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A. Comprehensive Plan Goals

Of the goals addressed by the proposal, which is the single primary goal? 
Proposals should discuss how the proposed activity is designed to address the primary goal. 
Check one:

 Restore and Conserve Habitat – Restore and conserve the health, diversity and resilience of key 
coastal, estuarine and marine habitats.

Restore Water Quality – Restore and protect water quality of the Gulf Coast region’s fresh, 
estuarine and marine waters.

Replenish and Protect Living Coastal and Marine Resources – Restore and protect healthy, 
diverse and sustainable living coastal and marine resources.

Enhance Community Resilience – Build upon and sustain communities with capacity to adapt to 
short- and long-term changes.

Restore and Revitalize the Gulf Economy – Enhance the sustainability and resiliency of the Gulf 
economy.

Notes:



B. Comprehensive Plan Objectives

Proposals must clearly identify which objectives the proposal will address

1. Restore, Enhance, and Protect Habitats

YES NO Not articulated N/A

2. Restore, Improve, and Protect Water Resources

YES NO Not articulated N/A

3. Protect and Restore Living Coastal and Marine Resources

YES NO Not articulated N/A

4. Restore and Enhance Natural Processes and Shorelines

YES NO Not articulated N/A

Notes:



8. Of these objectives which is the single primary objective the proposal addresses?

Check one:

 Restore, Enhance, and Protect Habitats

Restore, Improve, and Protect Water Resources

Protect and Restore Living Coastal and Marine Resources

Restore and Enhance Natural Processes and Shorelines

Promote Community Resilience

Promote Natural Resource Stewardship and Environmental Education

Improve Science-Based Decision-Making Processes



C. RESTORE Act and Comprehensive Plan Priority Criteria  
  
All proposals must explain if the proposal addresses one or more of the priority criteria as established by the 
RESTORE Act and Initial Comprehensive Plan and, if so, how. 

1. This project is projected to make the greatest contribution to restoring and protecting the natural resources, 
ecosystems, fisheries, marine and wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands of the Gulf Coast region, 
without regard to geographic location within the Gulf Coast region. 

YES NO Not articulated N/A

2. This is a large-scale project/program that is projected to substantially contribute to restoring and protecting 
the natural resources, ecosystems, fisheries, marine and wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands of the 
Gulf Coast ecosystem. 

YES NO Not articulated N/A

3. This project is contained in existing Gulf Coast State comprehensive plans for the restoration and protection 
of natural resources, ecosystems, fisheries, marine and wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands of the 
Gulf Coast region. 

YES NO

4. This project will restore long-term resiliency of the natural resources, ecosystems, fisheries, marine and 
wildlife habitats, beaches, and coastal wetlands most impacted by the Deepwater Horizon oil spill. 

YES NO

5. Promote Community Resilience

YES NO Not articulated N/A

6. Promote Natural Resource Stewardship and Environmental Education

YES NO Not articulated N/A

Notes:



D. Comprehensive Plan Commitments 
  
All proposals must demonstrate how the proposal will achieve any or all of the commitments in the Comprehensive 
Plan. The commitments in the Comprehensive Plan are as follows:  
  
Does the proposal articulate how it will achieve the following commitments in the comprehensive plan?

1. Science-based Decision-Making 

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

2. Regional Ecosystem-based Approach to Restoration

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

3. Engagement, Inclusion, and Transparency

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:



4. Leveraging Resources and Partnerships 

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

5. Delivering Results and Measuring Impacts 

YES NO

Notes:

E. Meeting Commitments and Tracking and Measuring Progress

1. Does the proposal articulate how it will meet and achieve its commitments?

YES NO Not articulated

2. Does the proposal have a plan for tracking and measuring progress?

YES NO

Notes:



F. Proposal Emphasis Areas

Does the submission describe how the proposed project or program addresses the following four considerations:

1. Is the proposed activity foundational in the sense that the project or program forms an initial core step (or 
steps) in addressing a significant ecosystem issue, and can future activities be tiered to substantially increase 
the benefits?

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

2. Will the proposed activity be sustainable over time?

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:

3. Is the proposed activity likely to succeed?

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:



4. Does the proposed activity benefit the human community? 
(examples of benefits may include, but are not limited to: how a project will utilize local workers, how a project 
will benefit geographically or socially vulnerable communities, how a project will benefit the natural resources 
critical to natural-resource dependent industries such as fisheries, tourism, etc.) 
 

YES NO Not articulated

Notes:


	fc-int01-generateAppearances: 
	Notes:_ssnHmXWZK*T4bH-yRL8YfA: As stated in the proposal, the Egmont Key Restoration and Storm Damage Reduction project will prevent the loss
of irreplaceable nationally significant cultural resources vital to the Seminole Tribe of Florida; national historic properties; and other resources important to the regional community. Egmont Key is a unique and valuable historic, environmental, educational, and recreational treasure. The island has experienced beach erosion resulting in damage to historic structures on the island, the beach and sand dune system, the island's nesting wildlife, and the shoreline vegetation.
	_4_ Does the proposed activity_wrWh-BCVcRgbJJV6C4nUpw: YES
	Notes:_-*5GAyZnZD9hI4uTzC514A: As stated in the proposal, USACE, Jacksonville District, has successfully placed sand on hundreds of beaches. 
	_3_ Is the proposed activity l_VSEDmLQEafABZ9niFKYJQg: YES
	Notes:_q7I03w-tthRdTt1tHQaI*w: As indicated in the proposal, adding sediment to the coastal system helps to maintain beach habitat for species in the short-term (decades).  When sediment erodes from the placement area, it moves alongshore to beaches south of the placement area.
	_2_ Will the proposed activity_kF1Qj3MYM1csxHhXn3c5rA: YES
	Notes:_5JNUi9fkVbjh2aJTRsLB9A: As stated in the proposal, by beneficially utilizing dredge material to create coastal wetlands, the project will restore
habitat. A large volume of material is placed on the beach initially.   
	_1_ Is the proposed activity f_0BM53rup6ZF2ISK6rUCySw: YES
	Notes:_xD4JHPZ7Gwub593STMPq3A: The physical and endangered species monitoring stated in the plan:
Physical monitoring will assess project performance and ensure that project functionality is maintained.  Profile surveys provide accurate assessments of beach fill volumes and basis for assessing post-construction beach fill adjustments, as well as variation in the profile shape due to seasonal changes and storms.  The Florida Department of Environmental Protection issues water quality permits for beach fill projects, which generally require beach profile surveys to be conducted prior to construction, immediately post-construction, and annually thereafter.  Other necessary monitoring efforts include bathymetric mapping of the borrow site and aerial photography of the beach fill project.  The aerial photography is flown post-construction and annually in conjunction with the profile surveys.  Beach sediment sampling is needed pre- and post-construction to provide information on native and fill material characteristics, beach profile shape, and fill volume requirements of future renourishments.  Measured wind, wave, and water level information will be obtained from publicly available sources including the University of South Florida and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, who collect data in the Tampa Bay area on a routine basis.  Data collected will be used to identify opportunities for improving the beach berm design following each nourishment event.  Potential concerns include excessive scarping or ponding that may impact the protective functions of the nourished beach, decrease the recreational capacity of the beach, and reduce habitat value of the beach for nesting sea turtles.  

To ensure the project meets the goal of restoring habitat, especially for the piping plover and sea turtles, a monitoring plan will be established.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has issued programmatic biological opinions for both sea turtles and piping plover, which includes monitoring requirements for protecting critical habitat (USFWS 2011; USFWS 2013).  Prior to construction, consultation with the USFWS will be initiated to develop an interagency monitoring team and develop a monitoring plan.  Nesting surveys of sea turtles and shorebirds in the years following construction will provide an indication of the successfulness of the project to these species.  In addition, surveys conducted twice a month from July through May for two years will provide information on whether wintering species (including piping plover and red knot) are utilizing the newly constructed beach.
Endangered species monitoring will identify any decreases in sea turtle nesting densities and in shorebird utilization of the beach that may be attributed to the nourishment project.  Although lower sea turtle nesting numbers are typical the first year post-nourishment, nesting rates should return to pre-construction densities by the second year following nourishment.  At Egmont Key, nesting densities along the western shoreline have declined tremendously in past years as the beach has disappeared.  It is expected that nesting rates will be greater than pre-construction rates the first year post-construction with the restoration of the beach.  Shorebird utilization of the beach, especially wintering shorebirds that primarily use the beach for foraging and roosting, will typically return to pre-construction numbers by the second year post-nourishment as well. 
	_2_ Does the proposal have a p_oVmNJ6ZQKnSVilNNQvUQZA: YES
	_1_ Does the proposal articula_nrlYBmuaTw6qsqWzLtNicw: YES
	Notes:_m4IMIes4Va2ERYuLz-7naw: As stated in the proposal, USACE conducts monitoring during and following sand placement activities to measure their success. Reports summarizing the results of these surveys would be provided to the Council.
Also see Section E of this form.
	_5_ Delivering Results and Mea_zLe*vqKxNbIjrQF7GhguJQ: YES
	Notes:_x4SLgzI0PRhjKJwylkBvAw: As stated in the proposal, Egmont Key consists primarily of federally owned property (see Figure 8 of the proposal). The USFWS owns the southern two thirds of the island and established the Egmont Key National Wildlife Refuge as a sanctuary for nesting birds in 1974. There is limited public access to the National Wildlife Refuge.  A portion of the USFWS land is managed by the State of Florida as a State park. The northern end of the island belongs to the United States Coast Guard and contains a lighthouse and associated buildings.  The remaining five acres in the east-central portion of the island are owned by Hillsborough County, Florida, and are utilized by the Tampa Bay Pilots Association (see Figure 8 of the proposal). 
Several groups and agencies have been involved during the feasibility study phase and will continue to be engaged for support and partnership in order to implement the plan to restore and preserve Egmont Key. These groups include the Seminole Tribe of Florida, State of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) Division of Parks and Recreation, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), the National Marine Fisheries Services (NMFS), and the Tampa Port Authority (TPA), Tampa Bay Bar Pilots Association, Egmont Key Alliance, as well as several Congressmen.
The State of Florida, Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) supports shore protection initiatives for critically eroding shorelines within the study area.  The Division of Parks and Recreation within the DEP is a strong advocate of this project, as they operate the site and have devoted large amounts of time and effort to finding and restoring sites and facilities on Egmont Key.
Other resource agencies support beach nourishment with appropriate environmental considerations.  As mentioned earlier, the USFWS issued programmatic biological opinions for sea turtles, piping plover, and piping plover critical habitat for beach placement projects.  These opinions are appropriate to apply to this project.  Minimal consultation with the USFWS is needed prior to construction.  The USFWS strongly supports the protection on Egmont Key.
	_4_ Leveraging Resources and P_9Ntih-97VDtXh*ieU3UAGw: YES
	Notes:_ebp62ao01pHaVma8kJrEjg: As stated in the proposal, the Egmont Key Shore Protection Project enjoys broad support from numerous State and Federal agencies, and tribes.  The Seminole Tribe of Florida submitted a letter in support of USACE’s efforts to preserve Egmont Key to Ms. Jo-Ellen Darcy, Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), on October 6, 2014.  More than 100 Seminole Indians were detained at Egmont Key during the Third Seminole War (1855-1858), and several Tribal members died and were buried on the island.  The history of the island is a matter of cultural memory for their people, and they asked that it be preserved for  future generations.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service manages a portion of the island as a National Wildlife Refuge, and the island is critical habitat for the federally threatened piping plover.  The Egmont Key Alliance and the Friends of the Tampa Bay National Wildlife Refuges are nonprofit groups organized to raise awareness and funds to protect Egmont Key.
	_3_ Engagement, Inclusion, and_bZjwblLj5*fwiPHmqQhDmw: YES
	Notes:_o9jp3rQEfdn8ZfoyShMARw: As indicated in the proposal, coastal systems are inherently regional ecosystems, as sediment is transported through the littoral system to adjacent beaches.  USACE routinely places sand on Pinellas County beaches to the north of Egmont Key, and that sand becomes trapped in the Egmont Shoal north of the Tampa Harbor entrance channel cuts.  Placing sand from Egmont Shoal onto Egmont Key is an extension of the natural sediment transport mechanisms in this region.

	_2_ Regional Ecosystem-based A_KWEhND7FTWx7atRUJ9UepQ: YES
	Notes:_PnLcdJWb0fKGJQwq-fjKxA: As stated in the proposal, USACE, Jacksonville District, has extensive experience placing sand on beaches through
both shore protection projects and beneficial use of dredged material from navigation projects.  The Egmont Key Shore Protection Project would be no different; the proposal indicates that best science would be used to build a resilient coastal system that will provide habitat to at-risk Gulf Coast species.
	_1_ Science-based Decision-Mak_zGMovpa9Z9rDc1QTCkQ94g: YES
	Notes:_cvvrIu7Vw2HeAkxCsqsGtA: As stated in the proposal, Egmont Key is critically eroding.  Implementing this project would immediately restore and protect the natural resources, coastal ecosystems, beach, and backbay habitats associated with this unique island. The Egmont Key Shore Protection Project is a large-scale project that would protect an entire island at the mouth of Tampa Bay. 
	_6_ Promote Natural Resource S_s2cZLeCRVogh*IA89guMzg: YES
	_5_ Promote Community Resilien_Gq4uVp1DCqDt-b8EzMFyEA: YES
	_4_ This project will restore _IIg1ezFQR5XnwR0OIna-1g: YES
	_3_ This project is contained _HkzjM0ZHWwvF*oMLOCyZ-g: NO
	_2_ This is a large-scale proj_HrhqVvNKGkxi2*WvfKlYRw: YES
	_1_ This project is projected _DPMgXNukuc3*dbkerMPTnw: YES
	singleselectfield_YBOvjmTnofJQr2gODeWJRQ: Restore, Enhance, and Protect Habitats
	Notes:_VYndyYIJr6GQG9cYV72yqg: 
	_4_ Restore and Enhance Natura_uZai1zCDd3BtaP468Jp7Pw: YES
	_3_ Protect and Restore Living_*sj*618XpGyBlCAo1BckBA: YES
	_2_ Restore, Improve, and Prot_T7QbMg3qJE1zAfZKcLoilQ: N/A
	_1_ Restore, Enhance, and Prot_cemZXWlXlHqtTB2JVWP2aA: YES
	Notes:_LXZaTlpa8DERVDzdWyVBiw: As stated in the proposal, this proposed habitat restoration project will nourish the beaches with approximately
676,000 cubic yards of material along the length of the western shoreline of the island and will construct a support structure on the north tip of the island. This work will beneficially use dredged material when possible to repair shoreline recession. The
project will provide approximately 39 acres of coastal habitat restoration (through fill placement). After the initial nourishment and construction event, the beach will need to be renourished approximately every seven years. The Egmont Key Restoration and Storm Damage Reduction project will prevent the loss of irreplaceable nationally significant cultural resources vital to the Seminole Tribe of Florida; national historic properties; and other resources important to the regional community. 
	singleselectfield_5pN2cpwlVJrl2hu4Sr-qhw: Restore and Conserve Habitat – Restore and conserve the health, diversity and resilience of key coastal, estuarine and marine habitats.
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