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ENVIRONMENTAL RE-EVALUATION CONSULTATION  
 

Note:  The purpose of this worksheet is to assist sponsoring agencies in gathering and organizing 
materials for re-evaluations required under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). It is 
designed to provide FTA with information needed to do a re-evaluation. In lieu of the worksheet, the 
sponsoring agency may submit the same information in a different format. Submission of the 
worksheet by itself does not meet NEPA requirements.  FTA must concur in writing with its 
determination and/or the sponsoring agency's NEPA recommendation. Contact the FTA Region 4 
Planner if you have any questions regarding this worksheet. We strongly encourage you to contact 
us to discuss your project changes before you fill out this worksheet. 

 
For Agency Use  
Date Received:      
Recommendation by Planner or Engineer: 

 Accept       Return for Revisions   
 Not Eligible 

Reviewed By:          
Date:       

Comments:        
 
Concurrence by Regional Counsel: 

 Accept Recommendation    Return with Comments 
Reviewed By:          
Date:       

Comments:       
 
Concurrence by Approving Official:       
 

Date:        

 
Please answer the following questions, fill out the impact chart and attach project area and site maps. 
Using a site map from the previously approved NEPA document, show project changes using a different 
color.  Include additional site maps to help reviewer understand project changes. 

 
PROJECT TITLE 
Lowcountry Rapid Transit (LCRT) Project 
 

 
LIST CURRENT, APPROVED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS (e.g. EIS/ROD, EA/FONSI, BA, RE-
EVALUATION, etc.)  If Re-evaluation, briefly describe. 

Title: LCRT NEPA Documented Categorical Exclusion (DCE) Date: July 19, 2021   
Type and Date of Last Federal Action: Re-evaluation of 60% design approval 10/17/2024 
 

 
HAS THE MOST CURRENT AND OTHER PERTINENT APPROVED ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENTS BEEN RE-READ TO COMPARE PROPOSED PROJECT CHANGES? 
 

 NO (STOP! The most current approved environmental document MUST be re-read prior to       
completing a re-evaluation.) 
 

 YES     NAME: Jennifer Pearson DATE: May 2025 

 
IS THE PROJECT CURRENTLY UNDER    DESIGN OR    CONSTRUCTION? 
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REASON FOR RE-EVALUATION 
Since publication of the DCE, the Berkeley-Charleston-Dorchester Council of Government (BCDCOG) 
advanced design to 90 percent and BCDCOG has proposed a change in bus fleet from battery electric 
buses (BEB) to a diesel fleet.  
 
 
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT CHANGES OR NEW INFORMATION 
BCDCOG made the decision to change the bus fleet from BEB to diesel buses because it was determined 
there is not a feasible BEB option that will be able to provide the service frequencies needed to deliver the 
promised high-quality service of a BRT system. A diesel fleet helps reduce risk and future-proof the 
LCRT system so its service can operate as promised – frequent, reliable, and comfortable – and reduces 
potential for infrastructure or service issues like schedule delays.  The fleet will be composed of 21 
vehicles with 17 vehicles used during peak hours. Project infrastructure would not preclude the option to 
move to BEBs when the initial fleet has reached the end of its useful life. 
 
Minor revisions have been made to Mitigation Measures in the DCE to provide further detail and 
clarification for future project phases. See Attachment 1. 
 
HAVE ANY NEW OR REVISED LAWS OR REGULATIONS BEEN ISSUED SINCE APPROVAL OF 
THE LAST ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT THAT AFFECTS THIS PROJECT?  If yes, please explain. 
 

  NO    
 YES   

Rescinded CEQ regulations (40 CFR 771); CEQ NEPA Implementation Guidance 
 
Rescinded executive orders including but not limited to: EO 12898, EO 13985, EO 14091, 14037 and 
new executive orders, including EO 14154. 
 
 
WILL THE NEW INFORMATION HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO CAUSE A CHANGE IN THE 
DETERMINATION OF IMPACTS FROM WHAT WAS DESCRIBED IN THE ORIGINAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FOR ANY OF THE AREAS LISTED BELOW? For each impact 
category, please indicate whether there will be a change in impacts. For all categories with a change, 
continue to the table at the end of this worksheet and provide detailed descriptions of the impacts as 
initially disclosed, new impacts and a discussion of the changes. The change in impact may be beneficial 
or adverse. 

 
Transportation       Yes      No 
 
Land Use and Economics      Yes      No 
 
Acquisitions, Displacements, & Relocations    Yes      No 
 
Neighborhoods & Populations (Social)     Yes      No 
 
Visual Resources & Aesthetics      Yes      No 
 
Air Quality        Yes      No 
 
Noise & Vibration       Yes      No 
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Ecosystems (Vegetation & Wildlife)     Yes      No 
 
Water Resources       Yes      No 
 
Energy  & Natural Resources      Yes      No 
  
Geology & Soils       Yes      No 
 
Hazardous Materials       Yes      No 
 
Public Services        Yes      No 
 
Utilities        Yes      No 
 
Historic, Cultural & Archaeological Resources   Yes      No 
 
Parklands & Recreation              Yes      No 
 
Construction        Yes      No 
 
Secondary and Cumulative      Yes      No 
 
 
Will the changed conditions or new information result in revised documentation or determination 
under the following federal regulations? 

 
Endangered Species Act       Yes      No 
Magnuson-Stevens Act       Yes      No 
Farmland Preservation Act      Yes      No 
Section 404-Clean Water Act      Yes      No 
Floodplain Management Act      Yes      No 
Hazardous Materials        Yes      No 
Section 106 National Historic Preservation Act   Yes      No 
Uniform Relocation Act      Yes      No 
Section 4(f) Lands       Yes      No 
Section 6(f) Lands       Yes      No 
Wild & Scenic Rivers       Yes      No 
Coastal Barriers       Yes      No 
Coastal Zone        Yes      No 
Sole Source Aquifer       Yes      No 
National Scenic Byways      Yes      No 
Other               Yes      No 
 
If you checked yes to any of these, describe how the changes impact compliance and any actions 
needed to ensure compliance of the new project: The additional ROW acquisitions will require 
compliance with the Uniform Relocation Act. 
 
Will these changes or new information likely result in substantial public controversy? 
 

 Yes      No 
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Comments:        
 
 
 
COMMENTS:        
 
 
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS: Based on the information that has been reviewed, it has 
been determined that the revised design would not significantly alter the conclusions reached in the DCE. 
 
LIST OF ATTACHMENTS: Noise Analysis 
 
SUBMITTED BY: 
By signing this, I certify that to the best of my knowledge this document is complete and accurate.    

Name  Jennifer Pearson 
 
 
Title Sr Environmental Planner      
 

Date 05/16/2025 
 
 

 
 
Submit two paper copies of this form, attachments, and a transmittal letter recommending a NEPA finding 
to the address below. Or you may submit one electronic version to the appropriate FTA Region 4 Planner. 
When the document is approved, FTA may request additional copies.    
 
Federal Transit Administration, Region 4   phone: (404) 865-5600   
230 Peachtree Street, Suite 800     fax: (404) 865-5605 
Atlanta, GA 30303-1512 
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Impact Category Impacts as Initially Disclosed New Impacts Change in Impacts 
Transportation Traffic Impacts 

Temporary adverse impacts on traffic 
during construction. Long-term 
beneficial impacts because the BRT 
would provide an efficient, reliable 
alternative mode of transportation that 
would enhance regional mobility and 
shift some private vehicle use to 
public transit as congestion continues 
to grow. 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Impacts 
Beneficial impacts on bicycle and 
pedestrian safety due to a proposed 
shared use path along the LCRT 
alignment. 
 
On-Street Parking Impacts 
Parking impacts from the removal of 
parking spaces or use of flex-time 
parking at select areas would not 
result in significant impacts under 
NEPA due to adequate, convenient 
off-street parking availability for 
residential and commercial use. 
Access would be maintained as much 
as practical to businesses during times 
of limited access. 
 
Connectivity to Other Transportation 
Facilities and Modes 

Traffic Impacts 
The proposed station relocations, 
intersection improvements, and other 
design changes would result in slightly 
greater beneficial traffic impacts. 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Impacts 
For first/last mile connectivity, design 
and further assessment of existing 
bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure 
identified existing sidewalk that could 
be retained to minimize construction 
impacts and cost. While the 
reconstruction of some existing 
sidewalks has been eliminated, 
pedestrian improvements such as the 
SUP, additional crosswalks and bike 
racks near stations will still be provided 
to enhance station accessibility. 
Beneficial impacts on bicycle and 
pedestrian safety described in the DCE 
are still expected due these 
enhancements. 
 
On-Street Parking Impacts 
Due to the progression of design and 
lane configurations in downtown 
Charleston, approximately 11 additional 
on-street parking spaces will be 
removed. 
 

Traffic Impacts 
No changes in impacts during construction 
are anticipated from those described in the 
DCE.  
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Impacts 
No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 
 
On-Street Parking Impacts 
No changes in the number of removed 
parking spaces is anticipated from those 
described in the DCE. 
 
Connectivity to Other Transportation 
Facilities and Modes 
No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 
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Connectivity using transfers would be 
available via the Shipwatch Square 
Transit Center, the North Charleston 
Intermodal Transportation Center 
located on Gaynor Avenue, and any 
future shared transit stops with the 
Charleston Area Regional Transit 
Authority (CARTA) (to be 
determined). The transportation 
center provides connectivity between 
CARTA and inter-city bus services, 
Amtrak intercity passenger trains, and 
for-hire transportation services. 

Connectivity to Other Transportation 
Facilities and Modes 
No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Land Use and 
Economics 

No adverse impacts on existing land 
uses due to the presence of existing 
transit service and compatible land 
use along the corridor. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Acquisitions, 
Displacements, & 
Relocations 

Estimated ROW needs of 5.72 acres 
would not result in significant impacts 
under NEPA as the project corridor is 
21.4 miles in length. None of the 
property acquisitions would result in 
the displacement of any residences. 

Estimated permanent ROW needs of 
17.77 acres, including the OMF and 
Park and Ride, and TCE needs of 17.96 
acres would not result in significant 
impacts under NEPA as the project 
corridor is 21.4 miles in length. All new 
permanent ROW acquisitions and TCEs 
are within the original project study 
area (PSA). None of the property 
acquisitions would result in the 
displacement of any residences. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the re-evaluation 
approved 10/17/2024. 

    
Neighborhoods & 
Populations (Social)  

Although the study area includes 
concentrations of minority and low-

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 
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income populations greater than the 
City of Charleston, North Charleston, 
Goose Creek, Hanahan, and Ladson, 
the BRT would not result in 
disproportionately high and adverse 
impacts on minority and/or low-
income populations. The alignment is 
constructed within existing ROW and 
would not create a barrier to any 
neighborhoods. 

    
Visual Resources & 
Aesthetics 

No adverse impacts on visual 
resources and aesthetics because the 
BRT features (vehicles, station, and 
infrastructure) would be consistent 
with the transportation character of 
the corridor. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Air Quality Beneficial impacts on regional air 

quality due to the reduction of vehicle 
miles traveled and proposed use of 
battery electric buses. 

While BEB are no longer proposed for 
the project, beneficial impacts on 
regional air quality due to the reduction 
of vehicle miles traveled is still 
anticipated. Charleston and Berkeley 
Counties remain in attainment for all air 
quality standards. No new impacts are 
anticipated from those described in the 
DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Noise & Vibration Temporary adverse impacts to the 

ambient noise environment in the 
PSA during construction and no 
adverse impacts during operation. The 
project does not meet the three 

The noise and vibration analysis for the 
LCRT project was updated to account 
for the change from an all-electric to an 
all-diesel bus fleet, and to capture 
design changes to operating speeds, 

Noise: Four moderate noise impacts to 
Category 2 (residential/overnight sleep) 
land uses were identified as a result of these 
changes, but since these are the only 
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vibration screening criteria prescribed 
in FTA guidance, and therefore FTA 
considers vibration impacts unlikely. 
No further vibration assessment is 
necessary. 

volumes, and other factors that may 
affect noise and vibration results. See 
Noise and Vibration Analysis Update 
memo attached.  

impacts and just above the moderate impact 
threshold, no mitigation is proposed. 
 
Vibration: There are no changes to the 
previous findings in the DCE of no 
vibration impacts. 
 

    
Ecosystems 
(Vegetation & 
Wildlife)  

No candidate species or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife-designated critical habitat for 
federally listed species exists within 
the PSA. Temporary adverse impacts 
to essential fish habitat could occur 
during construction for access. 
Temporary clearing within the 
estuarine emergent wetlands would 
result from the installation of erosion 
and sediment control measures. These 
short-term adverse impacts would be 
minimal and as design progresses, 
efforts would be made to avoid, 
minimize, and mitigate these impacts. 

Per the re-evaluation approved 
10/17/24, impacts to all tidal streams 
and wetlands were eliminated, including 
New Market Creek. Temporary impacts 
to EFH in New Market Creek were 
disclosed in the DCE. Avoidance of 
impacts to New Market Creek has also 
eliminated the previously anticipated 
EFH impacts.   No impacts to EFH are 
anticipated for the project. 

No impacts to EFH are anticipated for the 
project. 

    
Water Resources Permanent adverse impacts to nine 

streams (four perennial and five 
intermittent) totaling 364 LF due to 
the extension of pipes and culverts to 
accommodate an increase or shift in 
ROW. Permanent adverse impacts to 
three non-tidal wetlands totaling 0.09 
acre due to fill or excavation. No 
permanent adverse impacts to tidal 
streams or wetlands. Temporary 

No changes in impacts are anticipated 
from those described in the re-
evaluation approved 10/17/2024. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the re-evaluation 
approved 10/17/2024. 
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adverse impacts to six streams (five 
perennial and one intermittent) 
totaling 122 LF and two non-tidal 
wetlands totaling 0.06 acre due to 
erosion and sediment control 
measures and construction access. 
Impacts to surface waters have been 
avoided and minimized to the greatest 
extent practicable. 

    
Energy  & Natural 
Resources  

Increased use of public transportation 
would result in decreased traffic 
congestion and vehicle idling, thereby 
increasing the transportation related 
energy efficiency within the project 
corridor for both public transportation 
and private vehicle use.  

While BEB buses are no longer 
proposed for the project, decreased 
traffic congestion and vehicle idling 
increasing the transportation related 
energy efficiency within the project 
corridor is still anticipated. No new 
impacts are anticipated from those 
described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Geology & Soils The project is situated at and close to 

sea level and some soils within the 
study area could potentially be 
erodible and/or poorly drained, 
especially area that are hydric or have 
hydric inclusions or within the coastal 
critical areas. Soil corrective 
measures may be taken to stabilize 
roadway, roadway shoulders, and 
culvert crossings by augmenting 
existing soils with soils with stable 
properties. Soil erosion resulting from 
construction activities would be 
controlled using appropriate 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 
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environmental protective measures, 
including best management practices 
(BMPs) to prevent soil erosion. 

    
Hazardous Materials
  

The PSA has 98 sites of concern 
(seven low risk sites, 86 medium risk 
sites, and five high-risk sites). Each of 
these sites has the potential to impact 
the project via the presence or 
potential presence of contaminants in 
soil and/or groundwater. Contractors 
would implement BMPs such as 
developing and implementing a soil 
management plan and stopping 
subsurface activities and contacting 
the BCDCOG if hazardous materials 
are encountered. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Public Services 
  

No adverse impacts on public 
services. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Utilities Temporary adverse impacts because 

utility relocations may be required; 
however, this work could be 
completed in tandem with other 
roadway restriping and paving work 
to minimize impacts on traffic flow 
during this time. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Historic, Cultural & 
Archaeological 
Resources 

No adverse impacts on historic 
properties in the PSA. The project 
would not result in the acquisition of 
new ROW from historic properties. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 
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There are no Section 4(f) issues 
regarding historic properties. 

    
Parklands & 
Recreation  

FTA has determined that use of the 
Wannamaker County Park and 
Harmon Field resulted in a de 
minimis determination. A de minimis 
determination results when, after 
considering any measures to 
minimize harm, the impact would not 
adversely affect the activities, 
features, or attributes qualifying a 
park, recreation area, or refuge for 
protection under Section 4(f). 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Construction  Temporary adverse construction 

impacts would be minimized through 
appropriate mitigation as described in 
the DCE. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
Secondary and 
Cumulative 

No significant adverse cumulative 
impacts. Potential minor cumulative 
construction impacts with other 
planned projects in the area. 

No new impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

No changes in impacts are anticipated from 
those described in the DCE. 

    
    
    

 


