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Chapter 1 — Introduction

1.1 Project Overview

A Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is being conducted to study transportation improvements
between Walnut Ridge in Arkansas and the Missouri State line. The Arkansas Department of Transportation
(ARDOT) is providing direct oversight and management of the proposed project on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA).

The project is located in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph counties in northeast Arkansas. Construction of
the proposed project would complete the improvements of future Interstate 57 (I-57) within Arkansas. The
project includes improvements to the United States Highway (Hwy.) 67 corridor in northeastern Arkansas
between the Hwy. 67 /Hwy. 412 interchange in Walnut Ridge, Arkansas and the Missouri State line. The purpose
of the project is to enhance connectivity and continuity of the National Highway System, provide a more
resilient roadway, and provide for increased opportunity for economic development in northeast Arkansas.

The proposed project is needed to address a deficiency in the National Highway System in northeast Arkansas.
The project is needed because there is a gap in the system linkage which diminishes connectivity and mobility
of the National Highway System. Construction of the action alternative would complete the improvements of
Future 1-57 within Arkansas. Additionally, there is a lack of reliable transportation infrastructure to support
economic development and a need to enhance resiliency to extreme weather events along the route.
Furthermore, legislation designated this route as future Interstate Route 57. The project needs and supporting
information are discussed further in Chapter 1 of the DEIS.

1.2  Project Alternatives

As shown in Figure 1, two main line alternatives (Alternatives 2 and 3) ranging from 39.2 to 41.3 miles in
length and three Missouri connector alternatives (Alternatives A, B, and C) ranging from 2.3 to 2.8 miles in
length are being evaluated for the project. Alternatives 2 and 3 begin at the Hwy. 67 /Hwy. 412 interchange in
Walnut Ridge, Arkansas and both terminate approximately just south of the Missouri state line. Missouri
connector Alternatives A, B, and C begin at the terminal ends of Alternatives 2 and 3, extend northward, and
terminate at Hwy. 67. The northern-most 0.5-mile of Alternative B occurs along existing Hwy. 67 while the rest
of Alternative B and the vast majority of the other alternatives would be on new alignment.

The proposed roadway for all action alternatives would be a four-lane divided highway with a depressed grass
median and an approximately 400-foot-wide right of way (ROW). As shown in Figure 2, the typical section
would consist of four 12-foot-wide lanes, 10-foot-wide paved outside shoulders, 6-foot-wide paved inside
shoulders, a 48-foot grass median, a 30-foot clear zone at 6:1, and a 3:1 slope outside the clear zone. The
footprints of Alternatives A and C also include a 0.29-mile and 0.17-mile section, respectively, of County
Road 278 to accommodate a temporary, two-lane roadway that would tie each alternative back to Hwy. 67. The
two-lane section to Hwy. 67 would be an interim condition that would be replaced with the proposed
interchange connecting to MoDOT’s proposed future corridor. The interim sections of Alternatives A and C that
are along County Road 278, would be a two-lane highway with an approximately 140 foot and 120 foot wide
ROW, respectively (Figure 2).
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Figure 1: Future I-57 Action Alternatives

Chapter 1
Introduction







































































https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_topics/other_topics/VIA_Guidelines_for_Highway_Projects.aspx
https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_topics/other_topics/VIA_Guidelines_for_Highway_Projects.aspx
https://www.google.com/earth/versions/

Appendix F - Conceptual Stage Relocation
Statement

Job No. 100512, Walnut Ridge — Missouri State Line (Future 1-57) P.E.

oor

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION

Prepared by Garver for the
Arkansas Department of Transportation
In cooperation with the Federal Hwy Administration

This report was funded in part by the Federal Hwy Administration, U.S. Department of
Transportation. The views and opinions of the authors expressed herein do not
necessarily state or reflect those of the U.S. Department of Transportation.

'Em HB,B_I l'"‘


































Appendix G — Supplementary Regulatory Context on
Environmental Justice Analysis

Job No. 100512, Walnut Ridge — Missouri State Line (Future 1-57) P.E.

oor

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION

Prepared by Garver for the
Arkansas Department of Transportation
In cooperation with the Federal Hwy Administration

This report was funded in part by the Federal Hwy Administration, U.S. Department of
Transportation. The views and opinions of the authors expressed herein do not
necessarily state or reflect those of the U.S. Department of Transportation.













Appendix H—Economics Impact Analysis

Job No. 100512, Walnut Ridge — Missouri State Line (Future 1-57) P.E.

oor

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION

Prepared by Garver for the
Arkansas Department of Transportation
In cooperation with the Federal Hwy Administration

This report was funded in part by the Federal Hwy Administration, U.S. Department of
Transportation. The views and opinions of the authors expressed herein do not
necessarily state or reflect those of the U.S. Department of Transportation.

























































































































	Environmental Impact Statement Summary
	S.1 What is the Future I-57 project and why is it needed?
	S.2 What was the preliminary range of alternatives considered?
	S.3 What alternatives were presented to the public and how are public agencies involved?
	S.4 Which alternatives were dropped from further consideration and why?
	S.5 What are the alternatives retained and analyzed in the DEIS?
	S.6 What beneficial and adverse impacts are anticipated?
	S.7 What other federal actions and permits would be required?
	S.8 Are there any other major federal actions proposed in the area?
	S.9 What is the Preferred Alternative?
	S.10 Where is additional information available and what are the ways to comment on the DEIS?
	S.11 What are the next steps in the NEPA process?

	Chapter 1 – Purpose and Need
	1.1 What is meant by a project’s purpose and need?
	1.2 What are the project’s logical termini and study area limits?
	1.3 What are the socioeconomic characteristics of the study area?
	Population, Demographics, and Education
	Economic Information
	Land Use and Environmental Features
	Northeast Arkansas Road Network
	Regional Roadway Network
	Traffic Operations

	1.4 What previous studies have been completed for the project area?
	1.5 Why is the project needed?
	System Linkage and Continuity
	Economic Development
	Climate Resiliency
	Congressional Designation

	1.6 What is the purpose of the project?

	Chapter 2 – Alternatives
	2.1 How were the alternatives developed?
	2.2 What is the project history regarding alternative development?
	2.3 What is the preliminary range of alternatives?
	Level 1 Analysis
	Level 1 Analysis Results
	Level 2 Analysis
	Level 2 Analysis Results
	Alternatives Carried Forward


	Chapter 3 – Environmental Resources, Consequences, and Mitigation
	3.1 How were impacts evaluated?
	3.2 Would changes to land use and zoning occur?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.3 How would farmlands be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.4 How would visual resources be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.5 Would the project require relocations and property acquisitions?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.6 Does the project have environmental justice concerns?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Public Involvement
	Mitigation
	Conclusion

	3.7 Would the project have community impacts?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.8 Would the project have economic impacts?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.9 How would the project affect traffic?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.10 Would the project result in noise impacts?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation
	Commitments

	3.11 Are energy impacts anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.12 Would the project affect air quality?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation
	Incomplete or Unavailable Information for Project-Specific MSAT Health Impacts Analysis

	3.13 Would the project affect greenhouse gases?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.14 Would impacts to hazardous materials or sites of concern occur?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.15 How would public lands be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.16 Are impacts to cultural resources anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.17 Would there be any Section 4(f) Impacts?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.18 How would terrestrial ecology, vegetation, and wildlife be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.19 How would federally-protected species be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.20 How would national domestic listing workplan species be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.21 Are impacts to migratory birds anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.22 How would species of state concern be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.23 Are impacts to aquatic ecology and biota anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.24 Would the project affect invasive species and noxious weeds?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.25 How would water quality be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.26 What stream and wetland impacts are anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.27 How would floodplains and levees be affected?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.28 What construction impacts are anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences

	3.29 Are induced growth effects anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.30 Are other reasonably foreseeable impacts anticipated?
	Introduction and Methodology
	Affected Environment
	Environmental Consequences
	Mitigation

	3.31 What is the Relationship of Local Short-term Uses vs. Long-term Productivity?
	3.32 Is there an Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources?

	Chapter 4 – Coordination
	4.1 How has the public been involved?
	4.2 How have public agencies been involved and what is the scoping process?

	Chapter 5 – Summary and Comparison of Impacts
	5.1 What are the results of this DEIS?
	5.2 What is the Preferred Alternative?
	5.3 What are the project commitments?
	5.4 What are the next steps?

	Chapter 6 – List of Preparers
	Chapter 7 – References
	7.1 Acronyms
	7.2 Literature Cited

	Appendix A - Notice of Intent 
	Appendix B - Executive Summary of the 2015 Highway 67 Improvement Study
	Appendix C - Traffic and Safety Analysis Technical Report
	Introduction
	2015 Study

	Needs Identified
	Transportation Demand
	Safety
	Security

	Mobility and System Reliability
	Connectivity
	Recurring Delay


	Alternatives Analysis
	Alternatives
	Alternative 1
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3

	Safety
	Mobility and System Reliability
	Connectivity
	Volume Development
	Traffic Data Along Existing Highway 67

	Traffic Data Along New Corridors
	Recurring Delay



	Appendix D - Agency and Tribal Coordination
	Table of Contents
	23 USC Section 139 Coordination Plan
	Agency and Tribal Coordination Received
	Cooperating Agency - Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT)
	Major Concurrence Points
	All Other Correspondence

	Cooperating Agencies - U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
	Major Concurrence Points
	All Other Correspondence

	Cooperating Agencies - U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA)
	Major Concurrence Points
	All Other Correspondence

	Cooperating Agencies - U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
	Major Concurrence Points
	All Other Correspondence

	Cooperating Agencies - U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
	Major Concurrence Points
	All Other Correspondence

	Participating Agencies
	Division of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
	Arkansas Game and Fish Commission (AGFC)
	Arkansas Historic Preservation Program (AHPP)
	Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission (ANHC)

	Other Agencies
	Arkansas Department of Agriculture
	Arkansas Department of Health (ADH)
	Division of Arkansas State Parks
	U.S. Coast Guard
	Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP)

	Tribal Coordination


	Appendix E - Visual Impacts Assessment Memo 
	Chapter 1 – Introduction
	1.1 Project Overview
	1.2 Project Alternatives
	1.3 Purpose of this Memorandum

	Chapter 2 – Scoping and Methodology
	2.1 Definitions Based on Regulatory Guidance
	2.2 VIA Scoping Questionnaire
	Environmental Compatibility
	Viewer Sensitivity
	Determining the Level of Visual Impact Assessment

	2.3 Data Collection and Impact Assessment

	Chapter 3 – Visual Impact Assessment
	3.1 Existing Visual Character
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3
	Alternative A
	Alternative B
	Alternative C

	3.2 Permanent Impacts
	Alternatives 2, 3, A, and C
	Alternative B

	3.3 Temporary Impacts
	3.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

	Chapter 4 – References

	Appendix F - Conceptual Stage Relocation Statement
	Appendix G - Supplementary Regulatory Context on Environmental Justice Analysis
	Appendix H - Economics Impact Analysis 
	Appendix I - Screening Level Noise Analysis Technical Report
	Appendix J - Cultural Resources Information 
	Programmatic Agreement
	Cultural Resources Summary Letter (April 2022)
	Architectural Resources Survey (July 2021)

	Appendix K - Biological Resources Technical Report 
	Table of Contents
	Chapter 1 – Introduction
	1.1 Project Overview
	1.2 Project Alternatives
	1.3 Resources Evaluated in this Technical Report

	Chapter 2 – Ecosystems, Habitat, and Wildlife
	2.1 Regulatory Context, Methodology, and Data
	2.2 Existing Conditions
	Terrestrial Ecological Characterization
	Terrestrial Cover Types and Vegetation
	Terrestrial Wildlife
	Migratory Birds
	Aquatic Ecology and Biota
	Invasive Species and Noxious Weeds
	Ecologically Sensitive Areas

	2.3 Environmental Consequences
	Terrestrial Vegetation and Wildlife
	Migratory Birds
	Aquatic Ecology and Biota
	Invasive Species and Noxious Weeds
	Sensitive Areas

	2.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

	Chapter 3 – Federally-protected Species
	3.1 Regulatory Context, Methodology, and Data
	3.2 Federally-protected Species
	3.3 Federally-protected Species and Suitable Habitats
	Federally-protected Bat Species and Suitable Habitats
	Federally-protected Bird Species and Suitable Habitats
	Federally-protected Mussel Species and Suitable Habitats
	Endangered and Threatened Mussel Species
	Mussel Species Proposed Threatened or Evaluated for Listing
	High Density Mussel Assemblages (Mussel Beds)
	Federally-protected Insect Species and Suitable Habitats
	Federally-protected Plant Species and Suitable Habitats
	Federally-protected Salamander and Turtle Species and Suitable Habitats

	3.4 Environmental Consequences
	No Action Alternative
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3
	Alternative A
	Alternative B
	Alternative C

	3.5 Agency Consultation Status
	3.6 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
	3.7 Commitments

	Chapter 4 – State-listed Species of Concern
	4.1 Regulatory Context, Methodology, and Data
	4.2 State-listed Species
	4.3 Existing Conditions and Habitat Assessment – State-listed Species
	Bat Species
	Aquatic Species
	Bird Species
	Plant Species
	Species Locations

	4.4 Environmental Consequences
	No Action Alternative
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3
	Alternative A
	Alternative B
	Alternative C
	No Action Alternative

	4.5 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

	Chapter 5 – National Domestic Listing Workplan Species
	5.1 Regulatory Context, Methodology, and Data
	5.2 National Domestic Listing Workplan Species and Suitable Habitats
	5.3 Environmental Consequences
	No Action Alternative
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3
	Alternative A
	Alternative B
	Alternative C

	5.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

	Chapter 6 – References
	6.1 Acronyms
	6.2 Literature Cited
	I-57_BA 2022-07-25
	Chapter 1 – Project Overview
	1.1 Federal Nexus
	1.2 Project Description
	1.3 Project Area and Setting
	1.4 Consultation History

	Chapter 2 – Federally Protected and Listed Species and Designated Critical Habitat
	2.1 Federally Listed Species
	2.2 Gray bat (Myotis grisescens) - Federally Endangered
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.3 Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) - Federally Endangered
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.4 Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) - Federally Threatened
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.5 Eastern Black Rail (Laterallus jamaicensis ssp. jamaicensis) - Federally Threatened
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.6 Curtis Pearlymussel (Epioblasma curtisii) - Federally Endangered
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.7 Pink Mucket (Lampsilis abrupta) - Federally Endangered
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.8 Rabbitsfoot (Theliderma cylindrica) - Federally Threatened
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.9 Scaleshell Mussel (Potamilus leptodon) - Federally Endangered
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.10 Pondberry (Lindera melissifolia) - Federally Endangered
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.11 Critical Habitat
	2.12 Alligator snapping turtle (Macrochelys temminckii) - Proposed Threatened
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.13 Pyramid Pigtoe (Pleurobema rubrum) - Proposed Threatened
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.14 Western Fanshell (Cyprogenia aberti) - Proposed Threatened
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution

	2.15 Monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus) - Federal Candidate
	Species Description
	Life History
	Status and Distribution


	Chapter 3 – Project Action Area
	3.1 Limits of an Action Area

	Chapter 4 – Environmental Baseline
	4.1 Status within the Action Area
	4.2 ESA Listed, Proposed, and Candidate Species

	Chapter 5 – Project Details
	5.1 Construction
	Project Timeline and Sequencing
	Site Preparation
	Construction Access and Staging
	In-Water Work
	Potential Impacts on Water Quality
	Post-Project Site Restoration

	5.2 Operations
	5.3 Maintenance
	5.4 Alternatives Considered

	Chapter 6 – Effects Analysis and Effect Determinations
	6.1 No Effect
	Red Knot
	Piping Plover
	Missouri bladderpod
	Hine’s emerald dragonfly
	Ozark hellbender
	Critical Habitat

	6.2 May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect (NLAA)
	Gray Bat - Federally Endangered
	Indiana Bat - Federally Endangered
	Northern Long-eared Bat - Federally Threatened
	Eastern Black Rail - Federally Threatened
	Pondberry - Federally Endangered
	Curtis Pearlymussel - Federally Endangered
	Pink Mucket - Federally Endangered
	Rabbitsfoot - Federally Threatened
	Scaleshell Mussel - Federally Endangered
	Pyramid Pigtoe - Proposed Threatened
	Western Fanshell - Proposed Threatened
	Alligator snapping turtle - Proposed Threatened

	6.3 May Affect, Likely to Adversely Affect (LAA)
	Monarch butterfly - Federal Candidate

	6.4 Interrelated and Interdependent Actions and Activities
	6.5 Cumulative Effects

	Chapter 7 – References
	APPENDIX A — SUPPORTING ILLUSTRATIONS 
	APPENDIX B — PONDBERRY SURVEY MEMO 
	APPENDIX C — BAT SURVEY REPORT
	APPENDIX D — MUSSEL SURVEY REPORT 
	APPENDIX E — PROGRAMMATIC CONFERENCE OPINION FOR ARDOT VOLUNTARY PRELISTING SPECIES CONSERVATION PROGRAM


	ATTACHMENT A — DETAILED HABITAT MAPS OF THE ALTERNATIVE FOOTPRINTS
	ATTACHMENT B — USFWS OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST
	ATTACHMENT C — BAT SURVEY 
	ATTACHMENT D — FRESHWATER MUSSEL SURVEY 
	ATTACHMENT E — PONDBERRY SURVEY MEMO 
	ATTACHMENT F — DRAFT BIOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 
	ATTACHMENT G — ANHC ELEMENTS OF SPECIAL CONCERN
	ATTACHMENT H — AGFC SPECIES OF GREATEST CONCERN 
	ATTACHMENT I — USFWS WORKPLAN 


	Appendix L - Waters Technical Report 
	Table of Contents
	Chapter 1 – Introduction
	1.1 Project Overview
	1.2 Project Alternatives
	1.3 Resources Evaluated in this Technical Report

	Chapter 2 – Water Quality
	2.1 Regulatory Context, Methodology, and Data Sources
	2.2 Existing Conditions
	Surface Water Resources and Associated Water Quality
	Groundwater Resources and Associated Water Quality - Aquifers
	Groundwater Resources – Public Water Supplies

	2.3 Environmental Consequences
	Surface Water Quality
	Groundwater

	2.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

	Chapter 3 – Streams and Wetlands
	3.1 Regulatory Context, Methods, and Data Sources
	Regulatory Context
	Methodology and Data Sources

	3.2 Existing Conditions
	Streams
	Wetlands

	3.3 Environmental Effects
	No Action Alternative
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3
	Alternative A
	Alternative B
	Alternative C

	3.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

	Chapter 4 – Floodplains
	4.1 Regulatory Context, Methods, and Data Sources
	4.2 Existing Conditions
	4.3 Environmental Effects
	No Action Alternative
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 3
	Alternative A
	Alternative B
	Alternative C

	4.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

	Chapter 5 – References
	5.1 Acronyms
	5.2 Literature Cited

	Attachment A - Detailed Water Resources within the Alternative Footprints 
	Attachment B - Soils Data 
	Attachment C - Representative Photographs of Wetlands and Streams 
	Attachment D - USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Maps 
	Attachment E - Conceptual Other Waters Impact Tables
	Attachment F - Conceptual Wetland Impact Tables 


	Appendix M – Induced Growth and Reasonably Foreseeable Impacts Technical Report
	Chapter 1 – Introduction
	1.1 Project Overview
	1.2 Project Alternatives
	1.3 Purpose of this Report

	Chapter 2 – Scoping and Methodology
	2.1 Regulatory Guidance and Definitions
	2.2 General Methodology for Analyses
	2.3 Area of Influence (AOI) and Time Horizon

	Chapter 3 – Induced Growth Effects
	3.1 Assess the Potential for Increased Accessibility
	3.2 Assess the Potential for Induced Growth
	3.3 Assess the Potential for Impacts on Sensitive Resources
	3.4 Assess Potential Minimization and Mitigation Measures
	3.5 Summary and Conclusion

	Chapter 4 – Reasonably Foreseeable Effects
	4.1 Effects on Each Resource from the Proposed Project
	Wetlands
	Floodplains
	Wildlife Habitat
	Prime Farmland

	4.2 Reasonably Foreseeable Actions and their Effect on Each Resource
	4.3 The Overall Effects of the Proposed Project Combined with Reasonably Foreseeable Actions
	4.4 Mitigation of Overall Effects
	4.5 Summary and Conclusion

	Chapter 5 – References
	Attachment A:  Planner Interview Questionnaire 
	Attachment B:  Planner Questionnaire Received Responses 
	Attachment C:  Future I-57/Hwy. 67 Missouri Department of Transportation Project Information 

	Appendix N - Public Involvement
	Table of Contents
	Public Involvement Meeting, 2020 
	NOI Public Meeting 




