Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Council
Categorical Exclusion Determination Form

This form is to be completed before the Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Council (Council)
uses one or more Categorical Exclusions (CEs) to comply with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) for a specific action or group of actions, as appropriate. More information
on the Council’s NEPA compliance and use of CEs can be found in the Council’s NEPA
Procedures.

Proposed Action Title:

Tribal Youth Coastal Restoration Program Expansion

Proposed Action Location: (State, County/Parish)

Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of TX land owned by NPS in Big Thicket National Preserve

Proposed Action Description:

The Council is expanding the geographic boundary for the DOI Tribal Youth program to
include the possibility of working with the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas on land
owned by the National Park Service within the Big Thicket National Preserve (BITH).
The Tribal Youth efforts will be a collaboration between the Tribe and the already
existing youth programs at BITH, including a number of restoration activities such as
collection of environmental data, water inventory for flood conveyance planning, water
and soil sampling, trail restoration, coastal habitat improvements, preservation of
cultural resources, invasive species removal, and hazardous fuels reduction.

Categorical Exclusion(s) Applied:

DOI Categorical Exclusion - 3.3.C.3 Routine maintenance and repairs to non-historic
structures, facilities, utilities, grounds and trails.




Council Use of Member Categorical Exclusion(s)

If the Categorical Exclusion(s) was established by a Federal agency Council member, complete
the following. If not, leave this section blank and proceed to the segmentation section.

Member with Categorical Exclusion(s) [U.S. DOI

Has the member with CE(s) advised the Council in writing that use of the CE(s) would be
appropriate for the specific action under consideration by the Council, including consideration
of segmentation and extraordinary circumstances (as described below)?

O1 Yes No

Segmentation

Has the proposed action been segmented to meet the definition of a Categorical Exclusion? (In
making this determination, the Council should consider whether the action has independent
utility.)

Yes 01l No

Extraordinary Circumstances

In considering whether to use a Categorical Exclusion for a given action, agencies must review
whether there may be extraordinary circumstances in which a normally excluded action may
have a significant environmental effect and, therefore, warrant further review pursuant to NEPA.
Guidance on the review of potential extraordinary circumstances can be found in Section 4(e) of
the Council’s NEPA Procedures. The potential extraordinary circumstances listed below are set
forth in the Council’s NEPA Procedures.

The Council, in cooperation with the sponsor of the activity, has considered the following
potential extraordinary circumstances, where applicable, and has made the following
determinations. (By checking the “No” box, the Council is indicating that the activity under
review would not result in the corresponding potential extraordinary circumstance.)

YesZ ] No 1. Is there a reasonable likelihood of substantial scientific controversy
regarding the potential environmental impacts of the proposed action?

Yes LIl No 2. Are there Tribal concerns with actions that impact Tribal lands or resources
that are sufficient to constitute an extraordinary circumstance?

Yes LlZINo 3. Is there a reasonable likelihood of adversely affecting environmentally
sensitive resources? Environmentally sensitive resources include but are not
limited to:




Yes|E | No

Yes Y | No

Yes L2 No

YESE No

Yes lﬂ No

a. Species that are federally listed or proposed for listing as threatened
or endangered, or their proposed or designated critical habitats; and

b. Properties listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places.

4. Is there a reasonable likelihood of impacts that are highly uncertain or
involve unknown risks or is there a substantial scientific controversy over
the effects?

5. Is there a reasonable likelihood of air pollution at levels of concern or
otherwise requiring a formal conformity determination under the Clean Air
Act?

6. Is there a reasonable likelihood of a disproportionately high and adverse
effect on low income or minority populations (see Executive Order 12898)?

7. Is there a reasonable likelihood of contributing to the introduction or
spread of noxious weeds or non-native invasive species or actions that may
promote the introduction, or spread of such species (see Federal Noxious
Weed Control Act and Executive Order 13112)?

8. Is there a reasonable likelihood of a release of petroleum, oils, or
lubricants (except from a properly functioning engine or vehicle) or
reportable releases of hazardous or toxic substances as specified in 40 CFR
part 302 (Designation, Reportable Quantities, and Notification); or where the
proposed action results in the requirement to develop or amend a Spill
Prevention, Control, or Countermeasures Plan in accordance with the Oil
Pollution Prevention regulation?

Supplemental Information

Where appropriate, the following table should be used to provide additional information
regarding the review of potential extraordinary circumstances and compliance with other
applicable laws. The purpose of this table is to ensure that there is adequate information for
specific findings regarding potential extraordinary circumstances.

Supplemental information and documentation is not needed for each individual finding regarding
the potential extraordinary circumstances listed above. Specifically, the nature of an activity
under review may be such that a reasonable person could conclude that there is a very low
potential for a particular type of extraordinary circumstance to exist. For example, it would be
reasonable to conclude that the simple act of acquiring land for conservation purposes (where



there are no other associated actions) does not present a reasonable likelihood of a release of
petroleum, oils, lubricants, or hazardous or toxic substances.

For some types of activities, no supplemental information may be needed to support a finding
that there are no extraordinary circumstances. For example, where the activity under review is
solely planning (with no associated implementation activity), it may be reasonable to conclude
that none of the extraordinary circumstances listed above would apply. In such cases, the table
below would be left blank.

In other cases, it may be appropriate to include supplemental information to ensure that there
is an adequate basis for a finding regarding a particular extraordinary circumstance. For
example, it might be appropriate in some cases to document coordination and/or consultation
with the appropriate agency regarding compliance with a potentially applicable law (such as
the Endangered Species Act). In those cases, the table below should be used to provide the
supplemental information.

Agency or Agency or Authority | Date of Notes: Topic discussed, relevant
Authority Representative: Consultation | details, and conclusions. (This can
Consulted Name, Office & include reference to other information
Phone on file and/or attached for the given
action.)

U.S. DOI, NPS | Whitny Howeth 05/18/2023 |NHPA
Chief, Resources

Additional supplemental information may be attached, as appropriate. Indicate below whether
additional supplemental information is attached.

Additional Information Attached: L2 Yes No

If “Yes”, indicate the subject:

U.S. DOI, NPS - NHPA




Determination by Responsible Official

Based on my review of the proposed action, | have determined that the proposed action fits
within the specified Categorical Exclusion(s), the other regulatory requirements set forth above
are met, and the proposed action is hereby Categorically Excluded from further NEPA review.

Responsible Official (Name) Mary S. Walker

Responsible Official (Signature) | MARY WALKER g oo s g

Date [September 26, 2024




National Park Service Big Thicket National Preserve
U.S. Department of the Interior Date: 05/18/2023

Categorical Exclusion Documentation Form (CE Form)

Project: Programmatic Routine Trail and Day Use Area Maintenance - FY 2023 - FY 2027
PEPC Project Number: 115806
Description of Action (Project Description):

This project would perform cyclic maintenance on trails and trail head DUA (Day Use Areas) at the following locations -
Confluence and Boat Ramp DUA, Four Oaks DUA, McQueen's Landing and boat ramp DUA, Kirby Nature Trail & DUA,
Sandhill Loop, Turkey Creek Trail North & South, Picture Plant DUA, Sundew Trail DUA, Beechwoods Trail & DUA,
Beaver Slide Trail, Big Sandy Trail & DUA, Woodlands Trail & DUA, Holly Grove, and Bird Watchers Trail. The cyclic
maintenance would include trimming trees, vines and shrubs that block, hinder, and prevent safe passage of the trail systems
and DUAs. Mitigate trip hazards to as minimal extent possible. Replace culverts as needed with in-kind size and length new
culvert. Replace water boards or installing new waterboards to mitigate trail erosion. Replace boardwalks and bridges with
"in-kind" size and lengths as necessary. Add additional gravel to parking lot areas to replenish eroding, potholes and wash
board surfaces that create trip hazards.

Equipment: Small trail tractors, UTV's with mini trailers, chainsaws, trimmers, pole saws, shovels, rakes, and other no-
motorized landscaping hand tools. Motorized/battery powered hand carpentry tools, small generator, bucket loader/backhoe,
dump truck and mixers.

Time Length: This project is a continuous on-going work that normally has some work being completed on an annual basis.
Mitigation: Should any new ground disturbance be needed; prior approval would be requested before commencement of
work on location begins. Any nesting birds or wildlife habitat in the immediate area of work location would not be disturbed
until resource management has opportunity to assess the area and make recommendations. Separate compliance will be
conducted if project work is needed outside of the existing footprint.

PMIS Numbers: FY23 - 195407; FY24 - 206389; FY26 - 195400

Project Locations:

Location 1
County: Hardin State: TX
Location 2
County: Jasper State: X
Location 3
County: Jefferson State: TX
Location 4
County: Liberty State: TX
Location 5
County: Orange State: X

Location 6




County: Polk State: TX

Location 7
County: San Jacinto State: TX
Location 8
County: Tyler State: X

There are no required mitigations identified.

CE Citation: 3.3.C.3 Routine maintenance and repairs to non-historic structures, facilities, utilities, grounds and trails.

CE Justification:

All work will be regular routine maintenance within the existing footprint of the trails and day use areas. Any project work
needed outside of the existing footprint will have separate compliance/ impact analysis completed.

Decision: | find that the action fits within the categorical exclusion above. Therefore, | am categorically
excluding the described project from further NEPA analysis. No extraordinary circumstances apply.

Signature

Superintendent: Date:
Albert Prokopetz




Extraordinary Circumstances:

If implemented, would the proposal... 'Y es/No|Explanation
A. Have significant impacts on public health or safety? (No
B. Have significant impacts on such natural resources and unique geographic characteristics as historic |[No
or cultural resources; park, recreation, or refuge lands; wilderness areas; wild or scenic rivers; national
natural landmarks; sole or principal drinking water aquifers; prime farmlands; wetlands (Executive

Order 11990); floodplains (Executive Order 11988); national monuments; migratory birds; and other
ecologically significant or critical areas?

C. Have highly controversial environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning (No
alternative uses of available resources (NEPA section 102(2)(E))?

D. Have highly uncertain and potentially significant environmental effects or involve unique or No
unknown environmental risks?

E. Establish a precedent for future action or represent a decision in principle about future actions with ~ |No
potentially significant environmental effects?

F. Have a direct relationship to other actions with individually insignificant, but cumulatively (No
significant, environmental effects?

G. Have significant impacts on properties listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of No
Historic Places, as determined by either the bureau or office?

H. Have significant impacts on species listed or proposed to be listed on the List of Endangered or No
Threatened Species, or have significant impacts on designated Critical Habitat for these species?

I. Violate a federal, state, local or tribal law or requirement imposed for the protection of the (No
environment?

J. Have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on low income or minority populations (EO No
12898)?

K. Limit access to and ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites on federal lands by Indian religious (No
practitioners or adversely affect the physical integrity of such sacred sites (EO 130007)?

L. Contribute to the introduction, continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or non-native No

invasive species known to occur in the area or actions that may promote the introduction, growth, or
expansion of the range of such species (Federal Noxious Weed Control Act and Executive Order
13112)?




National Park Service Big Thicket National Preserve
U.S. Department of the Interior Date: 05/18/2023

ASSESSMENT OF ACTIONS HAVING AN EFFECT ON HISTORIC

PROPERTIES
A. DESCRIPTION OF UNDERTAKING

1. Park: Big Thicket National Preserve

2. Project Description:

Project Name: Programmatic Routine Trail and Day Use Area Maintenance - FY 2023 - FY 2027
Prepared by: Whitny Howeth  Date Prepared: 05/18/2023 Telephone: 409-951-6821
PEPC Project Number: 115806
Locations:

County, State: Hardin, TX

County, State: Jasper, TX

County, State: Jefferson, TX

County, State: Liberty, TX

County, State: Orange, TX

County, State: Polk, TX

County, State: San Jacinto, TX

County, State: Tyler, TX
Describe project:
This project would perform cyclic maintenance on trails and trail head DUA (Day Use Areas) at the following locations -
Confluence and Boat Ramp DUA, Four Oaks DUA, McQueen's Landing and boat ramp DUA, Kirby Nature Trail & DUA,
Sandhill Loop, Turkey Creek Trail North & South, Picture Plant DUA, Sundew Trail DUA, Beechwoods Trail & DUA,
Beaver Slide Trail, Big Sandy Trail & DUA, Woodlands Trail & DUA, Holly Grove, and Bird Watchers Trail. The cyclic
maintenance would include trimming trees, vines and shrubs that block, hinder, and prevent safe passage of the trail systems
and DUAs. Mitigate trip hazards to as minimal extent possible. Replace culverts as needed with in-kind size and length new
culvert. Replace water boards or installing new waterboards to mitigate trail erosion. Replace boardwalks and bridges with
"in-kind" size and lengths as necessary. Add additional gravel to parking lot areas to replenish eroding, potholes and wash
board surfaces that create trip hazards.

Equipment: Small trail tractors, UTV's with mini trailers, chainsaws, trimmers, pole saws, shovels, rakes, and other no-
motorized landscaping hand tools. Motorized/battery powered hand carpentry tools, small generator, bucket loader/backhoe,
dump truck and mixers.

Time Length: This project is a continuous on-going work that normally has some work being completed on an annual basis.

Mitigation: Should any new ground disturbance be needed; prior approval would be requested before commencement of
work on location begins. Any nesting birds or wildlife habitat in the immediate area of work location would not be disturbed
until resource management has opportunity to assess the area and make recommendations. Separate compliance will be
conducted if project work is needed outside of the existing footprint.

PMIS Numbers: FY23 - 195407; FY24 - 206389; FY26 - 195400
Area of potential effects (as defined in 36 CFR 800.16[d])

N/A All project work being conducted within the previously disturbed areas and within the existing trail footprints. See IMR
regional archeologist's comments under Specialist Reviews.



3. Has the area of potential effects been surveyed to identify historic properties?

No

X Yes

Source or reference:

4. Potentially Affected Resource(s):

Archeological Resources Present: No

Archeological Resources Notes: All areas are previously disturbed.
Historical Structures/Resources Present: No

Cultural Landscapes Present: No

Ethnographic Resources Present: No

5. The proposed action will: (check as many as apply)

No Destroy, remove, or alter features/elements from a historic structure
No Replace historic features/elements in kind

No Add non-historic features/elements to a historic structure

No Alter or remove features/elements of a historic setting or environment (inc. terrain)

No Add non-historic features/elements (inc. visual, audible, or atmospheric) to a historic setting or cultural
landscape

No Disturb, destroy, or make archeological resources inaccessible

No Disturb, destroy, or make ethnographic resources inaccessible>

No Potentially affect presently unidentified cultural resources
No Begin or contribute to deterioration of historic features, terrain, setting, landscape elements, or

archeological or ethnographic resources

No Involve a real property transaction (exchange, sale, or lease of land or structures)

___ Other (please specity):

6. Supporting Study Data:
(Attach if feasible; if action is in a plan, EA or EIS, give name and project or page number.)

B. REVIEWS BY CULTURAL RESOURCE SPECIALISTS

The park 106 coordinator requested review by the park's cultural resource specialist/advisors as indicated by check-off boxes
or as follows:

[ X ] Archeologist

Name: Andrew Veech

Date: 03/22/2023

Comments: The proposed routine maintenance of BITH trails and day-use areas poses no risk to BITH archaeological

resources.



Check if project does not involve ground disturbance [ ]

Assessment of Effect: __ No Potential to Cause Effect _ X No Historic Properties Affected __ No Adverse
Effect _ Adverse Effect X Streamlined Review

Recommendations for conditions or stipulations: Should these activities ever entail ground disturbance in an area of
the park not previously surveyed for archaeological resources, please consult Intermountain Archaeology Program personnel
in advance.

Doc Method: Streamlined Review (PA)

Streamlined Activity:
2. Rehabilitation and/or Minor Relocation of Existing Trails, Walks, Paths, and Sidewalks
5. Routine Grounds Maintenance

No Reviews From: Curator, Historical Architect, Historian, 106 Advisor, Other Advisor, Anthropologist, Historical
Landscape Architect

C. PARK SECTION 106 COORDINATOR'S REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Assessment of Effect:

No Potential to Cause Effects
X No Historic Properties Affected

No Adverse Effect

Adverse Effect

2. Documentation Method:

[ 1A. Standard 36 CFR Part 800 Consultation
Further consultation under 36 CFR Part 800 is needed.

[ X ]B. Streamlined Review Under the 2008 Servicewide Programmatic Agreement (PA)
The above action meets all conditions for a streamlined review under section III of the 2008 Servicewide PA for Section 106
compliance.

Applicable Streamlined Review Criteria
(Specify 1-16 of the list of streamlined review criteria.)

2. Rehabilitation and/or Minor Relocation of Existing Trails, Walks, Paths, and Sidewalks.
5. Routine Grounds Maintenance.

[ 1C. Undertaking Related to Park Specific or Another Agreement
The proposed undertaking is covered for Section 106 purposes under another document such as a park, region or statewide
agreement established in accord with 36 CFR 800.7 or 36 CFR 800.14.

[ 1D. Combined NEPA/NHPA Process
Process and documentation required for the preparation of an EA/FONSI or an EIS/ROD to comply with Section 106 is in
accord with 36 CFR 800.8.c.

[ ]1E.Memo to Project File

3. Consultation Information



SHPO Required: No
SHPO Sent:
SHPO Received:

THPO Required:
THPO Sent:
THPO Received:

SHPO/THPO Notes:
Advisory Council Participating: No
Advisory Council Notes:

Additional Consulting Parties: No

4, Stipulations and Conditions: Following are listed any stipulations or conditions necessary to ensure that the
assessment of effect above is consistent with 36 CFR Part 800 criteria of effect or to avoid or reduce potential adverse effects.

Should project work need to be conducted outside of the previously disturbed areas separate analysis and compliance
will be completed.

5. Mitigations/Treatment Measures: Measures to prevent or minimize loss or impairment of historic/prehistoric
properties: (Remember that setting, location, and use may be relevant.)

No Assessment of Effect mitigations identified.
6. Assessment of Effect Notes:
See IMR archeologist's comments and review under Specialist Review.

D. RECOMMENDED BY PARK SECTION 106 COORDINATOR:

Compliance Specialist:
NHPA Specialist
5/18/2023

X Whitny Howeth

Whitny Howeth
Chief, Resources Management

Whitny Howeth Signed by: National Park Service Date:

E. SUPERINTENDENT'S APPROVAL

The proposed work conforms to the NPS Management Policies and Cultural Resource Management Guideline, and I have
reviewed and approve the recommendations, stipulations, or conditions noted in Section C of this form.

Signature

Superintendent: Date:

Albert Prokopetz
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