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1. PURPOSE, AUTHORITY, STUDY DESCRIPTION, AND PRODUCTS 
 

a. Purpose. This review plan defines levels and scopes of review required for the 
feasibility phase products. 

 
b. Authority. Section 205 of The Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 

 
c. Review Management Organization (RMO). The RMO is responsible for managing 

the overall peer review effort described in this review plan. The RMO for CAP 
Section 205 studies is LRC. The LRC Commander is responsible for approving the 
Review Plan. LRD has delegated to the Chicago District all RMO responsibilities 
identified in EC1165-2-217. (Memorandum from CELRD-PDS; Subject: Delegation 
of Decision-Making and Approval Authority for Specified Elements of the 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP) to the Chicago District; dated 23 November 
2020). 

 
d. Study Description. This study was initiated to investigate measures that can 

address flood risks in the City of Joliet, Illinois from the Des Plaines River. See 
Attachment 2 for map of study area. The primary flood risk area is located on the 
east side of the Des Plaines River, north (upstream) of the Brandon Road Lock 
and Dam. The City of Joliet is bisected by the Des Plaines River. The west side 
of Joliet is on relatively high ground. The east side is low-lying. In some areas, 
downtown Joliet is more than 15 feet below the 0.01 annual chance exceedance 
(ACE) flood elevation of the Des Plaines River. The area historically has been 
protected from flooding on the left descending bank of the river (east side) by a 
combination of the channel wall that is part of the Brandon Road Lock and Dam 
system, non-engineered embankments and high ground.   

 
In February 2019, FEMA issued revised floodplain maps for Will County, 
including the City of Joliet. During the course of the floodplain map revision 
analysis, FEMA and the Illinois State Water Survey (ISWS) determined that the 
non-engineered embankment north of Columbia Street did not meet the FEMA 
standards for levees and could provide an overland flow path from the Des 
Plaines River into Joliet. Floodwaters would flow south through the urban area of 
Joliet, eventually discharging into Hickory Creek which is maintained at a lower 
elevation by the Brandon Road Lock and Dam.  
 
In November 2019, the embankment between Columbia Street and the railroad 
was inspected by USACE which noted several deficiencies that increase risk of 
failure including utility poles (including one significantly leaning), depressions and 
thick woody vegetation, especially on the riverside. The embankment soil is silty 
sand and gravel, which carries a high risk of seepage that could lead to failure 
and/or erosion breach in the event of overtopping. 
 
Based on the investigations conducted to support the Federal Interest 
Determination (FID) Report approved by LRD on June 18, 2020, alternatives to 
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(3) Type I Independent External Peer Review (IEPR): A Type I IEPR is not required 
based on the mandatory triggers outlined in the Memorandum for Major Subordinate 
Command (MSC) and District Commanders dated April 05, 2019; the memorandum 
provides interim guidance on streamlining IEPR for improved civil works product 
delivery. Paragraph 4 states a project study may be excluded Type I IEPR if the 
project does not meet any of the three mandatory IEPR triggers. This feasibility 
study does not meet any of the mandatory IEPR triggers for the following reasons: 

a. The estimated total cost of the project, including mitigation costs, is not greater 
than $200 million. 

b. The Governor of Illinois has not requested a peer review by independent 
experts. 

c. The study is not controversial due to significant public dispute over size, nature, 
or effects of the project or the economic or environmental costs or benefits of 
the project. 
 

When none of the three mandatory triggers for IEPR are met, MSC Commanders 

have the discretion to conduct IEPR on a risk-informed assessment of the 

expected contribution of IEPR to the project. An IEPR would not provide additional 

benefit to the study for the following reasons: 

a. This study does not include the development or use of any novel methods. 
b. This project does not pose likely threats to health and public safety. 
c. There is no anticipated interagency interest. 
d. Chicago District has not received a request from the head of any Federal or 

State agency for an IEPR. 
e. The proposed project is not anticipated to have unique construction sequencing 

or a reduced or overlapping design construction schedule. 
 

(4) Type II Independent External Peer Review (IEPR): Type II IEPR, or Safety 
Assurance Review (SAR), are managed outside the USACE and are conducted on 
design and construction activities for hurricane, storm, and flood risk management 
projects or other projects where existing and potential hazards pose a significant 
threat to human life. Because there are preliminary life safety concerns that will be 
further evaluated during the feasibility study, as confirmed by the LRC Chief of 
Engineering and Construction in the District Chief of Engineering Assessment of 
Life-Safety Risk, a Type II IEPR may be considered once the project reaches 
detailed design and construction.  
 

(5) Policy and Legal Review: All decision documents will be reviewed for compliance 
with law and policy. Guidance for policy and legal compliance reviews is addressed 
in Appendix H, ER 1105-2-100.  
 

(6) Public Review: 
a. A public involvement program will be included to satisfy NEPA requirements 

and solicit public and government agency input. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 – Study Overview 
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ATTACHMENT 3 – STATEMENT OF TECHNICAL REVIEW FOR DECISION DOCUMENTS 
 

COMPLETION OF AGENCY TECHNICAL REVIEW 

The Agency Technical Review (ATR) has been completed for the Continuing Authority Program Section 205 Joliet Levee, IL. 

The ATR was conducted as defined in the project’s Review Plan to comply with the requirements of EC 1165-2-214.  During 

the ATR, compliance with established policy principles and procedures, utilizing justified and valid assumptions, was verified. 

This included review of: assumptions, methods, procedures, and material used in analyses, alternatives evaluated, the 

appropriateness of data used and level obtained, and reasonableness of the results, including whether the product meets the 

customer’s needs consistent with law and existing US Army Corps of Engineers policy. The ATR also assessed the District 

Quality Control (DQC) documentation and made the determination that the DQC activities employed appear to be appropriate 

and effective. All comments resulting from the ATR have been resolved and the comments have been closed in DrChecksSM. 

 

SIGNATURE   

Name  Date 

ATR Team Leader   

Office Symbol/Company   

 

SIGNATURE   

Name  Date 

Project Manager (home district)   

Office Symbol   

 

 

SIGNATURE   

Name  Date 

Review Management Office Representative    

Office Symbol 

 

  

CERTIFICATION OF AGENCY TECHNICAL REVIEW 

 

Significant concerns and the explanation of the resolution are as follows: Describe the major technical concerns and their 

resolution. 

 

As noted above, all concerns resulting from the ATR of the project have been fully resolved. 

 

SIGNATURE   

Name  Date 
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Chief, Engineering Division (home district)   

Office Symbol   

 

SIGNATURE   

Name  Date 

Chief, Planning Division (home district)   

Office Symbol   
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ATTACHMENT 4 – REVIEW PLAN REVISIONS LOG 
 

Revision 

Date 
Description of Change 

Page / Paragraph 

Number 

   

   

   

   

   

 




