





























C. Tribal Consultation (Information Required)

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requires federal agencies to take into account the effect
of their undertakings on historic properties. The NHPA requires that agencies must complete this process prior to the
expenditure of any Federal funds on the undertaking. A Tribal Consultation is required for any project disturbing ground
or moving soil, including but not limited to: drainage projects; demolition; construction; elevation; communication towers;
tree removal; utility improvements.

1. Describe the current and future use of the project location. A land use map may be provided in lieu of a written
description.

The current and future use of the project location is as a discharge conveyance for Long Lake

2. Provide information on any known site work or historic uses for project location.

There are no known historic uses for the project location.

X] Attach a copy of a city or county scale map (large enough to show the entire project area) with the horizontal
limits (feet) and vertical depths (square feet) of all anticipated ground disturbance of 3 inches or more.

D. Alternative Actions (Information Required)

The NEPA process requires that at least two alternative actions be considered that address the same problem/issue
as the proposed project. In this section, list two feasible alternative projects to mitigate the hazards faced in the
project area. One alternative is the “No Action Alternative”.

1. No Action Alternative
Discuss the impacts on the project area if no action is taken.

If no action is taken, the flood risk of the structures surrounding Long Lake will remain as is.

2. Other Feasible Alternative
Describe a feasible alternative project that would be the next best solution if the primary alternative is not
accomplished. This could be an entirely different mitigation method or a significant modification to the design of
the current proposed project. Include a Scope of Work, engineering details (if applicable), estimated budget and
the impacts of this alternative. Complete all of parts a-e (below).

a. Project Description for the Alternative
Describe, in detail, the alternative project, and explain how the alternative project will solve the problem(s)
and/or provide protection from the hazard(s). Also, provide pros and cons for this alternative and a reason for
why it was not selected.

The alternative project would entail the restoration of the existing operable structures in place as is.

b. Project Location of the Alternative (describe briefly, if different from proposed project)
n/a
[] Attach a map or diagram showing the alternative site in relation to the proposed project site (if different
from proposed project)
c. Scope of Work for Alternative Project

The scope of work of the alternative project would consist of repairing the existing operable Long Lake outfall
structures.

d. Impacts of Alternative Project
Discuss the impact of this alternative on the project area. Include comments on these issues as appropriate:
Environmental Justice, Endangered Species, Wetlands, Hydrology (Upstream and Downstream Surface
Water Impacts), Floodplain/Floodway, Historic Preservation and Hazardous Materials.

The impact of the alternative project would be to leave the existing flood risk for the structures surrounding
Long Lake as is.
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