Amous
SU0| & 1 TZ-90-966T "PRAISq0 SpAI] T 1£0-50-966T

0Z-60-966T

1d

ds

NZS'a1s

+O

49A0)d AMoUS

SAULPUBXS[E SLpEIEYD

168y

spig

FENEXES

S 190-80-£66T "866T AINC 67 UO PAAISSAD S|ENPIAIPU
8 papodal (8661} AR|D *(£66T “AB|D) £66T Isnbny

g pue ‘Yoie pT ‘Arnigad 61 ‘uosess bBuipssiq

40 SpISIND PaARSQO SENPIAIPUI g-£ Jo suoneboibbe
|lews “xa|dwod puels] uedlfad a3 Jnoydbnoiyl

6T-L0-8661

Td

ds

NZS'a1S

¥

Ianojd Amous

SPULIpUBXSJE SNLDEIRYD

£59T

spiig

{pajou Jou AJIfed0) 24193ds T9/6T
Joyw) Juno) paig seuasuy) BuLnp paARsqo g L7
-Z1-8561 - PAAISSO SIENDIAPUI [2.9A9S 1Z2-0-T00Z

22-$0-1002

4]

ds

NES

SO

maleds suospN

JUospU shgipoundly

£5¢E

spdig

‘umowyun {3zis) sa3ewnss uonendod Ing puelst jo

0002

[:]

ds

s

¥

mouedg spiseas

SALUGLIELW SNLLBIDOLUILY

Z6¢T

Spdig

150W 1noyBnoays Buipssaq saads sy spodsi Aepy

£32 30UuaLmi3pj EE

P q0

e

ST
o1

sTIeIs
dYMS

sSN3eIs .
23838

smels
{e19pad

Nuey
a3ms

uey
129019

- SUiEN uoWwoy

N 2luadIng

af
o1

- AN0IY
sluouoxe )

femoues piig puels uiydneg ;0 W § UIYIAM PjUALINDOQ LISOUCS UOIJEAISSUOD 50 SO IURWILICSD (RN pue seisadg

-V xipuaddy



Le

£102/61/£0 ’€ 40 7 3bed

nswieiboud sBeqlisH |esmeN euweqely ‘T0Z0-YYON-£T 10N “JoY

uswipsds

ajburs e :51-£0-1967 "(0b88 WNY PUB 6£88 WNY)
PR193||03 SUBWNITRAS OM] H(-896T "Ysieunes Lodie
1e paydeibojoyd pue psaIssqo [eNPIAIpUl SUO 19Z7-£0

-p66T "PAIG SIAUSIG JO PUS BUf Jedu ‘ysiew puoisq uidelia] W}oegpuouriq eesfd
1snf pead paaed U0 paAISSqo [BNPIAIPUI U0 19661 9661 3 1d ds s | elrD 1ddiss|ssti uideiia) sALRIeep | Obbh SS[UNL
SWRI® WRISOM
padofAapun a3 03 puest 343 JO S|pPIW psligeyUl
3L} WOY PUND) DM S|MBID 3S[R) PUE SISSN
*666T 35nBny 9 pue “1snbny T ‘aunc 1 piej akem
SIS "sepuny eas peaywbbo| jo sbuipuegs § pue
SIMELD 3S[8) (T “SISOU PIULIYUOD € 16661 Pwwns | 90-80-6661 o] 1d ds 11 1S £9 SNy eas peayssbbo e1je.483 e1jee] | 6SEY SNy
BEFFEEN
'pases(as pue 3yBned 1| 6T-H0-+661 3 ds ZS PLbD ysleugpes jino L2 DB EipoBK | 118 s3|day
‘PAARS]0 9 JO [BjOL
*sjuUSLRINSEaW 21053¢q padedsa soxeus Z ‘D 0bE
-0TT usamIaq Bam ‘Ww 006-085 UsdMIR] syibua HPUSIDIRM,
“1yBliysey Jo pre U painjded-puey SSYRUS Nod | $1-80-966T H ds ZS jat o) ysieuges 4ino B0 [1YIE)2 EpOBN | 8OEE sa|day
uopelsban snoaleqsay S3ILUNWWI0D
“snueLRWacs sSnauny Aq paleuiwop ystew ysppesg|  z0-466T o) £52S 59 yse ybIH ysrus|paan - SNUBLRBUIS0 SN 9 rInIeN
pueqniys
‘eretiuRl snaiang eutiodsf eiioped
SUSSIUEI BUPRIIOD "BS0iISoianed SLoSAiD / ewebAjod eypuobAjod
apnpu Jussald s1ads Jueld JBIO RO STd qrues / (esomnosoyoned
40 Adoued paUsieds B SBY PUR S30/0IL8 E/OJERSD poluspjoB-ApooR 2LIosAny3) S3RUNWIWOD
Ag pRieuruop St AJIUNWILOD gnuds [e15e0? SiyL| 07-0T-6661 g NS (A0 - Aewssoy [ejseod - S8PJ02LID E[0READ | 89HE BdnieN
sjueld
‘panIasqo aem siue|d SH-0f ARIewixolddy | ST-50-/661 o] 18 1) WoyppnNyg pases-AULL suoysnuitl enassbes | (/€9 BuLamold
elurgad siue|d
G0-90-/86T{ H 15 9 -, Buuamoy-3yBIN 2/0jgo0u eyfary | 81ES Buupmol
sie|ld
L HOJ Jeau yojip 19m U, - P3393]|02 uswIads | 0£-G0-9961 H 15 SOtD X0qpaag puod gjenase eompri | TI8E Buomoly
"pajavjjod usWiRdS  "axe|
4O PESY UIRISoM JBalU 351n0d 4|oB s,pue(s] Jo aems siue|d
M Ul (pantasqo yaied [ews e Ajuo) uouwdwodun| $1-01-2102 o] 18 5DpD X0qpasg PUsd ezenase elbimpn] | /€56 Buusmold
’ sive|d
Wanbayuy | 0g-+0-996T H 15 R sisdose|r euljose) SisLBU0.L S15003E)T | 1848 Bupamold
SiLe|d
"UOWWO2 AjDeISpoly | 90-£0-G96T H 15 €9 | peemisold pues-leIseoD | ejoowsle wnwayueRH | 09SL Buiemol4
-1eaf 031 JeaA woy bunssu sied Q1
uew ssa| Bupeass papodad sey (JUswwo? “siad) Aepd 0002 a ds NPS'925) O Ui 15897 wrueliue ejusis | €768 spaig
"pUS 3S UO +0G PUR PUB[SI JO PUS AN UO +00T
40 AuojoD B paAIsqo sey (Juswiuod “siad) AepD 0002 g 45 Nbs’dges| so Jauiupys yoeig Bbu sdoysusy | €221 spaig
Tydeaq 3se2 Buoie T pue ‘siey e T ‘pus 1sem
Suole z-panasqo s3npe + ‘s|geqo.d sisau Z 160-S0
-9661 {parssqo spiiq Z 180-50-566T "£66T AN £ uo
Ua3s sp.Iq Z PUR AR £7 UD PSARSIO SENPIAIPUI §
L3IM pUB|s| 3U3 WOy sisau omy papoda (£661) Ae|D | £0-£0-£661 g <d ds 1S SO |48yaieanlsio ueuswy sryejjed sndojewsey | 6biy spdid
T ejeq 9JuUsingI0 JUsWia g panasesqo | yuey [ snyeys | snyeys | sniels | -juey | juey JUWEN UCUILUOD 3WRN IIIUSIS ar dnouig
L G 1 se 03 | dvms | e1e3s |[eiapad | ejeis |[eqojn e : ] - 03] sruouoxey

(ponunuod) 7-v xipuaddy




8¢

E102/6T/£0 '€ Jo £ abed nswelBoid sberlisH |eimeN eweqely ‘T0L0-YYON-£T 1ON “j2Y

“SPUUISSOSSD [OTUIUUOLINUS 40f paiinba. shoains pjarf 10f aynnsqns v Sv papivSal 5G J1 PINOYS LOU PaLopISU0 Suisq 2118 oY) HO JUIUBIVIS JouLf

217 SO pap4v3al 29 LoaduU PINOYS UOLDUWUOL 2Y]  JusS24d JOU 240 ULOIUOI JO SERIUNUILIOD [DILE0]022 40 SP12dS TDY] UDAUL LFLADSS 200U JOU SP0P V24D OiYdv.45008
ADNDd Kup 1L DIBP J0 25USqY 2] PUD UBAIMOY PILIANS ATYSNOLOY] UG JOADU 2ADY SD2D KUDPY 2SpAMOUY JO G1DIS THDLIND 4110 JOORfo.4 PUD SUOLIHILISU]
pup SISusLos Aupt fo SUOLDALLSGO PUD Youvasal syl o Juspuadop a4v vIop asoy ] Isanbad oyj fo sl ay1 0 JLINTE 24 OF UMOUWY HOHSonD Ul SUOHDIO]

a141 40 saungvaf [oirgou s1) Swpin8al uogLULIOfin SuSIXs Yy Sazipuauns AJuo ssuodsal ay] WD fo 1ivd Aup 1t S24NDRS [DATIDU JUDOLTUSIS [o UoHIPU0D

40 20UDSqD ‘20UBSa4d Y] UO JUBUUBIDIS JAISTIOUOS 1 2P1AO.Ld JOUUDI SDGDIDD S, JHNTV 24l IDY] 24DMD G 2503 SPIA04d 31 10Y] DIDP AUD Ul SALODATIODUL

&up 1of apqisuodsat aq Jou [im JENTY oY  Torpiagput 40 &avd 4oyjo dup £G pasn 40 0] pastafiuni] 2q jou Sow puv JHNTY JO A1iado.sd ayj survwiar
UOTDWAOSUL 1T TOLBIDUE O 224105 aYY SO WDAZ04 ] 2SVILIDE] LANIDN DUDGD]Y 941 Sutipa.d Jnoyii puv uoissiusiod uaggrim Loud moygim paysiqnd aq jou [jim
JHNTY &q payddns jouiaou &ul UOTDALSSUOD Yl 204DI0S SULJOPUUOD YLOMIoU D ‘(SED 5aAGS DETTDU MMM IALISILTION PUD SUtd]SAS000 pausipadi) pup $a102ds
pa4a8uppus pup 2.4v. [noqp uoyvwLofit fo 204108 Sutpvs] v (SI0AGUED RRM) (JHNTY) Woi8o4J 2301LI3L] I0MMION DUDGO]Y 243 Aq papiaod st uogpuuofs suyj

(ponumuod) z-v xrpuaddy



Appendix B: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service CBRA Compliance Letter

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1208-B Main Street

Daphne, Alabama 36526 RECEIVED

AL DEPT OF CONSERVATION

iN REPLY REFER TO:

2013-TA-0197

JAN 8 1 2013

o STATE LANDS
OASTAL SECTION
Ms. Amy Gohres

ADCNR State Lands Division, Coastal Section
5 Rivers Delta Center

31115 Five Rivers Boulevard

Spanish Fort, AL 36527

Dear Ms. Gohres:

This letter is in response to your January 17, 2013, electronic message requesting a project review
for an action affecting an “Otherwise Protected Area” of Unit AL-05P within the Coastal Barrier
Resource System. Our comments are made pursuant to Section 6 of the Coastal Barrier Resource
Act (CBRA).

The Dauphin Island Park and Beach Board (DIPBB) is proposing to restore the boardwalk
infrastructure burned during a fire at Dauphin Island Bird Sanctuary in August 2011. DIPBB
proposes to re-build 800 linear feet of boardwalk in the original locations of Tupelo Swamp and
Swamp Overlook Boardwalk. Boardwalks will be six feet wide and ADA handicap accessible.
Plans are to include educational and interpretive signs along the rebuilt boardwalk and at the East
End Landing Site.

Section 6(a)6(F) of CBRA provides an exception for “the maintenance, replacement,
reconstruction, or repair, but not the expansion, of publicly owned or publicly operated roads,
structures, or facilities.” Therefore, replacement of the boardwalk within its original footprint
would not conflict with the intentions of CBRA.

Should.your agency have additional questions, please contact Mr. Bruce Porter of my staff at
(251) 441-5864.

Sincerely,

SO (/e —

Dan Everson
Deputy Field Supervisor
Alabama Ecological Services Field Office

www. fws.gov
TAKE PRIDE" . &

PHONE: 251-441-5181 INAMERICA"\\J‘/

FAX:251-441-6222




Appendix C: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Endangered Species Act Compliance Letter

2514416222 12 35.07 10-18-2012 T

STATE OF ALABAMA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES
STATE LANDS DIVISION, COASTAL SECTION

ROBCECF)?\};:gSgl;LEY 53 Rivers ~ Alabama’s Delta Resource Center PATRICIA 1. POWEL
30VE 1115 v - J. L, DIRECTOR
311 !3 ~‘5 Rivers Boulua_nl STATE LANDS DIVISION
N. GUNTER GUY, JR. Spanish Fort, Alabama 36527
COMMISSIONER (231)621-1216
CURTIS JONES (251) 6211331 Pay PHILLIP E. HINESLEY
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER COASTAL SECTION CHIEF

October 10, 2012 —_
Postit® Fax Note 7671 IC}BS AP BAIAY
T S < N\
f\LU;AP_H\"ﬂ&(( eéjgmm wS Fous
Q.

./Dapl.
Mr. Bill Pearson
L. 8. Fish ancl Wildlife Service

P.O, Drawer 1190 F{f@& |- 172 Fax /

Daphne, Alabama 36526

Phone 4

Dear Larry:

The Alabama Depariment of Conservation and Natural Resources (ADCNR), in conjunction with the Nationai Oceanic and
Aumospheric Administration (NOAA), received the following project proposals under the Coastal Arca Management Program.

o City of Chickasww: Birding Tower Construction at Williom Brooks Park

*  Dauphin Island Park and Beach Board: Site lmprovements and Educational Signage Jor the Dauphin Istand Andiubon
Bird Sanctuary

o City of Foley: Wolf Creck Park Kayah Launch

The project sites are located within the Alabama Coastal Aren; therefore, a review by your department is required in order to
determing whether or not the proposed projects will be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act and/or have a potential
impact on threalened and/or endangered species,

I'would appreciate your review and delermination of these projecis as soon as possible. However, if [ do not receive a response
fronn your department within thirty (30) days of the date of this letter, | will presume that you have determined that the projects, as
proposed, will be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

Fhave enclosed he project descriptions, maps and site plans for all of the projects listed above. If you have any questions, please
call me at (251)626-1216.

Sincerely, .
Phillip Hinestey
Coastal Section Chief

U.5. Fish and Wildlile Service
1208-B Main Sureet - Daphne, Alabana 36526
Phone: 231-4:11-3181 Fax: 251-441-6222

No endangercd or threatzned species or eritical habitar are known to
oceur in the project area. As described, the project will have no
significant impact on fish and wildlite resources, IF PROJECT
DESIGN CHANGES ARE MADE, PLEASE SUBMIT NEW PLANS

Enclosures FOR REVIEW /)
{7/7IAA§~{/\-¢‘~ /0'/’“2@.12
ngjnm IN l’cglson. Field Supervisor Date @
YKL
COASTAL ZONE
TACT

oy reypansiyle for wanageaent orshe AMB 1z Coasta) Awa Managemend Program,

The Al Depatievat af Cansevattian sid Nt lesomcees, Stire Laads Diviston, Caxstal Section serves as thie lead age
11k [ogtam is o protees, renose ad enlarce oo coastal 1o ses

adwminisivied by the Natiosal Ocearic and Atnwospherie Adninistraisn, U.S Depaniavent of Cunvazrer The goa

0CT-18-2812 02: B8PM From: 2514416222 ID:ADCNR STATE LAMDS Pasa:0B1 R=95%
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Appendix D: Alabama Historical Commission Project Review Letter

STATE OF ALABAMA

ALABAMA HISTORICAL COMMISSION
468 SOUTH PERRY STREET
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 36 1 30-0900

FRANKW. WHITE TEL. 334-242-3184
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR Fax: 334-240-3477

June 21, 2013

Rebecca Feldman

NOAA

Office of Ocean & Coastal Resource Management
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Re:  AHC 13-0949 (AHC 13-0061 & AHC 13-0062)
Revised Projects
Dauphin Island Bird Sanctuary & Brooks Park in Chickasaw
Mobile County, Alabama

Dear Ms. Feldman:

Upon review of the revisions to the proposed projects, AHC 13-0061 and AHC 13-0062, we
have determined that there should be no adverse effect to properties listed on or eligible for
the National Register of Historic Places. Therefore, we continue to concur with these actions.
We appreciate your continued efforts on this project. Should you have any questions, please
contact Greg Rhinehart at (334) 230-2662 or by e-mail at Greg.Rhinehart@preserveala.org.
Please have the AHC tracking number referenced above available and include it’ with any
correspondence.

Truly yours,

@MM/M’U@WWL\\

Elizabeth Ann Brown

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

EAB/GCR/gcr

THE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
WWW. PRESERVEAL A.ORG

41



& if % | UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
4 [ . | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

™ & | NATIONAL OCEAN SERVICE

Srares of Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

NOV 14 203
MEMORANDUM FOR: Patricia A. Montanio
NOAA NEPA Coordinator
FROM: Holly A. Bamford, Ph.D (L
Assistant Administrator [ W W
SUBJECT: Finding of No Significant Impact for the Final Environmental

Assessment for Dauphin [sland Audubon Bird Sanctuary Site
Improvements in Dauphin Island, Alabama

DECISION MEMORANDUM
Based on the subject final environmental assessment, [ have determined that no significant

environmental impacts will result from the proposed action. I request your concurrence in this
determination by signing below. Please return this memorandum for our files.

. L concur. ﬂ %%/ / Pariiess AMovrgoro _’%2/& L
ate

2. 1do not concur. o
Date

Attachments

@ Printed on Recycled Papes



gf i % | UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
5 {‘gi " National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
i’% o by f’ PROGRAM PLANNING AND INTEGRATION

Stares of Silver Spring, Maryland 20810

NOV 19 Quw

To All Interested Government Agencies and Public Groups:

Under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), an environmental review has been
performed on the following action.

TITLE: Final Environmental Assessment for Dauphin Island Audubon Bird
Sanctuary Site Improvements in Dauphin Island, Alabama

LOCATION: Dauphin Island, Alabama

SUMMARY: Under the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA), NOAA’s Office of
Ocean and Coastal Resource Management provides financial assistance to
approved state coastal management programs, including the Alabama
Coastal Area Management Program (ACAMP), to protect, restore, and
responsibly develop coastal areas. Under Section 306A of the CZMA,
funds may be used for low-cost construction projects to improve public
access to coastal resources. One of the “areas for preservation and
restoration” designated by ACAMP is the 155-acre Dauphin Island
Audubon Bird Sanctuary, where there is a trail system that includes both
foot paths and boardwalks. In 2011, a wildfire destroyed boardwalks and
damaged vegetation across more than 60 acres at the Sanctuary. NOAA
proposes to provide CZMA funding to ACAMP for improvements at the
Sanctuary: rebuilding two boardwalks and one observation platform in
locations where they had existed prior to the fire, installing new
interpretive signs throughout the trail system, and planting native
vegetation in parts of the Sanctuary affected by the fire. ACAMP would
partner with the Dauphin Island Park and Beach Board, the local agency
that owns the Sanctuary, to complete the project.

Most of the construction activities would be carried out by hand, without
heavy machinery, and they would occur during the winter, outside the
peak growing season and peak seasons for bird migrations and nesting.
NOAA'’s evaluation of potential impacts of the proposed project indicates
that it would have minimal adverse environmental impacts in the short
term and a number of beneficial impacts in the long term. Boardwalks
would provide access to trails for individuals with disabilities, improve
pedestrian safety, and provide a raised surface so people do not need to
walk through habitats in the trail areas. Vegetation in the areas where the
boardwalks would be installed has been degraded by people walking
through these areas; the elevated boardwalks will improve environmental
conditions. Most other species that could be impacted by the construction
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zone. Replanting native vegetation would improve habitat quality.
Installing new interpretive signs would enhance the educational value of
visiting the Sanctuary, while having minimal adverse environmental
impacts.

RESPONSIBLE
OFFICIAL: Margaret A. Davidson
Acting Director, Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management
1305 East-West Hwy, N/ORM
Silver Spring, MD 20910
301-713-3155

The environmental review process led us to conclude that this action will not have a significant
adverse effect on the human environment. Therefore, an environmental impact statement will not
be prepared. A copy of the finding of no significant impact (FONSI) including the supporting
environmental assessment (EA) is enclosed for your information.

Although NOAA is not soliciting comments on this completed EA/FONSI we will consider any
comments submitted that would assist us in preparing future NEPA documents. Please submit

any written comments to the responsible official named above.

Sincerely,
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/ff*?“‘?‘““'> Patricia A. Montanio
NOAA NEPA Coordinator
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