

































































Date: June 27,2017
Originating District: CEMVK

Project/Study Title: YAZOO BASIN MAIN STEM, MR&T LEVEE SETBACKS at
YAZOO CITY AND BELZONI

PWI #:
District POC: Jonathan Pennington (601) 631-5015

Please fill out-this checklist and submit- with the draft Review Plan when coordinating with the
appropriate RMO. For DQC, the District is the RMO; for ATR of Damn and Levee Safety
Studies, the Risk Manageietit Center is the RMO; and for non-Dam and Levee' Safety projects
and other work products, CEMVD is the RMO; for Type ILIEPR, the Risk Managenient Center
is the RMO. Any evaluation boxes checked ‘No’ indicate the RP possibly may not. comply with
EC 1165-2-214 and should be-explained. Additional coordination and issue resolution may be
required ptior to MSC approval of the Review Plan.

 'REQUIREMENT | REFERENCE = |  EVALUATION
1. Is the Reviéw Plan (RP) a standalone dacument" EC 1165-2-214, W Yes I~ N&
Appendix B, Para ] o

a. Doesit include a cover page 1dent:fymg it as . o ™ N
RP and fisting the project/study title, originating ves No
district of office, and date of the plan?-

k. Dwes it include a table of contents? ¥ Ves T No

¢. Isithepurpose of the RP clearly stated and EC EC1165-2-214 I, '
1165-2-214 referenced? Para 7a Wyes " No

d. Does it reference the Pnojcct Management Plan | EC 1165-2-214 ™ Yes M No
(PMP) of which the RP isa component Para 7a:(2) L )
including P2 Project #? No PMP on this existing

project:

¢. Does it include a paragraph stating the title, EC1163-2-214 ¥ ves I No
subject, and purpose of the work product to be Appendix B, Para4a
reviewed?

f. Does'it list the names and discipli_nes:..in-thc EC 1165-2-214, W Yes I~ No
horiie district; MSC and RMOQ to whom Appendix B, Para 4a B
inquiries about the plan miay be directed?*
*Note: It is highly recommiended to put-all team
member names and contact information.in an
appendix for easy updating as ieam menmbers
change or the RP is updated

Current Approved Version: May6, 2011, Printed copies are for “Information Only.” The controlled version
resides on the MVD Regional OMS SharePoint Portal. )
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‘BVALUATION

ATR is not required does-it provide a risk based
decision of why it is not required? Ifan ATR is
réquired the RP' wiil need 1o address the
fol!owmg questions:

i.Does it identify the ATR District, MSC, and
RMO points of contact?

Para 9b

EC 1165-2-214
Appendix B, Para 4a

_ . o | - WEFERENCE
2.. Bocamentation of rlsk-lnformed decisions on EC-1163-2-214 . :
. : '
which Ievels of review are appropriate. Appendix B, Para-4b ¥Yes I" No
a. Does it succinctly describe the three levels of EC 1165:2-214 ¥ Yes I No
peer review: District Quality Control (DQC), Para7a '
Agency Technical Review (ATR), and
Independent External Peer Review (IEPR)?
b. Does it _contain a summary of the CW. E_Cl l__6_5‘—2-2‘I'4 f@" Yés ™ No
implementation products required? Para 15a
¢. DQC is always required. The RPwill need to ECI 165-2-_214 Mvyes T No
‘address the:following.-questions: Para I5b R
1. Does it state that DQC will be managed by the | EC1165-2-214 ¥ Yes ™ No
home district in accordance with the Major Para 8a :
‘Subordinate Command (MSC) and district
Quality Management Plans?
ii. Does it list the. DQC agtivities (for example; | EC 1165-2-214 B ves I
35, 65, 95, BCOE reviews, etc) Para 8a ¥ Yes No
iii. Does it listthe review teams who will perform | EC 1165-2:214 ¥ ves I
' ihe DQC activities? Para 8b(1) MYes I No
iv.Does it provide tasks and relatéd-resource EC L165-2-214 | I~ No.
finding and schedute showing when the Para 8a Yes 1 No
DQC activities will be performed?
d. Does it assume an ATR is required and if ap EC1165-2-214 ¥ Yes I No

VYes M Nol™ N/A

Click here (o enter text.

il.Doés it identify the ATR lead from ouiside the
home MSC?

EC 1165-2-214

Para 9¢

¥ Yes. T Ne

Current Approved Version: May 6, 2011. Printed copies are for “Information Only,” _The controlled version

resides on the MVD Regional OMS SharePoint Portil,
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REQUIREM' 5

e.

iii. Does it provide a succinct descrlptlon of thc
primary discipiings or expertise needed:for
the review (not simply a'list of- disciplines)?
Ifthe reviewers are listed by name, does the-
RP describe the qualifications and years of
relevant experience of the. ATR team
members?*

*Note: It is highly recommended io piit all
lean member names dnd comtact fﬁfor nidtion
‘in an appendix for easy upda!mg as teani
members change or the RP is updated.

iv.Does it pravide tasks and related resouree,
funding and schedule showing when the.
ATR activities will be performed?.

v. Does the RF address thie requirement to
docuinent ATR comments using Dr Checks?

Does-it assume.a Type II [EPR is required and if
a Type 1l IEPR is not. required' does it provide a;
risk based decision of why it is not tequired
mciudmg RMC/ MSC concurrence? If a Type 11
IEPR is required the RP will need o address.
the following questions:

i.Does'it providg_: a defensible rationale for the
decision-on Type.1I IEPR?

ii:Does it identify the Type T1 IEPR District,
MSC; and RMO points of contact?

iii. Does it state that for a Type 11 IEPR, it will be
contracted with'an A/E contractor-or
arranged with another government agency-to
manage externat to the Corps of I Engineers?

EC 11652214
Appendix B, Para 4g

EC 1165:2-214
Appendix C, Para 3e.

EC 1165-2-214
Para 7d (1)

EC1165-2-214.
Appendix E; Para [a

EC1165-2-214

Appendix E, Para la

EC1165-2-214

Appendix B, Para 4a-

EC 1165-2-214
Appendix E, Para
6c(1)

M Yes ™ no ™ N/A

WYes I Nol " N/A

Click here to enler lext.

MYes " Nol™ n/A
VYes T No

Click here to enfer t2xt.
¥ Yes ™ NoT™ N/A
¥ vyes " No T N/A

M¥es " Nol™ N/A

iv. Does it state fora Type Il IEPR, that the
selection of -I:EPR t"_eifi'ej;w panel members will
be made up of independent, recognized
expertts from ouiside of the USACE-in the
appropriate disciplines, representing a
balance-of expertise suitable Tor the review
being conducied? '

v. Does it state for a Type IITEPR, that the
selection of IEPR review panel members wif)
be selected using the National Academy of
Science (NAS) Policy which sets the
staridard. for “independence” in the teview
process?.

vi.If the Type [1 IEPR pane! is established by
USACE, hag local (i.e. District) counsel
reviewed the Type I IEPR éexecution for
FACA requirements?

EC 1165-2:214
Appendix.B, Paca

-4k{1yand Appendix E,

Para’s la & 7

EC:1165-2-214

Appendix E, Para
-6d(3)

EC1165-2-214
Appendix E, Para
6e(1)

Myes. " Nol N/A

Fyes MNol™ N/A

I"Yes ¥ No T 'N/A

Current Approved Version: May 6, 2011, Printed copies are for “Information Onli.” The canthed version

resides.on the MVD Regional QMS ShirePoint Porial.
RPChecklist.dééx.
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REQUIREMENT

| REFERENCE |

vii, Does it prowde tasks and related respurce;
funding and schedule showing when the:
‘Type 11 TEPR activities will be performed?

viii. Does the project address hurricane-and storm
risk management or flood risk management
or any other aspects where Federal action is
Jjustified by life safety or significant threat to
Tuman life?

Ts it likely?. If yes, Type 11 IEPR must be
addressed.

ix. Does the RP address Type Il [EPR faclors?.

Factors to be.considered include;

s Does the projéct involve the use of”
infiovative materials or technigues where the
engineering is:based ‘on -novel methods,
Tresents complex <challenges for
interprétations, contains precedeént setting
methgds or medels, orpresents ¢onclusions
that are likely to change prevailing practices?

o Does the project design require redundancy,
resiliency and robustniess

s Does the project have_"uniqLie construction
sequencing or a reduced or-oveilapping
design construetion schedule; for example,
mgmﬂcant project features accomplished
nisiag the Desigii-Build or Early Contractor
Involvement (ECI) delivery systems.

EC1165-2-214
Para.7e

"ECE165-2-214

Para 10d.

ECI165-2-214
Appendix E, Para 2

¥ ves

W Yes

T~ Yes

v Yes.

" No ™ nN/A

I No ™~ N/A

¥ No

™ No I™ N/A

f. Doesit :a_d_dres‘s policy compliance and legal
review? Ifno, does'it provide a risk based
decision of why it is-not required?

EC 1165-2-214

Para 14

¥ Yes

" No ™ N/A

3. Does the RP present the tasks, timing, and
sequence of the reviews (including deferrals)?

shows timing and sequence of all reviews?

b, Does the review plan éstablish a milestone
schedule aligned with the. critical features.of the
project design and construction?

a. Does it provide and overall review schedule that.

EC1165-2-214

Para Ta

EC1165-2-214

Para 7a

‘EC1165-2-214

Para 74

M Yes

¥ Yes

W Yes

rNQ

I No

I No

4. Does the RP address-énginecering model
-certification requirenrents?

used in developing recommendations?

b. Does it indicate the certification /appreval status
of those models and if certification or approval
of any model(s) will be needed?

‘4. Does it list the models -and data anticipated to Se'

EC 1165-2-214,

Appendix B, Para 4i

EC 1165-2-214,
Appendix B, Para 4i

EC 1165-2-214,
Appendix B, Para 4i

¥ Yes

' No IT N(A

MYes T Nol™ N/A

W Yes

M No ™ N/A

Current Approved Version: May 6, 2011, Printed copies are for “Information Only.” The coiirolled version

‘resides oi fhe MVD-.Re'gimml OMS SharéPoint Portal.
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REQUIREMENT

¢. Ifneeded, does.the RP propose the apprcprlate
level of certifi cation/approval for the model{s)
and how it will be accomplished?

EC 1165-2-214,
Appendix B, Para 4i

Wves I No T N/A

5.. Does the RPexplain how and when there will be.
opportunities for the public to comment on the study
or.project to be reviewed?

a. Poes it discnss postmg the RP on the District
website?

b. Does it indicate the web address, and schedule:
and duration of the posting?

EC 1165-3-214,
Appendix B, Para 4d

EC 1165:2-214,

-Appendix B, Pata 6a

EC 1165-2-214,
Appendix B, Para 6a

FYes MNo ™ N/_A'

¥ vYes ™ Nol™ ny/a

6. Does the RP exp!am when significant and
rélevant public comments will be providéd to-the
reviewers before they conduct their review?

BC 1165-2-214,

Appendix B, Para 4¢

EC 1165-2-214,

MYes T No ?“-N(A

reviewers then does the RP-provide-a

what, when, where, and how questions?
* Typically the public wz!{ not be asked to
nominate potenitial reviewer:

description of the requirements and answer-who,

Appendix B, Para 4h

a. Does it discuss the-schedule of receiving public W vee I Np
comments? Appendix B, Para 4e ves No I N/A
b, Does it discuss the'schedule of Wheri significarit | EC 1165-2-214, = ™ No I :
comments will be provided to the reviewers? Appendix B, Para 4e ¥ ves No " N/A
7. Does the RP address whether the public, EC1165-2-214, = v * NJA
including scientific or professional societies, will be Appendix B, Para 4h I Yes ¥ No I /
asked to nommate professional reviewers?*
a. 1fthe public is asked to.noininate professional EC.1165-2-214, T ves T No R N/A

8. Does'the RP address expected in-kind.
contributions to be provided by the sponsor?

a. If expectéd in-kind contribiutions aré to be
provided by the sponsor, does the RP list thé
expected in-kind contributions to bé provided
by the sponsor?

EC 1165-2-214,

Appendix B, Para 4j

EC1165:2-214,.
Appendix B, Para 4j

T"ves ¥ No {7 N/A
No In-Kind contribution
is required for this project.

I"ves T Mo ¥ N/A

9. Docs the RP explain how the reviéws will be
documented?

2. Does the RP address the rcqulrement to
document ATR comments using Dr Checks and
Type IL IEPR publlshed ‘commeynts-and
respanses pertaining to the design and
-construction activities summarized in a report
reviewed and approved by thé MSC and posted
on the honic district website?

EC 1165-2-214,

Para7d

EC 1165-2:214,
Para 7d

Mvyes " No

MYes T"NoT” N/A

LCarrent Approved Version: May 6, 2011, Printed copies. are for “Informdtion Only.” The cammlied version

resides on the MVD Regional OMS SharePoiiit Portal.
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b. Does the RP exp[am how ﬂlB Type T IEPR w1ll
be documented in a Review Report?

c. Does the RP document how written respenses to
the Type I IEPR Review Report will be

prepared?

d. Doesthe RP detail how the district/PCX/MSC
and CECW-CP will disseminate the final Type
ITTEPR Review Report, USACE response; and
-all other materials related to the Type I IEPR
oty the lntemet'?

EC 1165-2-214

Appendix B , Para-4l¢,

(14)

EC 1165-2-214
Appendix B,.Para 4k
(13)

EC 1165-2-214
Appendix B, Para
4k(13)

¥ ves " No I" N/A

M Yes " No I™ N/A

MYes TNoI™N

/A

189.  Mas theapproval memerandum been prepared
and does it accompany the RP?

“EC 1165-2-214,

Appendix B, Para 5

¥yYes T" No

Current Approved Version: May 6, 2011. Printed copies are for “Informiition Only,” Tle controlled | version
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