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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 proposed 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 at 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 that diminishes 
connectivity and mobility of the National Highway System. Additionally, there is a lack of reliable 
transportation infrastructure to support economic development and a need exists to enhance 
resiliency to extreme weather events along the route. Furthermore, legislation designated this route 
as Interstate 57. The project needs and supporting information are discussed further in Chapter 1 of 
the Draft EIS. 
 

1.2 Project Alternatives 

As shown in Figure 1, the following alternatives are considered and evaluated. 
• No Action Alternative 
• Alternative 2 (Western alignment on new location – 39.2 miles)  
• Alternative 3 (Eastern alignment on new location – 41.3 miles)  
• Alternative A (Missouri connector to west of Hwy. 67 – 2.5 miles) 
• Alternative B (Missouri connector centered on Hwy. 67 – 2.3 miles) 
• Alternative C (Missouri connector to east of Hwy. 67 – 2.8 miles) 
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Figure 1:  Future I-57 Action Alternatives 
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Alternatives 2 and 3 begin at the Hwy. 67/Hwy. 412 interchange in Walnut Ridge, Arkansas and both 
end just south of the Missouri State line. Missouri connector Alternatives A, B, and C begin near the end 
of Alternatives 2 and 3, extend northward and terminate at Hwy. 67. All the action 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). It would consist of 
four 12-foot-wide lanes, 10-foot-wide paved outside shoulders, 6-foot-wide paved inside shoulders, 
and a 60-foot grass median. The proposed typical section is subject to change dependent on the final 
design. Detailed information on each action alternative and additional supporting information are 
provided in the DEIS document. 
 
The No Action Alternative is also evaluated in the DEIS document. The No Action Alternative would 
not involve improvements to Hwy. 67 or construction of an interstate route on new location; however, 
it would include normal activities that involve providing for the safety and maintenance of local 
roadways. The No Action Alternative would not result in changes to any existing resources of the 
natural, cultural, or project environments. The No Action Alternative would have no adverse impacts 
directly, indirectly or from reasonably foreseeable actions from the proposed project. No mitigation is 
necessary. Therefore, only the action alternatives are discussed and evaluated for the remainder of 
this report. 
 

1.3 Purpose of this Report 

The purpose of this technical report is to evaluate potential impacts from induced growth and 
reasonably foreseeable actions associated with the proposed project.  
 
Chapter 2 outlines the methodology and study area used for the analyses presented in Chapters 3 
and 4. Chapter 3 focuses on the induced growth effects analysis and Chapter 4 focuses on the effects 
from reasonably foreseeable actions. Both analyses evaluate all the alternatives considered for the 
proposed project. Unless otherwise noted, the findings apply generally to all action alternatives.  
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Chapter 2 – Scoping and Methodology 

2.1 Regulatory Guidance and Definitions 

The Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) and the FHWA regulations require that potential impacts 
be considered during the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.  
 
For this assessment, the following CEQ definitions (40 CFR 1508.1[g]) were used:  
 

• Effects or impacts means changes to the human environment from the proposed action or 
alternatives that are reasonably foreseeable and have a reasonably close causal relationship 
to the proposed action or alternatives, including those effects that occur at the same time and 
place as the proposed action or alternatives and may include effects that are later in time or 
farther removed in distance from the proposed action or alternatives. Effects do not include 
those effects that the agency has no ability to prevent due to its limited statutory authority or 
would occur regardless of the proposed action. 

 
• Reasonably foreseeable is an action that is sufficiently likely to occur (excludes effects that are 

possible but not probable [e.g. “tabled” plans]) such that a person of ordinary prudence would 
take it into account in reaching a decision. Impacts that are merely possible, or that are 
considered “speculative,” are not reasonably foreseeable. 
 

• A “but for” causal relationship is insufficient to make an agency responsible for a particular 
effect under NEPA. Effects should generally not be considered if they are remote in time, 
geographically remote, or the product of a lengthy causal chain. 

 

2.2 General Methodology for Analyses 

This assessment of effects from induced growth and reasonably foreseeable actions are based on the 
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Practitioner’s 
Handbook 12: Assessing Indirect Effects and Cumulative Impacts Under NEPA (August 2016). The 
specific methodology of each assessment is outlined in the respective chapters for each analysis. 
Induced growth effects are discussed in Chapter 3 and reasonably foreseeable actions are discussed in 
Chapter 4. 
 

2.3 Area of Influence (AOI) and Time Horizon 

The time frame of both analyses extends to 2040, the design year of the proposed project. A study area, 
or Area of Influence (AOI), was determined and used for the induced growth and reasonably 
foreseeable action effects analyses. The AOI was determined using the natural feature of watershed 
boundaries and a combination of hydrological units. The AOI encompass the watershed and 
hydrological unit areas that are associated with all the action alternatives to ensure that affected 
resources most likely affected by potential developments are included and evaluated for effects. 
Interviews with city and regional planners allowed for input on the resulting AOI boundary and 
provided feedback on the project’s anticipated induced growth effects. Responses are included in 
Attachment B. The AOI, which is located in northeast Arkansas, is shown in Figure 2. 
 
The AOI consists of 377,576 acres. Using the latest National Land Cover Database (NLCD) data (2016), 
the AOI consists of various land use types, which are listed by acreage in Table 1. 
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Figure 2:  Area of Influence 
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Table 1:  Area of Influence Land Use Types 

Land Use Type Acreage Percentage of AOI 

Barren Land 76 0.02% 

Cultivated Crops 273,186 72.35% 

Developed (Urban) 6,225 1.65% 

Developed, Open Space 13,896 3.68% 

Deciduous, Evergreen and Mixed Forest 14,497 3.84% 

Hay/Pasture 10,280 2.72% 

Herbaceous 470 0.13% 

Open Water 4,547 1.20% 

Shrub/Scrub 458 0.12% 

Woody/Emergent Herbaceous Wetlands 53,941 14.29% 

Total 377,576 100.00% 

Source: NLCD, 2016. 

 
As shown in Table 1, the AOI is dominated by cultivated crop land use (approximately 72 percent). 
Woody and emergent herbaceous wetlands cover approximately 14 percent of the AOI whereas the 
remaining 13 percent consists of a combination of the other eight land use types. Within the AOI, Dave 
Donaldson Black River Wildlife Management Area (WMA) is an approximately 25,000-acre protected 
area that makes up most of the woody and emergent herbaceous wetlands. 
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Chapter 3 – Induced Growth Effects 
Induced growth effects are changes in the location, magnitude, or pace of future development that 
result from changes in accessibility caused by the project (AASHTO 2016) effects later in time and 
farther removed in distance with a reasonably close causal relationship to the proposed project. For 
gathering and analyzing data for the induced growth effects analysis, the local planner interviews and 
geographic information systems (GIS) data were used in consideration of sources and data that were 
available at the time of analysis. The following sections follow the four-step approach used to evaluate 
induced growth effects. 
 

3.1 Assess the Potential for Increased Accessibility 

All action alternatives are assessed for the potential for increased accessibility, which would determine 
the potential for induce growth. Discontinuous frontage roads are proposed at various locations along 
each alternative and primarily located at proposed interchange areas to maintain access to existing 
properties. These frontage roads would be discontinuous and would not create new or additional 
access along any of the alternatives. Generally, these roads function to maintain access, and not to 
increase accessibility. All action alternatives have interchanges proposed at various locations within 
each alternative. These interchanges would provide access points and would have the potential to 
increase accessibility within certain areas by intersecting with roadways that have limited or partial 
access control. These intersecting roads, in turn, provide access to adjacent properties, which is 
essential for development to occur. A discussion on the accessibility potential for each alternative and 
general assumptions determined for each action alternative is provided in this section. 
 
Alternative 2 
Alternative 2 is an access-controlled facility with six proposed interchanges located along the corridor 
as shown in Figure 2. The area near and adjacent to the proposed interchanges would experience 
increased accessibility and would experience improvement in reduced travel time to reach nearby 
urban areas as well as increased connectivity to the Arkansas-Missouri State line. 
 
The feedback received from local city staff and planners was in support for Alternative 2. Induced 
growth is anticipated if Alternative 2 was constructed. The route would provide increased accessibility. 
Much development is already anticipated, which would be served by Alternative 2. 
 
Alternative 3 
Similar to Alternative 2, Alternative 3 is also an access-controlled facility with six proposed 
interchanges. Unlike Alternative 2, this alternative extends to the east side of the AOI and is located 
farther to the east of cities of O’Kean, Delaplaine, Peach Orchard, and Knobel. Four proposed 
interchanges are located near each of these urbanized areas. As shown in Figure 2, this alternative has 
the same number of proposed interchanges as Alternative 2 and would also provide increased 
accessibility. 
 
Alternatives A, B, and C 
Alternatives A, B and C are new location alternatives and would result in increased accessibility. 
Furthermore, all Alternatives A, B and C have a proposed interchange at the Arkansas-Missouri State 
line, which would provide increased accessibility in combination with Alternatives 2 and 3. 
 

3.2 Assess the Potential for Induced Growth 

The AOI includes portions of Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties as well as several cities 
and towns that are listed in Table 2.  
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Table 2:  Population Data 

Geographic Area 2010 Population 2019 Population Percent Change 

Clay County 16,297 14,889 -9% 

Greene County 41,318 44,937 9% 

Lawrence County 17,340 16,549 -5% 

Randolph County 18,049 17,695 -2% 

Town of Biggers 368 335 -9% 

City of Corning 3,423 3,137 -8% 

Town of Delaplaine 92 97 5% 

City of Knobel 348 184 -47% 

Town of O'Kean 243 332 37% 

City of Peach Orchard 132 118 -11% 

City of Pocahontas 6,608 6,528 -1% 

City of Reyno 426 406 -5% 

City of Walnut Ridge 4,882 5,098 4% 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 5-year estimates data, Table B01003. 

 
According to the U.S. Census Bureau population data provided in Table 2, most of the cities and 
counties within the AOI are experiencing a decreasing growth trend except for Greene County, 
Delaplaine, Walnut Ridge, and O’Kean. The Town of O’Kean shows the highest growth at 37 percent 
from 2010 to 2019. Conversely, the City of Knobel had the highest decrease of 47 percent from 2010 
to 2019 total population. Alternative 3 extends along both of these urban areas, as well as both Walnut 
Ridge and Delaplaine. 
 
The AOI primarily consist of undeveloped, cultivated crop land use (approximately 72 percent). 
Developed areas represent only a small fraction of the total AOI (5 percent). The undeveloped areas 
make up the remaining areas of the AOI; however, approximately 13 percent of the undeveloped areas 
are within natural features such as floodplains, parks, and wetlands. These natural features pose as 
constraints for development. These areas are less likely to be developed due to regulations in place 
intended to minimize impacts to these features. For example, the Dave Donaldson Black River WMA is 
protected and consists of approximately 25,000 acres, or 6.7 percent of the entire AOI. Other 
constraints for development are the lack of infrastructure and utilities for such development. 
Installation of infrastructure and utilities can be an added expense and may prohibit the potential for 
development in new locations. The likelihood of development would be localized to existing urbanized 
areas and areas connecting to the proposed interchange locations. These areas are identified as 
potential induced growth areas and shown in Figure 3. 
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Figure 3:  Potential Induced Growth Areas 
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Alternative 2 
Feedback from city planners primarily indicated regional growth would occur resulting from the 
proposed project (see attached city planner questionnaire responses included in Attachment B). 
However, planners also specifically indicated that Alternative 2 would increase the rate and intensity 
of development in the area. Local planners also suggested anticipated land use changes and 
development closer to existing urbanized areas and proposed interchanges due to the dependence on 
direct access to the proposed highway for industrial and intermodal facilities. In addition, planners 
indicated development would also include more service-based businesses such as dining, lodging, and 
fuel stations to serve users of the new roadway; however, development would be unlikely along the 
entire roadway and other areas within the AOI due to access. Access to the new roadway would be 
limited to areas at proposed interchanges because no continuous frontage roads are proposed along 
with no additional connections. Furthermore, past trends of the local population and economic growth 
do not show substantial growth in the area to influence development beyond the potential induced 
growth areas as shown in Figure 3.   
 
Alternative 3 
General feedback from city planners primarily discussed Alternative 2 and its associated induced 
growth and development; Alternative 3 was not discussed or supported as a viable option. However, 
similar to Alternative 2, localized development is likely to occur near and adjacent to proposed 
interchanges along this alternative. Although feedback for Alternative 3 was not received, proposed 
interchanges are locations of increased accessibility and have the potential for induced growth and 
development. Expected land use changes primarily include development at the proposed interchanges 
due to the dependence on direct access to the proposed highway. Furthermore, development would 
also include more service-based businesses such as dining, lodging, and fuel stations to serve users of 
the new roadway as previously mentioned. 
 
Alternatives A, B, and C 
The proposed project would likely induce growth from the increased accessibility from the proposed 
interchange at the Arkansas-Missouri State line. 
 

3.3 Assess the Potential for Impacts on Sensitive Resources 

Increases in accessibility are primarily localized to the proposed interchanges; therefore, areas 
adjacent to the proposed interchanges are anticipated to have induced growth effects resulting from 
the proposed project. The purpose of Step 3 is to identify potential impacts to sensitive resources 
within these induced growth areas as a result of the proposed project alternatives.  
 
Few sensitive resources are present within the induced-growth areas surrounding the proposed 
interchanges. These resources include wildlife species habitat, prime farmland, and water resources. 
Within the AOI, approximately 18 percent of the total AOI is potential wildlife habitat. This potential 
habitat consists of a total of 69,366 acres made up of woody and emergent herbaceous wetlands 
(53,941 acres), deciduous, evergreen and mixed forests (14,497 acres), and herbaceous wetlands (470 
acres). The induced growth areas surrounding the proposed interchanges would result in 
development of approximately 2,914 acres each for Alternative 2 and Alternative 3, and approximately 
486 acres each for Alternatives A, B and C. Induced growth impacts also would include construction 
noise and potential sedimentation because of ground disturbing activities. Sedimentation can affect 
aquatic and emerging insects on which bats feed.  
 
Alternative 2  
For Alternative 2, the 2,914 acres of potential induced growth areas include potential wildlife habitat 
consisting of approximately 154 acres of woody and emergent herbaceous wetlands and one acre of 
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mixed forests. The induced growth areas also include 2,587 acres of cropland, which may be suitable 
foraging habitat used by migratory bird species. The induced growth areas along Alternative 2 include 
approximately 120 acres of farmed wetlands, 1,768 acres of prime farmland, 445 acres of floodplains, 
and 22 streams and creeks. 
 
Alternative 3 
For Alternative 3, the 2,914 acres of potential induced growth areas include potential wildlife habitat 
consisting of approximately 122 acres of woody and emergent herbaceous wetlands. The induced 
growth areas also include 2,651 acres of cropland, which may be suitable foraging habitat used by 
migratory bird species. The induced growth areas along Alternative 3 include approximately 176 acres 
of farmed wetlands, 376 acres of prime farmland, 125 acres of floodplains, and 25 streams and creeks. 
 
Alternative A 
For Alternative A, the 486 acres of potential induced growth area includes potential wildlife habitat 
consisting of approximately 12 acres of woody and emergent herbaceous wetlands. The induced 
growth area includes 463 acres of cropland, which may be suitable foraging habitat used by migratory 
bird species. The induced growth area for Alternative A also includes approximately 25 acres of farmed 
wetlands, 34 acres of prime farmland, 215 acres of floodplains, and 3 streams and creeks. 
 
Alternative B 
For Alternative B, the 486 acres of potential induced growth area includes potential wildlife habitat 
consisting of approximately 4 acres of emergent herbaceous wetlands. The induced growth area 
includes 418 acres of cropland, which may be suitable foraging habitat used by migratory bird species. 
The induced growth area for Alternative B also includes approximately 9 acres of farmed wetlands, 
51 acres of prime farmland, 214 acres of floodplains, and 2 streams and creeks. 
 
Alternative C 
For Alternative C, the 486 acres of potential induced growth area does not include potential wildlife 
habitat such as woody and emergent herbaceous wetlands and mixed forests. However, the induced 
growth area includes 424 acres of cropland, which may be suitable foraging habitat used by migratory 
bird species. The induced growth area for Alternative C also includes approximately 11 acres of farmed 
wetlands, 50 acres of prime farmland, 226 acres of floodplains, and 2 streams and creeks. 
 

3.4 Assess Potential Minimization and Mitigation Measures 

For each of the action alternatives, general minimization and mitigation measures such as erosion and 
sedimentation best management practices (BMPs) as a part of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention 
Plan (SWPPP) would be required for developments and would be implemented by the developer or 
the contractor. These BMPs would help protect water quality within this region and as a result, also 
help protect stream/wetland habitats and/or habitats potentially utilized by threatened and 
endangered species. The Arkansas Department of Energy and Environment, Division of Environmental 
Quality (DEQ) is the agency responsible for authorizing General Construction Stormwater permits and 
their associated SWPPPs. 
 
Furthermore, any development projects within the AOI would be required to comply with the Clean 
Water Act (CWA). Section 404 of the CWA is regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
and protects Waters of the United States, such as streams and wetlands. For any project requiring a 
Section 404 permit, Section 401 of the CWA will also be required, as will Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) if federal funding/permitting is utilized. Section 401 requires water quality 
certification and is regulated by DEQ. Section 7 of the ESA requires an assessment of impacts to 
federally-listed species and consultation with USFWS. 
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For potential loss of habitat and species potentially affected from increased magnitude of growth, 
BMPs could be implemented to minimize impacts to these resources. Local entities and developers 
could be responsible for incorporating BMPs for potential development activities. Examples of BMPs 
would be requirements for contractors to avoid harming species if encountered, seeding, replanting, 
and landscaping with specifications that would minimize soil disturbance where possible. 
 
Land use planning and regulatory guidelines could help manage induced growth impacts within the 
AOI, including impacts related to an accelerated rate of development and/or redevelopment. Examples 
of regulatory guidelines and planning techniques include subdivision regulations, zoning ordinances, 
land development regulations, and ordinances. However, it does not appear that any of the 
previously-listed management strategies are currently in place within, or would be applicable for, the 
induced-growth areas. The responsibility of transportation providers, such as ARDOT, local and 
regional transit agencies, and local municipalities, would be to implement a transportation system to 
complement land use or development management techniques currently in place. 
 

3.5 Summary and Conclusion 

In conclusion, the improved mobility and accessibility within the project limits could indirectly alter 
traffic operations and growth patterns on existing highways. Increased accessibility near Alternative 2 
is anticipated by some city planners to increase the rate of future development within the AOI. These 
anticipated induced growth effects are expected to occur near and surrounding the proposed 
interchanges. Although local planners highly expect development resulting from Alternative 2 being 
constructed, all action alternatives have the potential for induced growth specifically surrounding 
proposed interchanges. The increased rate of development for residential, commercial, and mixed-use 
purposes in these areas could potentially impact biological resources from all action alternatives. 
However, measures such as BMPs, permitting guidelines, agency coordination, and regulatory 
requirements in cooperation with appropriate stakeholders and entities would help to mitigate or 
minimize some potential adverse induced-growth impacts for these sensitive resources. The increased 
rate of development resulting from the proposed project could also result in positive economic impacts 
due to increased property taxes and sales tax revenues. 

Appendix M:  Page 14 of 51



 

 
 

Chapter 4 
Reasonably Foreseeable Effects 

13 

Future I-57 DEIS:  Induced Growth and Reasonably Foreseeable Effects 

Chapter 4 – Reasonably Foreseeable Effects 
The following sections are organized by the following AASHTO four-step approach to evaluate impacts 
for reasonably foreseeable actions:  
1. Effects on Each Resource from the Proposed Project 
2. Reasonably Foreseeable Actions and their Effect on Each Resource 
3. The Overall Effects of the Proposed Project Combined with Reasonably Foreseeable Actions  
4. Mitigation of Overall Effects 
 
Reasonably foreseeable effects are analyzed in terms of the specific resource being affected. The key 
resources of the analysis are identified using resources discussed in the DEIS. To identify potential 
issues, the resource is considered if it is protected by legislation or resource management plans, 
ecologically important, culturally important, economically important, or important to the well-being 
of a human community.  
 
Applying the above criteria, the resources or environmental issues considered are listed in Table 3. 
The use of indicators such as a resource’s health, abundance, and/or integrity are helpful tools in 
formulating quantitative or qualitative metrics for characterizing overall impacts to resources. These 
indicators are also key aspects of each resource that have already been evaluated in terms of the 
project’s direct and induced growth impacts and facilitate greater consistency and objectivity in the 
analysis of reasonably foreseeable effects. 
 

Table 3:  Resources and Topics Considered for the Reasonably Foreseeable Effects Analysis 

Resource 

Are there 
Substantial 

Adverse 
Direct or 
Induced 
Growth 

Impacts? 

Is Resource/ Issue at 
Risk or in Poor or 
Declining Health? 

Is 
Resource/ 

Issue 
Included 

for Further 
Analysis? 

Reason for Including or Excluding for Further 
Analysis 

Water 
Resources 

Yes 

Yes. The total 
area/quantity of 

water resources is in 
decline or at risk from 

development. 

Yes 

The potential direct and induced growth 
impacts to water resources (i.e., wetlands, 
streams, and floodplains) would warrant 

further analysis. 

Ecological 
Resources 

Yes 

Yes. The populations 
of certain 

federally-listed 
species and their 

habitats are in decline 
or at risk. 

Yes 
The direct and induced growth impacts to 
wildlife habitat including farmland would 

warrant further analysis. 

Land 
Resources 
and Uses 

No 

Yes. While 
undeveloped land is 
not in short supply 
within the project 
area, land use is at 
risk for continued 

conversion for urban 
development. 

No 

Although direct and induced growth land use 
impacts are anticipated, the conversion of 
land is not substantial in the context of the 
study area and availability of undeveloped 

land; therefore, it is not included for further 
analysis. 
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Resource 

Are there 
Substantial 

Adverse 
Direct or 
Induced 
Growth 

Impacts? 

Is Resource/ Issue at 
Risk or in Poor or 
Declining Health? 

Is 
Resource/ 

Issue 
Included 

for Further 
Analysis? 

Reason for Including or Excluding for Further 
Analysis 

Community 
Resources 

No 

No. Most 
neighborhoods are 
currently stable but 

could experience 
conflict from 

development. 

No 

No direct or induced growth impacts are 
anticipated from the proposed project. 

Resources not directly or indirectly affected 
are not included for further analysis. 

Air Quality No 

No. The area is in 
attainment for air 
quality standards 

under the Clean Air 
Act. 

No 

No direct or induced growth impacts are 
anticipated from the proposed project. 

Resources not directly or indirectly affected 
are not included for further analysis. 

Traffic 
Noise 

No 

No. A lack of sensitive 
noise receptors 

present would not 
result in substantial 
noise impacts from 

the proposed action. 

No. 
Screening 

level 
analysis 

conducted. 

Traffic patterns will change as a result of the 
proposed action and could result in increased 

traffic noise levels in some areas; however, 
further analysis of traffic noise is not 

conducted as substantial impacts related to 
traffic noise are not anticipated to occur as a 

result of the proposed action. 

Historic 
Resources 

No 

No NRHP-listed or 
eligible for listing 

sites are at risk from 
the proposed project. 

No 

While historic properties are considered a 
declining resource and may be impacted by 

the proposed project, impacts are not 
expected to be significant and will, therefore, 

not be included in further analysis. 
Furthermore, no induced growth effects to 

these resources are anticipated. 

Source:  Project team, 2021. 

 
Resources eligible for reasonably foreseeable effects analysis are water and ecological resources that 
include streams/wetlands, floodplains, wildlife habitat, and farmland. Each of the following sections 
discuss these eligible resources using the four-step approach previously outlined. The Area of 
Influence (AOI) used in the previous chapter is also used to focus on resource specific effects analysis 
from reasonably foreseeable actions.  
 

4.1 Effects on Each Resource from the Proposed Project 

This section outlines the impacts on each resource from the proposed project by action alternative. 
 

Wetlands 
Wetland impacts include filling and clearing for road construction, right-of-way and roadway 
embankments. Depending on the grading necessary for construction, some forested wetlands would 
be permanently altered with the removal of trees, but these areas may return as herbaceous wetlands. 
Other areas would be filled and would result in a complete loss of wetland areas. Sedimentation 
resulting from construction activities could also result in impacts to wetlands. The impacts to wetlands 
from the proposed project are provided by action alternative in Table 4. 
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Table 4:  Wetland Impacts from the Proposed Project 

Action 
Alternative 

Impacts 

2 

• Approximately 38 acres of forested, emergent, pond and open water wetlands and an additional 154 
acres potentially from induced growth areas. 

• Approximately 594 acres of farmed wetlands and an additional 120 acres potentially from induced 
growth areas. 

3 

• Approximately 25 acres of forested, scrub-shrub, emergent, pond, and open water wetlands and an 
additional 122 acres potentially from induced growth areas.  

• Approximately 552 acres of farmed wetlands and an additional 176 acres potentially from induced 
growth areas. 

A 

• Approximately 3 acres of forested and emergent wetlands and an additional 12 acres potentially from 
induced growth areas.  

• Approximately 59 acres of farmed wetlands and an additional 25 acres potentially from induced 
growth areas. 

B 

•  Approximately 10 acres of forested and emergent wetlands and an additional 4 acres potentially from 
induced growth areas.  

• Approximately 31 acres of farmed wetlands and an additional 9 acres potentially from induced growth 
areas. 

C 

• Approximately 5 acres of forested wetlands and none potentially impacted from induced growth 
areas.  

• Approximately 25 acres of farmed wetlands and an additional 11 acres potentially from induced 
growth areas. 

Source:  Project team, 2021. 

 
 

Floodplains 
The impacts to floodplains from the proposed project are provided by action alternative in Table 5. 
 

Table 5:  Floodplain Impacts from the Proposed Project 

Action 
Alternative 

Impacts 

2 
Approximately 423 acres of floodplains would be impacted by Alternative 2 and an additional 445 acres 
of floodplains potentially impacted within induced growth areas. 

3 
Approximately 118 acres of floodplains would be impacted by Alternative 3 and an additional 125 acres 
of floodplains potentially impacted within induced growth areas. 

A 
Approximately 76 acres of floodplains would be impacted by Alternative A and an additional 215 acres 
of floodplains potentially impacted within induced growth areas. 

B 
Approximately 67 acres of floodplains would be impacted by Alternative B and an additional 214 acres 
of floodplains potentially impacted within induced growth areas. 

C 
Approximately 67 acres of floodplains would be impacted by Alternative C and an additional 226 acres 
of floodplains potentially impacted within induced growth areas.  

Source:  Project team, 2021. 

 
 

Wildlife Habitat 
The impacts to potential wildlife habitat from the proposed project are provided by action alternative 
in Table 6. 
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Table 6:  Wildlife Habitat Impacts from the Proposed Project 

Action 
Alternative 

Impacts 

2 

• Approximately 71 acres of natural habitat that includes 33 acres of upland woodlands and 38 acres 
wetlands as described above. 

• Approximately 48 acres of forested riparian zone. 

• Approximately 155 acres of potential wildlife habitat within induced growth areas. 

3 

• Approximately 71 acres of natural habitat that includes 46 acres of upland woodlands and 25 acres of 
wetlands as described above. 

• Approximately 49 acres of forested riparian zone. 

• Approximately 122 acres of potential wildlife habitat within induced growth areas. 

A 

• Approximately 5 acres of natural habitat that includes 2 acres of upland woodlands and 3 acres of 
wetlands as described above. 

• Approximately 3 acres of forested riparian zone. 

• Approximately 12 acres of potential wildlife habitat within induced growth areas. 

B 

• Approximately 17 acres of natural habitat that includes 7 acres of upland woodlands and 10 acres of 
wetlands as described above. 

• Approximately 9 acres of forested riparian zone. 

• Approximately 4 acres of potential wildlife habitat within induced growth areas. 

C 
• Approximately 9 acres of natural habitat that includes 4 acres of upland woodlands and 5 acres forested 

wetlands as described above, but no potential wildlife habitat within induced growth areas. 

• Approximately 7 acres of forested riparian zone. 

Source:  Project team, 2021. 

 
 

Prime Farmland 
The impacts to prime farmland from the proposed project are provided by action alternative in 
Table 7. 
 

Table 7:  Important Farmland Impacts from the Proposed Project 

Action 
Alternative 

Farmland* Impacts 

2 
• Convert approximately 2,134 acres of important farmland to transportation use. 

• Approximately 2,691 acres of additional important farmland areas potentially impacted within 
induced growth areas. 

3 
• Convert approximately 1,850 acres of important farmland to transportation use. 

• Approximately 2,453 acres of additional important farmland areas potentially impacted within 
induced growth areas. 

A 
• Convert approximately 49 acres of important farmland to transportation use. 

• Approximately 194 acres of additional important farmland areas potentially impacted within induced 
growth areas. 

B 
• Convert approximately 51 acres of important farmland to transportation use. 

• Approximately 266 acres of additional important farmland areas potentially impacted within induced 
growth areas. 

C 
• Convert approximately 80 acres of important farmland to transportation use. 

• Approximately 290 acres of additional important farmland areas potentially impacted within induced 
growth areas. 

*Note, see Section 3.3 of the DEIS for description and detailed discussion of important farmland. Source:  Project team, 
2021. 
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4.2 Reasonably Foreseeable Actions and their Effect on Each Resource 

New transportation infrastructure projects have been proposed in the region based on the 2021-2024 
Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP). Projects included on the STIP would be 
considered reasonably foreseeable actions as these projects are included as part of the overall 
statewide planning for priority investment and funding. There are three intersection improvement 
projects and seventeen structure (bridges and grade separations, etc.) projects within the four 
counties in which the AOI encompasses. Bridge projects typically affect riparian zone habitats that can 
be critical wildlife habitat for many species. Although structures that span stream crossings would 
minimize impacts to small areas for column structures, construction of these structures would impact 
vegetation in the vicinity; however, reconstruction of the area to pre-existing conditions is typical and 
performed when possible. Bridge improvement projects also have risk of water quality impacts that 
can also impact habitat for wildlife and aquatic species; however, habitat fragmentation is not likely to 
occur from these types of projects. To estimate potential impacts to wildlife habitat and water 
resources for these structure projects, Waters of the U.S. thresholds are used to determine a maximum 
amount of impact. For linear transportation projects in non-tidal waters, impacts to Waters of the U.S. 
would require permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers dependent on acreage. Under a Nationwide 
Permit 14, actions cannot cause a loss of greater than 0.5 acre of the Waters of the U.S. Using this 
criteria threshold, if 0.5-acre of impact is estimated for each of these projects, a total of 8.5 acres for all 
listed structure projects would be the potential maximum of impacts to water resources, floodplains, 
and wildlife habitat. 
 
There are also four major widening projects within Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph counties, 
but only one project is within the AOI, a one-mile widening project on Highway 90 from Parks Street 
to Country Club Road in Pocahontas/Randolph County. The roadway currently has approximately a 
25-foot-wide ROW. The project widening is assumed to increase the ROW from the existing 25 feet to 
300 feet, which would result in an impact of 275 feet along the one-mile project length, an area of 
impact is estimated to be approximately 33 acres. This widening project is located within the 
urbanized area within the city of Pocahontas. No prime farmland and floodplain areas were identified 
in or surrounding this widening project; however, there are patches of potential woodlands and 
wetlands that could be potentially impacted by this project. A maximum estimation of impacts to 
wildlife habitat and water features would be approximately 33 acres from this widening project. 
 
One project was identified in the Missouri portion of the AOI. The project consists of a 3.6-mile 
widening and realignment project along Hwy. 67 within the AOI. Additional details on this future 
I-57/Hwy. 67 Missouri Department of Transportation project are provided in Attachment C. The 
existing facility is estimated with an approximately 40-foot-wide ROW. The project widening is 
assumed to increase the ROW to approximately 300 feet, an increase of 260 feet along the 3.6-mile 
project limits. An area of impact is estimated to be approximately 113.5 acres. The project is generally 
within a rural area and NLCD land use type is predominately cropland. Within this corridor, nine acres 
of wetland NLCD land use types were identified and would be potentially affected by this proposed 
project. For the remaining 104.5 acres, the impact would potentially affect important farmland and 
wildlife habitat.  
 
Some individual developments were identified by responders to the questionnaire; however, no large-
scale major developments were identified. Individual developments mentioned included expansions 
from companies such as Peco and Vital Farms as well as developments in Walnut Ridge (airport, 
business park and university) and in Pocahontas (college and school district). These are generally 
already developed areas and within existing urbanized areas. The area surrounding the Walnut Ridge 
Airport include the university and business park mentioned by responders as an area with capacity 
and potential for future development. Generally, anticipated growth and development is possible near 
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and within urban areas of Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge and infill in between the cities and towns. 
There is a substantial amount of available land in the AOI that can be developed and converted for 
urban use. Anticipated growth can be further developed as a result of the potential growth in the 
agricultural processing industry due to existing farms and the proposed project could provide the 
increased accessibility needed to further influence the growth of this industry. Although there is 
anticipated growth, the mentioned developments are not substantial individually and would not be 
reasonably foreseeable to be clustered and substantially change the urban area in which these are 
planned. Areas surrounding the urban centers could be developed. However, no reasonably 
foreseeable actions were determined to result in substantial changes combined with the proposed 
project alternatives. Other factors, also mentioned by questionnaire responders, are needed in order 
to create the developments. The proposed project would influence and has the potential to increase 
the rate and intensity of commercial and residential developments to be localized to be adjacent to or 
surrounding to the action alternative that would be constructed. The responders contend, that 
Alternative 2 would be more beneficial to existing developed areas for more growth potential whereas 
Alternative 3 could slow that development and move future development to areas to the east and away 
from the growth in Randolph County.  
 
Based on the above discussion, the effects from reasonably foreseeable actions would result from the 
transportation projects discussed, affecting approximately 8.5 acres of floodplains and approximately 
41.5 acres of impacts to both water and wildlife habitat. 
 

4.3 The Overall Effects of the Proposed Project Combined with Reasonably 
Foreseeable Actions  

As stated in the previous section, effects on reductions on wetlands and wildlife habitats including 
farmlands and croplands, can have hydrologic and ecological consequences and influence sustainable 
continued success of wildlife populations. The combined effects from the proposed project and 
reasonably foreseeable actions are summarized in Table 8. All the action alternatives combined with 
reasonably foreseeable actions would result in water, floodplain, wildlife habitat, and prime farmland 
impacts.  
 

Table 8:  Overall Resource Impacts from Action Alternative and Reasonably Foreseeable Actions 

Action Alternative Water Features Floodplains Wildlife Habitat Important Farmland 

2 957 acres 877 acres 372 acres 4,930 acres 

3 927 acres  252 acres 339 acres 4,408 acres 

A 150 acres  300 acres 163 acres 348 acres 

B 105 acres  290 acres 167 acres 422 acres 

C 92 acres  302 acres 155 acres 475 acres 

Source:  Project team, 2022. Note: All numbers are approximations to the nearest whole number. 

 
As stated in the previous section, effects on freshwater system reductions can have hydrologic and 
ecological consequences. The overall wetland and stream impacts from the proposed project and 
reasonably foreseeable actions are a relatively small reduction of total acreage for water resources 
found within the AOI. These impacts to water features range from approximately 3 to 37 percent of 
the total acreage of water resources (approximately 2,617 acres) found within the AOI. Alternatives A, 
B, and C would result in relatively minor percentages of water feature effects (6, 4, and 3 percent 
respectively) compared to a moderate percentage of impacts from Alternatives 2 and 3 at 37 and 
35 percent, respectively. 
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As shown in Table 8, floodplain impacts are anticipated to be greatest for Alternative 2 at 877 acres. 
More than double the other action alternatives, Alternative 2 would impact the most amount of 
floodplain areas within the AOI. Similarly, Alternative 2 would also impact the most important 
farmlands among the action alternatives; however, over half of the affected acreage of important 
farmland is from the induced growth areas.  
 
The overall impacts to wildlife habitat are greatest from Alternatives 2 and 3 but can be contributed to 
the longer proposed length of these alternatives. Overall, the impacts to wildlife habitat are minor from 
all action alternatives in context with the greater potential of habitat within the AOI. A large portion of 
the AOI would not be impacted by the proposed project and reasonably foreseeable actions. 
Approximately 18 percent would be considered natural habitat available within the AOI and the 
impacts to wildlife habitat would affect approximately one percent of that total area. Although this 
total acreage is not substantial in the context of the AOI, the numbers do not reflect the potential for 
further impact resulting from habitat fragmentation that may result. Continuous landscapes are 
preferred and useful for sustainable continued success of wildlife populations. Minimizing corridor 
fragmentation shall be considered where possible.  

 

4.4 Mitigation of Overall Effects 

For each of the action alternatives, general minimization, and mitigation measures such as erosion and 
sedimentation BMPs as a part of the SWPPP would be required for developments and would be 
implemented by the developer or the contractor. These BMPs would help protect water quality within 
the region and as a result, also help protect stream and/or wetland habitats potentially utilized by 
threatened and endangered species. The Arkansas Division of Environmental Quality (DEQ) is the 
agency responsible for authorizing General Construction Stormwater permits and their associated 
SWPPPs. 
 
Furthermore, any development projects within the AOI would be required to comply with the CWA. 
Section 404 of the CWA is regulated by the USACE and protects Waters of the United States, such as 
streams and wetlands. For any project, requirements may include a Section 404 permit, Section 401 of 
the CWA and Section 7 of the ESA if federal funding is utilized. Section 401 requires water quality 
certification and is regulated by DEQ.  
 
Any stream and wetland impacts would require Section 404 permitting through the USACE. Mitigation 
would be required for the impacts only if they exceed thresholds, and it is possible that a permanent 
loss of function and services associated with aquatic features within the proposed project limits may 
occur. Additional coordination with USACE and the USFWS may be required prior to construction. Any 
floodplain impacts would require a Floodplain Development permit be obtained from the local county 
if participating in the National Flood Insurance Program. 
 
For potential loss of habitat and species potentially affected from increased magnitude of growth, 
BMPs could be implemented to minimize impacts to these resources. Local entities and developers 
would be responsible for incorporating BMPs for potential development activities. 
 
Land use planning and regulatory guidelines would help manage any impacts within the AOI, including 
impacts from reasonably foreseeable actions. Examples of regulatory guidelines and planning 
techniques include subdivision regulations, zoning ordinances, land development regulations, and 
ordinances. The responsibility of transportation providers, such as ARDOT, local and regional transit 
agencies, and local municipalities, would be to implement a transportation system to complement land 
use or development management techniques currently in place.  
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4.5 Summary and Conclusion 

Alternative 2 and 3 would result in greater impacts compared to Alternatives A, B, and C; however, 
these alternatives have a longer project length and greater potential for impacts. Overall, all the action 
alternatives would not impact resources in high intensity or large context within the AOI. In conclusion, 
reasonably foreseeable actions combined with the proposed project would result in impacts to natural 
resources that would require mitigation measures; however, overall impacts from the combined 
actions are not substantial. Protections for wildlife management areas and other federal, state, and 
local regulatory guidelines would help to avoid, mitigate and minimize proposed and future impacts 
within the AOI.  
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ATTACHMENT A — PLANNER INTERVIEW QUESTIONNAIRE 
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Growth and Development Questionnaire 

Future I-57 (ARDOT Job 100512) 
from Walnut Ridge to Missouri State Line  

Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties, Arkansas 
 

Respondent Information 

Date:    

Name:      Organization/Title:       

Address:       Phone and Email:       

** Please answer the following questions and specify if your response applies to all or a specific 
alternative (see page 2 for project information and attached map for alternatives being evaluated). 
 
1) Please summarize the trend of development and changes in land use within your jurisdiction during the past 

5-10 years.  If possible, please provide examples. 
 

2) What are the current and future major developments in your planning area or within the Area of Influence 
(AOI; see attached exhibit) that are NOT dependent on the proposed project?  Future developments should 
be reasonably foreseeable within the next 20 years.  Please provide the location and extent of each current or 
future major development (via plans, shapefile, Google Earth KMZ file or markup of attached map). 
 

3) Do you know of any major past developments in the AOI within the last 10 years? If so, what were they, type 
of development, and where did they occur? 
 

4) In your opinion, would the proposed project induce development (i.e., cause induced growth) in your area 
that would otherwise not occur? 
a. If so, what type of development do you anticipate? 
b. If so, why do you believe the proposed project would induce development? 
c. If so, would this development occur alone or in conjunction with other factors? 
d. If so, please locate the specific area(s) you anticipate induced development to occur as a result of the 

proposed project. (via plans, shapefile, Google Earth KMZ file, or mark-up of attached map) 
 
5) In your opinion, would any redevelopment occur as a result of the proposed project? If so, where? 
 
6) In your opinion, would the proposed project affect or change the type of development within your jurisdiction 

and if so, why? 
 
7) In your opinion, would the proposed project prohibit development in your jurisdiction or planning area and if 

so, why and where? 
 
8) Using a scale of 1 to 5, please indicate if you think the proposed project would affect the rate and intensity or 

magnitude of development within your jurisdiction or planning area.  
(Scale based on 1 = No Influence, 5= Strong Influence) 

 
RATE OF DEVELOPMENT _________________ INTENSITY/MAGNITUDE __________________ 
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Growth and Development Questionnaire 
ARDOT Job 100512 
Page 2 of 2 

 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
 
Project Description. The project includes improvements to the United States Highway (Hwy.) 67 corridor in 
northeastern Arkansas between the Highway 412/Highway 67 interchange at Walnut Ridge in Arkansas and the 
Missouri state line. The purpose of the project is to improve the existing Hwy. 67 corridor or provide a new location 
alignment to improve connectivity and continuity of the National Highway System, provide a more resilient 
roadway, and enhance opportunity for development by developing an interstate-type system between Walnut 
Ridge, Arkansas and the Missouri state line. Legislation has designated this route as the future Interstate Route 
57. 
 

The study area or Area of Influence, as shown on page 3, is located in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph 

counties in northeast Arkansas and covers two new location alternatives (2 and 3) and three connectors with the 
Missouri state line (Alternatives A, B, and C) to be considered and evaluated. Alternative 1 that included 
improvements to the existing Hwy. 67 was dropped from further consideration. 
 
Constraints on Growth Potential. Even in situations where a transportation project increases mobility and 
accessibility, other factors may limit the potential for induced growth. Constraints on growth include factors such 
as lack of demand, lack of available land, lack of water and sewer infrastructure, land use controls, regulatory 
constraints, natural features and public opposition to development. These types of factors also play an important 
role in assessing a project’s potential to cause induced growth and are particularly important in assessing the 
degree to which increased accessibility and mobility will translate into increased growth. 
 
 
TERMINOLOGY 
 
Induced Growth are changes in the location, magnitude, or pace of future development that result from changes 
in accessibility caused by a project. An example of an induced growth effect is commercial development occurring 
around a new interchange and the environmental impacts associated with this development. 
 
Growth and Development Impacts means changes to the human environment from the proposed action or 
alternatives that are reasonably foreseeable and have a reasonably close causal relationship to the proposed 
action or alternatives, including those effects that occur at the same time and place as the proposed action or 
alternatives and may include effects that are later in time or farther removed in distance from the proposed action 
or alternatives. Effects do not include those effects that the agency has no ability to prevent due to its limited 
statutory authority or would occur regardless of the proposed action. 
 
Reasonably foreseeable is an action that is probable, sufficiently likely to occur (excludes effects that are possible 
but not probable [e.g. “tabled” plans]).  Impacts that are merely possible, or that are considered “speculative,” 
are not reasonably foreseeable. 
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ATTACHMENT B — PLANNER QUESTIONNAIRE RECEIVED 

RESPONSES 
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From: bill carroll
To: Lopez, Michele A.
Subject: Alternative Rte 2
Date: Thursday, April 1, 2021 10:21:34 AM

      I'm writing in support of adoption of Alternative Rte 2 for future I-57 from
Walnut Ridge to the Missouri Line.

      This route is much more central to the indicated service area and it's
population.  It also preserves the development in place for Randolph County.  It
better serves the largest city in the service area.

      Randolph County has a booming Tourism Industry.  With uniquely
(for Arkansas and the nation), five navigable rivers in the county, a significant
portion of the state's historic sites before and after the Louisiana Purchase, and
a 17 block National Historic District (Arkansas's largest) in downtown
Pocahontas, the county depends on accessibility to travelers.

        Development of the Hospitality Industry along Hwy 67 here has been quite
significant as a result with large investment therein from local and national
sources.

        The lands between Walnut Ridge and Missouri are uniformly flat and
somewhat uninteresting along Alternative Rte 3.  Alternative 2 at least brings
the front range of the Ozarks within view of travelers.  ARDOT has spent
significant funding to develop several projects through Interstate
Transportation grants to Pocahontas.  Alternative 3 would generally mean those
funds were wasted and the projects no longer effective in attracting visitors
here.

      PECO Industries recently located their largest processing plant in
Pocahontas along Hwy 67 south of town.  They recently announced they are
moving their operations in Mississippi to Pocahontas.  Pocahontas lost it's rail
service in 1972.  Losing easy access to highway transportation would leave us
without easy access to interstate commerce. 
         
        Existing Hwy 67 is the successor to the Old Military Road--the oldest
federally improved roadway in Arkansas, the route into the state taken by 75%
of Arkansas's early settlers.  Along it here was the center of population for
historic Lawrence County where 33% of Arkansas's population lived by 1820. 
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Please do not abandon this historic corridor, so important to our present
and future development.  

William Carroll

A   
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From: Linda Bowlin
To: Lopez, Michele A.
Subject: HWY 67 / I-57 Questionnaire response
Date: Thursday, April 1, 2021 10:58:51 AM

Memo to :   Ms. Michelle Lopez

From :   Linda Bowlin
              Citizen, Lawyer (retired)
              Community Involved:  Downtown Network, Tourism Assn, Historic Preservation
group, 
                    Former Chamber Member and Rotarian
              502 N Marr St.
              Pocahontas, AR. 72455
              870-892-0087
              870-378-6248

Date:  April 1, 2021

Re:  Growth and Development Questionnaire/Highway 67, I-57

Responses to Growth and Development Questionnaire and Comments:

First let me say that with regard to “Constraints on Growth Potential” as defined in your
Additional Information, the proposed Alternative 3 is vehemently opposed to by most , if not
all, citizens of Randolph County because Alternative 3 does not even enter our county except
in a minuscule area in the remote SE corner.  For the Highway Department  to select
Alternative 3 completely eliminates all chances for growth in Randolph County and, in fact,
would stymie  chances for maintaining our current economy as some sectors of industry would
consider a move to areas more convenient to transportation routes.  

Of the three counties affected, Randolph is currently the most developed and prosperous and a
move by the Highway Department, which would limit our current access would be devastating
to us.

A second preliminary point I want to make is that the “Area of Influence” as defined in the
document by a bright pink line only includes a portion of our major city, Pocahontas, and does
not include the western part of the county.  The areas omitted include our hospital , St.
Bernard Five Rivers Medical Center, much of our medical equipment and health related
businesses,  and also  our Schools and other businesses which are related , not just to industry
(several smaller manufacturing companies are outside the pink line) , but also to tourism and
the portion of our county that lends itself to tourism.  For these businesses to lose proximity to
the major Highway system would be detrimental to their growth and for the Highway to lose
proximity to an excellent emergency medical center could be tragic.

Alternative 2 is at least in the center of what has been defined as the “Area of Influence” while
3 is practically on the eastern edge of the “AOI”, making access from Randolph County
remote.

Regarding the Questionnaire:
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Question 1:  A major Poultry growing and processing industry was started in Randolph
County within the past 6-7 years and while the processing plant is within the “Area of
Influence”,  most of the growing is conducted in western Randolph County.  The potential for
spin off operations in the western part of the county is there but could be hindered and
discouraged without access to the Highway.  
         
Questions  2 and 3:  PECO is the biggest, employing the most people and having the potential
for spin-off industries.  But there are others which the City, County or Chamber can fully list
and describe.

Question 4:  In my opinion, Alternative 2 would potentially induce growth...although
Alternative 1 , which was scrapped would be our preferred alternative...while Alternative 3
would potentially cause the death of economic growth in Randolph County.
Question 5:  Our  town is constantly struggling to replace the industries that left in the 90s
under NAFTA and to recoup the job opportunities lost during that era.  We are always hopeful
for redevelopment and to some extent have seen some,  but it has been hard to regroup and
recover.  As I see it, we are just beginning to recover and along comes the the Highway
Project rearing it’s head again to take away the benefit we have had by being in close
proximity to  Highway 67, a semi-major artery for commerce.  I am afraid we will wither
away if Alternative 3 is chosen and I urge the department to scrap 3 and select Alternative 2, if
not just go back to the drawing board and reconsider something closer to what Alternative 1
was. 

Question 6:  The development of I 57 will definitely have an affect on Randolph County.  We
are hoping for the alternative which has less deleterious affect...which in the current proposal
would be Alternative 2.  

Question 7:  Yes.  Our current and future industrial development and tourism and other
economic development and endeavors depend on access.  We have it to an extent now and are
working to grow and prosper.  To take it away, especially with Alternative 3 would set us
reeling and it would be hard to recover.

Question 8:  Rate of Development :  5+ Strong negative influence
                    Intensity/magnitude:  5+ Strong negative impact
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Growth and Development Questionnaire


Future I-57 (ARDOT Job 100512)

from Walnut Ridge to Missouri State Line 


Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties, Arkansas


Respondent Information


Date:	 4/2/2021	 	 


Name:	 Graycen Colbert Bigger    Organization/Title: Northeast Arkansas Regional Intermodal Authority , Executive Director 


Address: 1410 Hwy 304 East Pocahontas, AR 72455    Phone and Email: graycen@neaintermodal.com , (870) 335-7409	 	 


** Please answer the following questions and specify if your response applies to all or a specific 
alternative (see page 2 for project information and attached map for alternatives being evaluated).


1) Please summarize the trend of development and changes in land use within your jurisdiction during the 
past 5-10 years.  If possible, please provide examples.


The NEA Intermodal footprint, which includes the Cities of Corning, Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge along with 
Randolph County and Lawrence County, has seen significant development over the past decade. In a time when 
most rural communities struggled, the NEA Intermodal area attracted new manufacturing and agricultural 
processing employers. Existing industries throughout the footprint thrived, expanding employment opportunities 
and services. The area of influence actually increased population, labor force participation and jobs during the 
pandemic and outpaced much of the state and country in unemployment statistics. Although there has been a 
steady increase in single and multi-family housing over the past several years, both Randolph and Lawrence 
counties are now experiencing a housing shortage for the first time in decades. Education providers in 
Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge expanded programs to meet the growing needs of industry. There has also been a 
significant increase in large truck traffic throughout the NEA Intermodal footprint related to agriculture, 
manufacturing and transportation. Major industrial and housing development has been concentrated in the 
cities of Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge, as well as along Hwy 67 between the two communities. Agricultural land, 
previously used for row crop farming, has been converted for both housing and industry. Significant 
infrastructure improvements, relating to roads, water and Broadband, have occurred throughout the area of 
influence in recent years to meet growing economic needs.


Specific examples of development can be found below.


2) What are the current and future major developments in your planning area or within the Area of Influence 
(AOI; see attached exhibit) that are NOT dependent on the proposed project?  Future developments 
should be reasonably foreseeable within the next 20 years.  Please provide the location and extent of each 
current or future major development (via plans, shapefile, Google Earth KMZ file or markup of attached 
map).


Although it is difficult to predict the development of a rural community such as the area of influence over 20 
years, especially when it has changed significantly over the past decade due to the influx agricultural processing 
operations, we can reasonably assume the following if Alternative Two is chosen: 


Several industrial employers are currently expanding in the Intermodal’s area of influence due to business 
returning to the U.S. in a post-pandemic economy.  In June 2020, Peco announced that it would close two plants 
in Mississippi and add operations to the Pocahontas facility over the next several years. Vital Farms is currently  
building 10 additional poultry houses that will open within the next few months and is expected to add at least 
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20 more. As operations continue to increase in these two businesses, we reasonably expect more food 
processing companies and suppliers will locate to the area within the next 20 years. 


The Walnut Ridge Business Park is also seeing new development. We are currently in negotiations with a 
business that is expected to locate in the area by Fall 2021. Another industry, already located in the industrial 
park, has plans for a major expansion and intends to build a new facility.  To support growth and development, 
Walnut Ridge’s airport commission is diligently working to upgrade the facility’s classification to Part 139. This 
would allow for small commercial and freight in addition to charter aircraft. 


Williams Baptist University, located adjacent to the business park and airport, has launched an innovative work-
based learning program called Williams Works. As part of the initiative, the university is building an on-campus 
farm and was recently awarded funding to build a USDA-certified meat processing facility. This will encourage 
more development in the area’s agriculture and food processing industry while also building the local talent 
pipeline.


In Pocahontas, Black River Technical College launched Arkansas’s first accredited gunsmithing program in 2020. 
The college is also in the process of expanding its Law Enforcement Training Academy (LETA). During the 2021 
state legislative session $4 million in funding was appropriated for BRTC to build barracks on campus in order to 
provide housing for trainees and shelter for law enforcement in times of emergency. BRTC will also begin 
building a $2.1 million berm in 2021. The unique combination of the college’s gunsmithing and LETA program will 
enable the Intermodal to do targeted recruitment of security and firearms related industries in the area of 
influence. 


Pocahontas, in particular, will see increased commercial development in the next few years. At least four new 
businesses are being constructed in the city and will open in 2021, alone. The Pocahontas School District will also 
complete the construction of a new elementary school this year and will work towards another millage for a new 
high school. Large-scale housing developments in Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge are currently being discussed to 
meet the needs of the growing local economy. 


In addition to steady industry growth and innovative workforce initiatives, the Intermodal area is also planning 
major infrastructure improvements. An expansion of Hwy 412 will be finished between Walnut Ridge and 
Paragould within the next 24 months. The future I-57 will also be completed to the City of Walnut Ridge within 
the next 20 years. The Pocahontas Water Department is currently working to add additional water lines in order 
to increase capacity for industrial development. Nearly $500,000 of improvements are being discussed for 2021. 
Pocahontas is also discussing the need for a bypass around Thomasville Street and Hwy 90, the heart of the city’s 
residential development, due to a major increase in large truck traffic. 


3) Do you know of any major past developments in the AOI within the last 10 years? If so, what were they, 
type of development, and where did they occur?


The NEA Intermodal footprint has seen significant development over the past decade.  There have been multiple 
poultry-related industries that have located in the area of influence.  Peco invested more than $176 million in the 
Intermodal footprint and opened a processing facility, hatchery and truck stop outside of Pocahontas and a feed 
mill in Corning in 2016 that now employs nearly 2,000 individuals. There have also been nearly 500 poultry 
houses built in Randolph and Lawrence counties. Vital Farms, which exports chicken eggs, has also contracted 
with more than 80 producers around the area of influence and built a feed mill. 


New businesses focused on the export of peanuts and rice, such as Ag Headquarters, Birdsong Peanuts and Black 
River Commodities, have opened in Pocahontas and outside of Walnut Ridge. Both manufacturing and 
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agricultural processing employers throughout the footprint have expanded, adding more than 500 jobs in the 
cities of Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge in 2020, alone. Riceland, a long-time industry in Corning, also expanded.


There has been a significant increase in large truck traffic throughout the NEA Intermodal footprint related to 
agriculture, manufacturing and transportation. Peco now dispatches approximately 66,000 trucks per year, 
carrying feed and live product. More than 200 loads of feed and 80 loads of eggs travel through our area of 
influence each month on behalf of Vital Farms. Capital Quarriers and Atlas Asphalt, located outside of 
Pocahontas, have seen an influx in projects and shipments over the past few years. For example, Capital Quarries 
transported 27,978 loads of rock from the area of influence in 2020, which was nearly 1,500 truckloads more 
than the year prior. In 2019, Black River Technical College launched a CDL training program after receiving 
$150,000 in federal workforce funding to support the growing needs of the local transportation industry. 


The Intermodal area has seen a number of infrastructure improvements over the past 10 years to keep up with 
growing industry demands. In addition to ARDOT’s road improvements and a new bridge over Black River in the 
City of Pocahontas, Peco invested significant funding in additional water and wastewater infrastructure in 
Randolph County.  The City of Corning also began upgrading its water infrastructure in 2019 for the first time in 
decades. After incurring damage during the historic 2017 flood, the Pocahontas airport built a new terminal and 
upgraded runway facilities. Clay County Electric unveiled its fist solar farm in 2020. Finally, multiple providers 
have expanded critical Broadband access throughout the area. The Intermodal footprint within the area of 
influence received over $11 million through the Arkansas Rural Connect program in 2020.


The helipad was improved at the Pocahontas hospital in 2017, which served as a major development for safety 
and healthcare in our rural region. After years of decline, St. Bernards Healthcare assumed operations of the 
local hospital in Pocahontas in 2019, which has both stabilized and increased medical services and operating 
capacity for the area of influence. 


Although there has been a steady increase in single and multi-family housing over the past several years, both 
Randolph and Lawrence counties are now experiencing a housing shortage for the first time in decades. Walnut 
Ridge, in particular, has seen a sharp increase in residential housing.  Over the past five years the community has 
issued 222 residential permits, with two-thirds being requested in 2019 and 2020. Onin Staffing, a vendor for 
Peco, also built Randolph County’s first large-scale apartment complex in 2015. The housing community is 
located off Hwy 62 in Pocahontas and includes 120 units. In 2013, the City of Pocahontas passed a sales tax to 
fund a new, $7.5 million aquatic center and water park to bolster quality of life efforts and increase tourism. 
Upgrades to the neighboring community tennis courts followed in 2019. 


4) In your opinion, would the proposed project induce development (i.e., cause induced growth) in your area 
that would otherwise not occur? Yes


a. If so, what type of development do you anticipate? The NEA Intermodal believes that additional 
manufacturing, agri-processing as well as transportation and logistics companies will consider the area of 
influence as a place to locate. We also believe it would bolster the development of housing, commercial 
business, retail operations and the hospitality industry in areas close to proposed exit roads.  


b. If so, why do you believe the proposed project would induce development? Many large-scale industries 
require close proximity to Interstate infrastructure in order to move goods efficiently and maintain low 
operating costs. When the NEA Intermodal responds to RFI documents from the state economic 
development agency, we are forced to put 40 miles from an Interstate. The ability to put 3-4 miles from 
Alternative Two on response documents would make a significant difference in the site selection process.  
An Interstate in the area of influence would also encourage hospitality and commercial growth. The area 
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between Walnut Ridge and Pocahontas would be the midpoint between Chicago and Dallas along I-57. 
Located approximately 7-8 hours from each location, it would serve as a natural stopping place for 
overnight travelers. Finally, when reviewing development patterns throughout Arkansas, it is undeniable 
that proximity to Interstate infrastructure influences growth. We believe the Intermodal’s area of 
influence, due to its diverse, pre-existing industry base, larger population, medical community, police 
force and infrastructure, is more suited to support the proposed project and future development.  


c. If so, would this development occur alone or in conjunction with other factors? This development 
would occur in conjunction with a number of other factors. Not only does the area of influence have a 
strong and diverse industry base with a higher than normal manufacturing jobs per capita, it also has a 
low cost of doing business in comparison to other parts of the state and the country. Land is inexpensive 
throughout the area of influence, making it attractive for development. The area is also located in close 
proximity to a growing economy, two airports, an Amtrak stop, Williams Baptist University, Black River 
Technical College along with a number of tourism attractions. Finally the area of influence is also located 
within 40 minutes of the Jonesboro metro and within a two-hour drive of the Little Rock Port and the 
I-40/I-55 interchange in West Memphis. This proximity to major markets around the country makes the 
proposed project even more valuable for economic development. 


d. If so, please locate the specific area(s) you anticipate induced development to occur as a result of the 
proposed project. (via plans, shapefile, Google Earth KMZ file, or mark-up of attached map) 


5) In your opinion, would any redevelopment occur as a result of the proposed project? If so, where?


Yes. We believe it would bolster the redevelopment of commercial business operations and the hospitality 
industry throughout our footprint. Over the past few decades small, independent motel operators have left the 
Intermodal area, like many rural communities throughout the country. However, the area between Walnut Ridge 
and Pocahontas would serve as the midpoint between Chicago and Dallas along I-57.  Located approximately 7-8 
hours from each location, it would serve as a natural stopping place for overnight travelers. The area is also 
located in close proximity to growing industry, two airports, an Amtrak stop, Williams Baptist University and 
Black River Technical College. There is also a growing tourism industry related to hunting duck hunting in 
Randolph, Lawrence and Clay counties close to the proposed route that would benefit. We have already 
experienced interest from franchise restaurants and hotel operators since the announcement of I-57 to Walnut 
Ridge, and believe interest regarding property along Hwy 67 would only grow with a second designation through 
the area. 


In addition to restaurants and hotels, we believe that more transportation-related businesses would return to 
the area. This includes gas stations, truck stops and mechanics close to proposed exits in Walnut Ridge, Corning 
and potentially Biggers. 


It is likely that housing redevelopment would also occur in communities close to the proposed project like 
Corning and strengthen the need for additional housing in growing areas such as Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge 
along Alternative 2. 


6) In your opinion, would the proposed project affect or change the type of development within your 
jurisdiction and if so, why?


Because of the area’s diverse economic base, we do not believe that the proposed project will change the type 
of development in the area of influence. However, we strongly believe it will significantly expand opportunities. 
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Additional businesses within the agri-processing and manufacturing supply chain are likely to locate in the 
footprint, for example. An interstate announcement, coupled with proximity to airports and BRTC’s gunsmithing 
and LETA programs, may influence new interest from security-related industries. We also believe that the 
location of development will shift towards exits on the proposed Interstate project, especially with commercial, 
hospitality and transportation-related businesses. Since the announcement of I-57 to Walnut Ridge, the NEA 
Intermodal area has already seen increased interest from food and beverage providers as well as hotel operators. 


7) In your opinion, would the proposed project prohibit development in your jurisdiction or planning area 
and if so, why and where?


No. We do not believe the proposed project would prohibit any development along Alternative Two. We believe 
it would both encourage and expedite housing, commercial and industrial growth. The proposed project, and the 
anticipated growth, will also strengthen the need for additional infrastructure improvements as it pertains to 
water, sewer, roads and Broadband. We believe the Intermodal’s area of influence, due to its diverse, pre-existing 
industry base, larger population, medical community, police force and infrastructure, is more suited to support 
the proposed project and future development. The cities of Pocahontas, Walnut Ridge and Corning have full-time 
government leadership and staff that can manage the growth associated with the proposed project. They also 
have stronger funding to support development associated with I-57 as it pertains to the economy and safety of 
residents.


8) Using a scale of 1 to 5, please indicate if you think the proposed project would affect the rate and intensity 
or magnitude of development within your jurisdiction or planning area. 

(Scale based on 1 = No Influence, 5= Strong Influence)


RATE OF DEVELOPMENT ______5___________	 INTENSITY/MAGNITUDE ________5_________


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Project Description. The project includes improvements to the United States Highway (Hwy.) 67 corridor in 
northeastern Arkansas between the Highway 412/Highway 67 interchange at Walnut Ridge in Arkansas and the 
Missouri state line. The purpose of the project is to improve the existing Hwy. 67 corridor or provide a new 
location alignment to improve connectivity and continuity of the National Highway System, provide a more 
resilient roadway, and enhance opportunity for development by developing an interstate-type system between 
Walnut Ridge, Arkansas and the Missouri state line. Legislation has designated this route as the future Interstate 
Route 57.


The study area or Area of Influence, as shown on page 3, is located in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph 
counties in northeast Arkansas and covers two new location alternatives (2 and 3) and three connectors with the 
Missouri state line (Alternatives A, B, and C) to be considered and evaluated. Alternative 1 that included 
improvements to the existing Hwy. 67 was dropped from further consideration.


Constraints on Growth Potential. Even in situations where a transportation project increases mobility and 
accessibility, other factors may limit the potential for induced growth. Constraints on growth include factors such 
as lack of demand, lack of available land, lack of water and sewer infrastructure, land use controls, regulatory 
constraints, natural features and public opposition to development. These types of factors also play an important 
role in assessing a project’s potential to cause induced growth and are particularly important in assessing the 
degree to which increased accessibility and mobility will translate into increased growth.
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TERMINOLOGY


Induced Growth are changes in the location, magnitude, or pace of future development that result from changes 
in accessibility caused by a project. An example of an induced growth effect is commercial development 
occurring around a new interchange and the environmental impacts associated with this development.


Growth and Development Impacts means changes to the human environment from the proposed action or 
alternatives that are reasonably foreseeable and have a reasonably close causal relationship to the proposed 
action or alternatives, including those effects that occur at the same time and place as the proposed action or 
alternatives and may include effects that are later in time or farther removed in distance from the proposed 
action or alternatives. Effects do not include those effects that the agency has no ability to prevent due to its 
limited statutory authority or would occur regardless of the proposed action.


Reasonably foreseeable is an action that is probable, sufficiently likely to occur (excludes effects that are 
possible but not probable [e.g. “tabled” plans]).  Impacts that are merely possible, or that are considered 
“speculative,” are not reasonably foreseeable.
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Growth and Development Questionnaire 

Future I-57 (AR DOT Job 100512) 
from Walnut Ridge to Missouri State Line  

Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties, Arkansas 
 

Respondent Information 

Date: 04/02/2021 

Name: Mark Holt    Organization/Title: Randolph County Chamber of Commerce 

Address:  203 W. Broadway   Phone and Email:  501-680-0742 | mark@eriverbank.com 

** Please answer the following questions and specify if your response applies to all or a specific 
alternative (see page 2 for project information and attached map for alternatives being evaluated). 
 
1) Please summarize the trend of development and changes in land use within your jurisdiction during the past 

5-10 years.  If possible, please provide examples. 
a) Peco Processing Plant (Poultry Processing), Pocahontas, AR 
b) Peco Feed Mill (Poultry Feed), Corning AR 
c) AgHeadQuarters Peanuts (Raw Peanut, Purchasing, Drying, and Cleaning), Pocahontas, AR 
d) Pocahontas Aluminum Expansion, Pocahontas, AR 
e) St. Bernard’s management of Five River Medical Clinic, Pocahontas, AR 
f) Clay County Electric Headquarters Relocation, Corning, AR 
g) Two Major Gas Stations (Casey’s and Jordan’s), Corning and Pocahontas respectively. 
h) Construction of New Elementary School, Pocahontas, AR 
i) Construction of New Nursing Home, Pocahontas, AR 
j) DaVita Dialysis station, Pocahontas, AR. 
k) Veterans Administration Clinic, Pocahontas, AR 
l) Walmart Remodel, Pocahontas, AR 
m) Construction of two new Grocery/Market places (Harps, American Made), Pocahontas, AR. 
n) Various retail and dining developments, Pocahontas, AR 
 

2) What are the current and future major developments in your planning area or within the Area of Influence 
(AOI; see attached exhibit) that are NOT dependent on the proposed project?  Future developments should 
be reasonably foreseeable within the next 20 years.  Please provide the location and extent of each current or 
future major development (via plans, shapefile, Google Earth KMZ file or markup of attached map). 

a. Relocation on USDA Service Center, Pocahontas, AR 
b. Relocation and Construction of Randolph Health Clinic, Pocahontas, AR 
c. Construction of Strip Mall, Pocahontas, AR 

 
3) Do you know of any major past developments in the AOI within the last 10 years? If so, what were they, type of 

development, and where did they occur? See Above 
 

4) In your opinion, would the proposed project induce development (i.e., cause induced growth) in your area that 
would otherwise not occur? Alternative 2 (Blue).  Alternate 3 offers little local development along the route due 
to distance from existing population and flood prone building location. 
a. If so, what type of development do you anticipate? 

i. Compensatory gain in retail and dining business associated with past increase in job market. 
ii. Additional hotel added in Pocahontas. 
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b. If so, why do you believe the proposed project would induce development? 

i. Area has proven to be economically successful over the past decade with investment on 
significant capital. 

ii. Partnership with St. Bernard’s further strengthens the attractiveness of future investment 
iii. Expansion into new School infrastructure further strengthens the attractiveness of future 

investment. 
c. If so, would this development occur alone or in conjunction with other factors?  

i. Development would occur in conjunction with other factors such as changing government 
administrations, laws, and tax base. 

d. If so, please locate the specific area(s) you anticipate induced development to occur as a result of the proposed 
project. (via plans, shapefile, Google Earth KMZ file, or mark-up of attached map) 

 
5) In your opinion, would any redevelopment occur as a result of the proposed project? If so, where? 

 
6) In your opinion, would the proposed project affect or change the type of development within your jurisdiction 

and if so, why? 
i. Alternative 2 (Blue) would certainly affect the type of future developments in Randolph 

county as the largest population center of the three counties involved.  More multi-family 
apartments and townhouses, convenience and hospitality.   

7) In your opinion, would the proposed project prohibit development in your jurisdiction or planning area and if so, 
why and where? The route selection will have a binary affect on regional development.  Alternate 2 will be a 
contributing factor in the continued development that has in the portion of the region with higher elevation.  
(Primarily Pocahontas).  Alternate 3 will distract resource and opportunity from that successful area and primarily 
serve only to bypass traffic through the region.  While the hospitality benefit for the region will be realized 
regardless of route, the regional benefit as Alternative 2 will be greater due to the fact the increased traffic and 
improved logistics will service more people, more industry and an area with greater economic development. 
 

8) Using a scale of 1 to 5, please indicate if you think the proposed project would affect the rate and intensity or 
magnitude of development within your jurisdiction or planning area.  

(Scale based on 1 = No Influence, 5= Strong Influence) 
 

RATE OF DEVELOPMENT _______5_______ INTENSITY/MAGNITUDE ________5________ 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
 
Project Description. The project includes improvements to the United States Highway (Hwy.) 67 corridor in 
northeastern Arkansas between the Highway 412/Highway 67 interchange at Walnut Ridge in Arkansas and the 
Missouri state line. The purpose of the project is to improve the existing Hwy. 67 corridor or provide a new location 
alignment to improve connectivity and continuity of the National Highway System, provide a more resilient 
roadway, and enhance opportunity for development by developing an interstate-type system between Walnut 
Ridge, Arkansas and the Missouri state line. Legislation has designated this route as the future Interstate Route 
57. 
 
The study area or Area of Influence, as shown on page 3, is located in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph 
counties in northeast Arkansas and covers two new location alternatives (2 and 3) and three connectors with the 
Missouri state line (Alternatives A, B, and C) to be considered and evaluated. Alternative 1 that included 
improvements to the existing Hwy. 67 was dropped from further consideration. 
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Constraints on Growth Potential. Even in situations where a transportation project increases mobility and 
accessibility, other factors may limit the potential for induced growth. Constraints on growth include factors such 
as lack of demand, lack of available land, lack of water and sewer infrastructure, land use controls, regulatory 
constraints, natural features and public opposition to development. These types of factors also play an important 
role in assessing a project’s potential to cause induced growth and are particularly important in assessing the 
degree to which increased accessibility and mobility will translate into increased growth. 
 
 
TERMINOLOGY 
 
Induced Growth are changes in the location, magnitude, or pace of future development that result from changes 
in accessibility caused by a project. An example of an induced growth effect is commercial development occurring 
around a new interchange and the environmental impacts associated with this development. 
 
Growth and Development Impacts means changes to the human environment from the proposed action or 
alternatives that are reasonably foreseeable and have a reasonably close causal relationship to the proposed 
action or alternatives, including those effects that occur at the same time and place as the proposed action or 
alternatives and may include effects that are later in time or farther removed in distance from the proposed action 
or alternatives. Effects do not include those effects that the agency has no ability to prevent due to its limited 
statutory authority or would occur regardless of the proposed action. 
 
Reasonably foreseeable is an action that is probable, sufficiently likely to occur (excludes effects that are possible 
but not probable [e.g. “tabled” plans]).  Impacts that are merely possible, or that are considered “speculative,” 
are not reasonably foreseeable. 
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ATTACHMENT C — FUTURE I-57/HWY. 67 MISSOURI 
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  Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line (Future I-57) 

Public Involvement Synopsis 
 

ARDOT Job Number 100512 
Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line (Future I-57) 

Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties, Arkansas 
August 13 – September 2, 2020 

 
A Virtual Public Involvement Meeting was held to present the Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line 
(Future I-57) project in northeast Arkansas.  
 
The virtual meeting was held at Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com from Thursday, August 13 
through Wednesday, September 2, 2020. In addition, a public officials meeting was held via video 
conference on Wednesday, August 12, 2020. Special efforts to involve minorities and the local 
community in the virtual public involvement meeting included the following: 
  

• Display advertisements placed in the following newspapers: 
o The Times Dispatch (August 12 and 26, 2020) 
o Pocahontas Star Herald (August 13 and 27, 2020) 
o Clay County Courier (August 13 and 27, 2020) 
o Paragould Daily Press (August 15 and 29, 2020) 
o Arkansas Democrat Gazette (August 16 and 30, 2020) 

• Postcards (435) mailed to attendees from past public meetings 

• Letters mailed to public officials and stakeholders 

• Emails sent to public officials, agencies and other stakeholders 

• Social media blasts: ARDOT (August 13, 16-18, 20-21, 23-24, 26, 28, 2020 and 
September 1-2, 2020) 

• News release published by ARDOT (August 14, 2020) 

• Notification posted on ARDOT website 
 
Table 1 describes the results of the public participation at the virtual meeting. 
 

Table 1 

Public Officials Meeting (August 12, 2020) Totals 

Public Official Meeting attendees, including staff 21 

Virtual Public Involvement Meeting (August 13 – September 2, 2020)  

Unique Visitors (New Users) 2,005 

Visits to the Website (Sessions) 2,474 

Number of Website Pages Viewed (Pageviews) 8,168 

Percent of Total Users Interacting with Mobile Devices/Tablets 62% 

Comment Forms or Letters Received  126 

Comments on Interactive Map 37 

Attendees who Signed Electronic Sign-in Sheet 141 
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Table 2 identifies the information available on the virtual public meeting website and each page’s 
number of views. 
 

Table 2 

Website Page 
Pageviews 

(8,168) 

Excluding 
Homepage 

(4,784) 

Homepage 

• Text: Information on the meeting’s purpose, virtual 
meeting dates, a phone number for anyone with 
limited internet access or general questions or 
comments, submitting written comments, and 
guidance for special accommodations 

 

41% 

(3,380) 

 

The Meeting Starts Here 

• Electronic sign-in sheet 

• Handouts: Project Map; Summary Sheet; Comment 
Form 

7% 

(559) 
12% 

Meeting Presentation 

• Video presentation highlighting purpose of virtual 
meeting, project history, study goals, schedule 
milestones, an overview of the virtual meeting 
website, and submitting comments 

6% 

(524) 
11% 

Exhibits and Materials 

• Exhibits: Project Map, Project History; Study Goals; 
Draft Purpose and Need; Summary Sheet; and 
Schedule Milestones 

9% 

(745) 
15% 

Corridors Interactive Map 

• Link: ArcGIS corridor map on Street View showing 
the three corridors and three Missouri connectors, 
with the ability to leave comments on the map 

• Text: Instructions to use the interactive map 

24% 

(1,919) 
40% 

Environmental Interactive Map 

• Link: ArcGIS corridor map on Street View showing 
the three corridors and three Missouri connectors 
with environmental layers turned on, with the ability 
to leave comments on the map 

• Text: Instructions to use the interactive map 

9% 

(725) 
15% 

Submit a Comment 

• Print and electronic versions of the comment form 

4% 

(315) 
7% 
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Garver staff reviewed all comments received and evaluated their contents. The summary of 
comments listed below reflects the personal perception or opinion of the person or organization 
making the statement. The sequencing of the comments is random and is not intended to reflect 
importance or numerical values. Some of the comments were combined and/or paraphrased to 
simplify the synopsis process. 
 
An analysis of the comment form responses is shown in the below tables: 
 

Do you believe there is a need for an improved connection between Walnut Ridge and the 
Missouri state line (Future I-57)? Why or why not? 

Yes 122 

No 13 

 
Summarized Comments – Need for an Improved Connection 

Yes 

• Most users believe there is an increase in interstate traffic, particularly on the routes to 
Pocahontas, Corning, and Walnut Ridge, making this a dangerous stretch of narrow 
highway. Therefore, an improved connection would not only alleviate said traffic but 
increase overall safety for route travelers. 

• Majority of users believe that better roads would improve economic development and 
industrial recruitment for the surrounding areas in northeast Arkansas, an overlooked 
transportation hub, by bringing traffic/business to the area. 

• This targeted portion would fill the need to connect the Texas region with the Chicago, 
Illinois area from a long-distance freight and traveling public corridor perspective and is the 
last major link in a future interstate. 

• Corridors (I-30 and future I-57) may necessitate a 6-lane expansion throughout the state, 
not just in the urban / suburban areas in the future. 

• Additionally, it will greatly influence travel from St. Louis to Little Rock in a way that will 
efficiently improve travel times between Arkansas and Missouri/Upper Midwest. 

• This will accomplish the project goal of increased resiliency of the highway system.  

• There is a need with the increased poultry industry presence in this area.  

• There does need to be an improved connection between Walnut Ridge and the Missouri 
State line, but Pocahontas and Randolph county cannot be left out when the new highway 
route is decided.  

• It would offer a potential alternate to the highly traveled I55. 

• It would provide easier access for commercial vehicles as well as commuters and travelers 

• Future I-57 routes near Pocahontas will finish tying all towns together with the 
improvements made to 63 and 412. This will take the “bottlenecks” away from Pocahontas 
and still allow the area to continue to grow. The route through Greene county will cut 
Pocahontas out of the loop. The route near Delaplaine will also encounter large areas of 
mucky sticky clay soil that runs 20 feet deep and then turns to white sand hat will hold 
nothing in much of that area. 
 

No 

• Small portion of users believe that the current route is now sufficient. 
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• Believe funding for northeast Arkansas could be better used to improve connectivity in 
population hubs, primarily Jonesboro and secondarily Paragould. Funding would be better 
to improve US 412 corridor between northeast and northwest Arkansas, two areas of the 
state with most-recent growth.  

• It will take away from the travelers stopping in, and bring problems of pollution, noise, 
congestion, etc. to the surrounding communities. 

• Users believe that the surrounding communities, particularly those of Corning, Delaplaine 
and Pocahontas, would be impacted negatively due to economic loss and destruction of 
farmland and wildlife habitats. 

 

 

 
Summarized Comments – Impacts to Community 

Beneficial 

• Corridor 1 would be most beneficial due to an existing connection on US 62 and being 
closest to Pocahontas. Pocahontas depends on north-south corridor traffic. Many believe it 

Do you regularly travel within northeast Arkansas? If so, please check the city closest to 
your home and to your destination and the purpose of your travel. 

Closest City Home Destination Work School Other 

Corning and north 22 22 
57 5 58 

Datto/Reyno/Biggers 8 4 

Pocahontas 35 26 

Shannon/Manson/Lesterville 0 0 

Walnut Ridge/Hoxie/ 
College City 

13 21 

Knobel/Peach Orchard/ 
Delaplaine/O’Kean 

14 13 

Black Rock/Imboden/Portia/ 
Ravenden 

3 1 

Paragould 11 7 

Jonesboro 5 16 

Other: 9 8 

Do you believe that the proposed project would have any impacts on your community 
(economic, environmental, social, etc.)? (Beneficial, Adverse, Both, Neither) 

Beneficial 67 

Adverse 21 

Both 34 

Neither 3 
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is estimated to be the least expensive with the least environmental impacts on businesses 
and farmers. 

• Majority of users ruled the benefits as increased safety measures, improved highway 
systems, and a route that would lead to economic growth. Users in favor include 6 Walnut 
Ridge City Council members, including the Mayor of Walnut Ridge, who submitted a 
supportive resolution in favor of Corridor 2. 

• The improvement would also greatly impact the industrial and commercial growth for the 
area, specifically because of and for PECO. 

• Users also believe that moving traffic away from old HWY67 so that the road can be used 
for local travel will provide a more efficient and cost-effective route for all travel by 
eliminating big truck congestion between Corning, AR and Walnut Ridge, AR. 

• Increased traffic between two economic regions in Chicago and Dallas will be a boom for 
the region and encourage industry growth in the area, particularly Randolph and Clay 
Counties. 

• Corridors 1 or 2 would have a flood-free highway away from Pocahontas, and short travel 
distance to future I-57 will fuel local area growth. 

• Western connection at Pocahontas will save 37 miles by not going to Hoxie/ Walnut Ridge.  

• Option 3 has less mileage through 100-year floodplains but would seem to be more 
beneficial to have an eastern bypass of Corning rather than the indicated western swing to 
join the other alignments.  

• Future I-57 will intersect west of Corning in between the airport, Clay County Electric, Farm 
Service, and the fish hatchery.  

• Benefits of the project are thought to outweigh the impact on rural structures. 

• It will be beneficial if the current HWY 67 is followed, so that established businesses will not 
be affected and will keep both residents and travelers nearest medical facilities, emergency 
services, and other types of services 

• Following the current HWY67 from Walnut Ridge to the Missouri State Line will be 
beneficial to both locals and travelers due to the several businesses along HWY 67, which 
will keep residents and travelers nearest to emergency, medical, food and lodging options. 

• It could be beneficial to the Paragould area as it would provide a closer location to access 
the interstate system.  

• It would also be beneficial economically for Corning. Placing future I-57 out of the city's 
path would be detrimental to residents and the city. 

• This highway would facilitate the law enforcement academy as well as the rest of the WBU 
college. Pocahontas is the most viable city north of Searcy along Highway and to maintain 
its viability the Highway is needed in proximity. 

• The addition of a major thoroughfare in our area would boost economic development by 
increasing access for commercial transportation. Improvements in these areas should also 
improve the economic welfare of our citizens. A road embankment across the flood plain 
will effectively act as a levee and may significantly alter the flow of water if adequate flood 
relief bridges are not included in the design. 
 

Adverse 

• Corridor 3 would be significantly detrimental to economy of Corning/Clay County & 
Pocahontas/Randolph County due to its distance. Bypassing cities like Corning and 
Pocahontas will likely result in severe economic loss. 

• A better highway would encourage people to travel out of town. 
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• Corridor 1 would cut off four major access points from Walnut Ridge to the Walnut Ridge 
airport, industrial park, and Williams Baptist University (Country Club Road, Fulbright 
Avenue, County Road 428, and Highway 67/County Road 429). Would cause substantial 
economic and social complications for this community. 

• If current 67 is followed or the corridor is updated, there are concerns that churches, 
businesses, farmland, wildlife habitat, and homes will be lost. 

• The thought of a 4-lane interstate running through the town of Delaplaine is not good. It 
would wipe this town off the map and probably Peach Orchard and O’kean as well. The 
base area from O’Kean to Knobel for the road will be gumbo which will not hold up to large 
amounts of traffic day in and day out the road will need constant work done to it as it will try 
to fall through with large amounts of traffic. It would cross numerous ditches and destroy 
many farmlands and wetlands. It is also more expensive to maintain than other plans.  

• This area is close enough to I-55 if people want to travel north on an interstate. The existing 
highway is sufficient. This project threatens problems of pollution, noise, congestion, etc. 

• The highway could devalue much prime farmland adjacent to the interstate. 

• There would be an environmental impact if the interstate is close to the Wildlife 
Management area, particularly south of HWY67. Farmers flood the fields and any major 
loss of fields could impact the farmers, wildlife, and hunters. We need another bridge other 
than the bridges at Portia, Pocahontas, and Corning for Black River. This has been an 
ongoing issue when Black River floods below Poplar Bluff due to Current River and 
Fourche connecting to Black River. The highway between Pocahontas and Corning is 
closed when it floods as well as between Pocahontas and Walnut Ridge. If the interstate 
went close to the current HWY67 or on it, most of the issues stated could be mitigated. 

• Too much traffic close to residential areas and a higher chance of criminal activity. 

• Travel times will be greatly increased in rural areas where over passes are not created. 

• If the current HWY 67 is not followed it will have an adverse impact on businesses, as the 
other 2 corridors are further from the city of Pocahontas and other small towns along HWY 
67. Pocahontas is the largest city between Poplar Bluff, MO and Newport, AR, almost 100 
miles, therefore it is vital that any improved highway construction be with Pocahontas as 
the focal point.  

• It will reduce traffic and revenue in Reyno but will be much safer 
 
Summarized Comments – Preferred Corridor 

Corridor 1 

• Corridor 1 would require crossing only Black River and would be closer to the existing 
route, making it less expensive and able to minimize right of way acquisition with less 
adverse effects on the environment, wildlife, businesses, and farmers than a completely 
new route. 

Which corridor do you prefer? 

No Build 7 

Corridor 1 26 

Corridor 2 68 

Corridor 3 31 
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• Maximizes the proximity and access to Pocahontas which would lead to economic stability 
and growth for the area because it is the largest city with that generates the most traffic 
between Walnut Ridge and Corning. 

• Would oppose any route that completely bypasses Pocahontas. 

• Runs through topography with better soil for roadbed and less farm ground destruction. 

• Easier connection from the west via Imboden 

• Corridor 1 would eliminate the old highway, which is one less to maintain. 

• With Corridor 1, there is concern about losing access to the current Hwy 67 using 67Y. 
When trains block the railroad tracks, there needs to be ability to travel to the other side of 
Walnut Ridge. 

• Law officials would have more roadway to patrol.  
 

Corridor 2 

• Cheapest, straightest, shortest corridor with only one major new bridge to build. Corridor 1 
too disruptive to current buildings along existing US 67 due to width, and forces Williams 
Baptist University to require an access road from the interchange at Hwy 980.  

• Corridor 2 would provide the most benefit to surrounding economies and will improve 
shipping for the surrounding areas. 

• Gives Pocahontas flood-free, uninterrupted travel in both directions with less interruption to 
churches, businesses, residential homes, wetlands/wildlife preserve, and farmlands. 

• Links Corning to near Pocahontas, while adhering closely to original route. Corridor 2 would 
benefit workers and students travelling daily on a dangerous 2-lane with a high volume of 
semi-truck traffic, create economic growth and improve shipping for the area.  

• It passes reasonably close to the highest populated areas with more nearby amenities than 
Corridor 3. 

• There are concerns that Corridor 2 will demolish personal property and farmland. 

• Corridor 2 will need to be substantially raised above the 100-year floodplain for a much 
greater distance than Corridor 3 would be. 

• Many users in favor of Corridor 2 emphasized that Corridor 2 needs an interchange to allow 
access to the Walnut Ridge Airport/Industrial Park and Williams Baptist University with an 
exit provided north of the airport to allow for future expansions. With an interchange exit at 
the County Line Road, you could eliminate the exit further north to the Pocahontas 
industrial park, by splitting the County line. Users in favor include 6 Walnut Ridge City 
Council members, including the Mayor of Walnut Ridge, who submitted a supportive 
resolution in favor of Corridor 2. 

• Few users suggest Corridor 2 is preferred until approaching "Skaggs" and then follow 
Corridor 1. 

• Prefer corridor 2 or a combination of corridors 1 & 2. 1 & 2 show the improvements could 
be implemented incrementally in smaller projects over time that provide independent utility.  

• The distance from Pocahontas or Corning is not materially different than Corridor 1.  

• Corridor 2 would allow current traffic to flow as "normal" while adhering closely to the 
original route, until completion. It would also allow alternate means of connection to remain.  

• Crosses only the Black River, while also running closer to population centers. 

• The City Council of Walnut Ridge and Walnut Ridge Mayor support and suggest this 
corridor, with an interchange being added to the corridor for access to the Walnut Ridge 
Airport, Industrial Park and Williams Baptist University. 
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• Randolph, Clay, and Lawrence County officials, City of Corning in Clay County officials, 
City officials of the Town of Biggers, the City of Reyno and Randolph County officials, the 
city of Walnut Ridge and Lawrence County officials, as well as Northeast Arkansas 
Intermodal Authority board members representing four counties, and Randolph County 
Chamber of Commerce officials submitted resolutions in favor of this corridor, and are 
included in this official tally for the support of Corridor 2.  

 
Corridor 3 

• Appears to be a shorter route with straighter alignment/most direct route. Least impact on 
critical environment and farm areas, residential homes, with less impact on already heavily 
populated roads and existing physical structures. 

• Would create an improved flood-free connection from Highway 67 south of Pocahontas to 
future I-57 due to location outside the levee area and would benefit the local area. 

• Corridor 3 is preferred but is suggested to move east of Corning, not going by the airport. 

• Features only one major crossing of a body of water. 

• Users chose this corridor because they prefer the route to not follow the existing highway. 

• Corridor 3 is not located directly in the middle of the Black River flood plain, as is Corridor 
2, which in recent years has experienced multiple record high flood levels. It seems that 
building that length of interstate above historic flood levels in that low area would come at a 
much greater expense. Earlier meetings and packages presented in 2002 and 2014 
suggested that Corridor 3 was the least expensive of the routes. 

• There are concerns that this corridor would severely impact farmland and residential 
homes. 

• The easternmost alignment would have the greatest impact on the large number of 
industries in Paragould by having a better and faster route to ship and receive goods. 

• The corridor from Stateline through Knobel / O’Kean to Walnut Ridge is the only viable 
option. 

• Access to future I-57 via Corridor 3 is not that much farther for Pocahontas than Corridor 2. 
 

 
Summarized Comments – Preferred Missouri Connector 

Connector A 

• Need to evaluate taking highway north from airport and then turning to the northeast and 
entering Ripley County. Missouri should take it from there and angle to US 160 to avoid 
structures and utilities. 

• Connector A is preferred because Missouri is planning to build their new 4 lane alignment 
to the west of the existing US 67 alignment. 

• Seems to have the least impacts, specifically noted with less impact on homes. 

Which connection with Missouri do you prefer? 

Missouri Connector A 37 

Missouri Connector B 46 

Missouri Connector C 20 
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Connector B 

• Users believe this connector utilizes the existing road with a better route to the highway at 
the state line. This would make conditions better for surrounding businesses with an easily 
accessible rest area and Welcome Center. 

• Best choice of connection if using corridor 1. 

• Since Missouri has left 2 miles to allow Arkansas flexibility, utilizing as much of US-67 as 
possible would be beneficial financially if it doesn’t cause trans-border area access issues. 

• The road needs to miss the congestion at the stoplight on Hwy. 67 in Corning. 
 
Connector C 

• Hopefully will avoid the need for another overpass above the existing two-lane highway, 
keeping costs down. 

• This connection will be as close to avoiding nearby buildings and act as the new 
entrance/exit to AR/MO, providing a straighter drive with less obstruction into Missouri.  

• Appears to have the least impact on houses on current Hwy. 67 and state line businesses. 
 

 
Summarized Comments – Environmental Constraints or Historic Sites 

• Many users have concerns about disrupting marshes and wetlands, the WMA distance 
from Corridors 2 and 3, and the expense to build across a large wetland area. 

• 100-year floodplain constraints are the main environmental constraints. There will need to 
be great emphasis placed on raising the roadbed above US-67 measure. 

• On Clay CR 129 lies Richwoods cemetery and Shiloh Baptist Church. It was a 
reconstruction era town made before Clay County existed. North and South of AR-328 
there are several century farms settled by German immigrants in the early 1900s.  

• There are reports of several Indian Burial grounds in the Delaplaine area. 

• There is also a German Prison camp to the West of Knobel, closer to the existing highway. 
 

 
Summarized Comments – Land Development 

Yes 

• Several appear to be in the study area, but anticipated routes seem to deal well with them. 

• A newly surveyed a lot to the north of Knobel that will potentially be a duck hunters cabin. 
 
No 

• Corridor 1 would have an adverse effect on Williams Baptist University. 

Are you aware of any environmental constraints or historic sites within the study area? 

Yes 30 

No 85 

Are you aware of any land development plans within the study area? 

Yes 6 

No 109 
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Comment forms received by those representing: 

Self / Did Not Specify 88 

Agency/Organization:  

• Believes there is a need: Randolph County Officials, Clay County Officials, 
Lawrence County Officials, City of Pocahontas, City of Marmaduke, City of 
Corning, City of Reyno, the Town of Biggers, Francis Fish Co LLC, City of 
Walnut Ridge, Capital Paving & Construction, Natural Flyaway Farm LLC, 
Running Lake Farms, Clay County Courier, Lesmeister Guesthouse, BRTC, 
Nathan Compton Farms, NEA Intermodal Authority Board Members, 
Arkansas Department of Health, Paragould Regional Chamber of 
Commerce, Clark General Contractors, Lawrence County Chamber, 
Randolph County Chamber of Commerce 

24 

 
Summarized Comments – Additional comments 

• Following HWY67 roadway is not worth spending significantly more money than other 
corridors. HWY67 has multiple places that suffer from flooding, which will take aggressive 
construction to overcome. 

• Users say the current HWY67 is the most beneficial due to its proximity to utilize 
businesses and nearby medical and emergent amenities. 

• The highway should pass on the west side of Corning, as the east side is mostly low 
ground and unsuitable for development. 

• Walnut Ridge Mayor comments that the width of Corridor 1 would eliminate several new 
businesses established in Walnut Ridge and would make WBU access difficult. Corridor 3 
presents a greater problem for accessibility to the Airport/Industrial Park & WBU (strongly 
opposed). 

• Corridor 1 is risky in terms of widening and locations of buildings and having to modify the 
existing interchange and existing road intersections. Corridor 3 has a bit of loss in terms of 
farmland and bypasses the wildlife preserve. 

• There is a concern that Corridor 1 will be detrimental to the Pocahontas/Walnut Ridge 
economy and remove many houses and businesses due to the implementation of many 
necessary service roads.  

• Corridor 1 is a poor option as the upgrade of the existing roadbed of HWY67 through the 
floodplain will be a major undertaking and have significant travel impacts for years. Going 
through the Delaplaine route will devastate farmland and waterfowl habitat with no 
economic benefit. The ground between O’kean and Knobel is a terrible gumbo foundation. 

• The Black River levee has been breached twice within to past ten years which is a risk to 
take for Corridor 1 and 2.  

• Corridor 2 & Corridor 3 will be better for the area, save tax dollars, and create shorter travel 
distance. 

• Walnut Ridge Mayor comments that Corridor 2 does seem like the most affordable and 
logical selection, but there is no exit Interchange for Airport/Industrial Park & Williams 
Baptist University. From the University’s perspective, a suitable entrance would still be an 
issue, unless an alternate interchange was placed on Corridor 2 allowing easier access just 
north of the airport. Mayor applied for a re-classification request to the FAA, asking that the 
WR Airport be moved up to a 139 classification to allow for charter collegiate flights and 
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non-scheduled airfreight service. Such actions, if allowed by the FAA, when combined to 
existing job base and the University’s growth would warrant more direct access to traffic 
from the north. An additional option would be connecting to Lawrence County Road 408 
with an interchange. Corridor 2 would have no economic impact on retail/wholesale 
businesses, but as with all corridors’ area farmland would be impacted. 

• Many comments on which connector would be best for the project said it truly depended on 
Missouri’s choice of what they intended to do. Many also hoped the project plans would be 
to invest in the corridor and connection with MO with the lowest build/maintenance cost.  

• Corridor 3 is opposed by the farming communities not interested in development, and it 
appears that that route would have the least economic benefit. 

• If Corridor 3 is built on the east side of the railroad system, this creates major construction 
cost and delayed access for everyone dodging the stopped trains. 

• Following the current HWY67 route will allow Pocahontas and Corning and other towns 
along the way to thrive and become more prosperous. Corridor 3 would totally shut off 
Pocahontas/Randolph County, & be devastating to their economy. 

• Users believe the best route is Knobel /Deleplain/ Okean due to less interstate traffic in a 
more rural area which will be safer for workers. 

• A staff review has been made of the information received on the referenced project. The 
Engineering Section notes this project should be constructed in accordance with the 
ARDOT Special Provision for Wellhead Protection. ADH also notes the proposed project 
lies within several sources of the Source Water Protection Areas for Pocahontas 
Waterworks. If you have any questions or comments, please coordinate them through Kyle 
Johnson at (501) 661-2067. 

• Connector A is preferred since Missouri is planning to build their new 4 lane alignment to 
the west of the existing US 67 alignment.  
 

Attachments: 

• Screenshots of virtual public meeting site 

• Presentation Transcript 

• Small-scale display maps and exhibits 

• Website analytics report 

• Copies of sign-in sheets and submitted comment forms 

• Outreach documents 
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Welcome to the Meeting 
Thank you for participating in this virtual public meeting for the Arkansas Department of 
Transportation’s Job 100512, Walnut Ridge to Missouri State Line (Future I-57) connection in Clay, 
Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph counties. 
 
This online virtual public meeting is being held Thursday, August 13 through Wednesday, September 2, 
2020. The public is invited and encouraged to visit the meeting website, 
future57.transportationplanroom.com any time during the scheduled dates to view meeting exhibits 
and offer comments on the project.  
 
In addition, anyone with limited internet access or has general questions or comments regarding the 
project or virtual meeting may call 501-823-0730 to request a phone conversation. 
 
This brief presentation will provide information on the project’s history, the current schedule to 
complete an Environmental Impacts Statement, the study goals, the study area and corridors, and the 
virtual public meeting website. 
 
Project History Exhibit – The entire HWY 67 corridor from I-40 to the MO state line has been studied at 
various times since 1975. In 1993 the section between Walnut Ridge and Pocahontas was studied, and 
improvements have been completed. Between 1996 and 2018 additional studies have been completed 
identifying this corridor from Walnut Ridge to the MO State line as needing a freeway type facility. In 
2018 legislation required that this segment be improved to freeway standards and that the route be 
renamed I-57. 
 
Milestones Exhibit – We are currently completing an Environmental Impacts Statement, or EIS for short, 
with the goal of identifying a preferred location for the Future I-57 corridor. The studies are planned to 
be completed by December 2021. 
 
Study Goals Exhibit – These are the goals of the study – Improve connectivity, improve travel time, 
increase reliability and resilience, stimulate economic opportunities, fulfill legislative goals, minimize 
impact to natural and social environments. 
 
Study Area and Proposed Corridors Map – This project starts at the Hwy 412 /67 interchange at Walnut 
Ridge and extends north to the MO state line north of Corning. There are 3 corridors to review and 
choose from, Corridor 1 is red and essentially follows the existing Hwy 67 alignment except for 
bypassing around Pocahontas and Corning.  Corridor 2 is blue, which is on a new location, and provides a 
route generally between the existing Highway 67 corridor and the Black River Wildlife Management 
Area.  It bypasses Corning to the west and then stays south but parallel to Highway 67 up to the State 
line.  Corridor 3, is gold and on a new location.  It is the easternmost corridor generally following the 
Highway 34/90 corridor between Walnut Ridge and Knobel.  At Highway 90 outside Knobel it then turns 
north to join up with Corridor 2 and proceeds northeast to the State line. Therefore Corridor 2 and 3 are 
the same from Highway 67 just west of Corning to the State line. (show this on the map with pointer) 
At the MO state line there are 3 connections to choose from, they will work with any of the proposed 
corridors therefor are identified and selected separately from the main corridors. 
 
Website Instructions – You can participate in this virtual public meeting by visiting the website at 
future57.transportationplanroom.com. If you haven’t done so yet, the meeting starts by filling out the 
online sign-in sheet and viewing handouts. Next, the information you’ve seen in this presentation is 
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available on the Exhibits page. Two interactive maps are available for you to look at – one showing the 
different corridors being studied, and the other showing the corridors with environmental information. 
The maps are easy to use on your computer or device, and allows you to zoom in and out, pan around, 
and identify map features. You can also leave your comments on the maps. Last, both online and print 
versions of the comment form are available to submit written comments.  
 
Use the online form or send your comments in by email or mail to publicinvolvement@garverusa.com or 
to Garver, attn: Jon Hetzel, 4701 Northshore Drive, NLR, AR 72118. Formal written comments must be 
received on or before Wednesday, September 2. 
 
 
Thank you for attending this virtual public meeting. 
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Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line  
(Future I-57) 
Job 100512  
 

Background 
The Arkansas Department of Transportation (Department) has contracted with Garver to perform an Environmental 
Impact Statement to study improvements between the Highway 412/Highway 67 interchange at Walnut Ridge and the 
Missouri state line. The study area is located in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph counties in northeast Arkansas. 
Construction of the connection would complete the improvements of Future I-57 within Arkansas. No timeline has been 
identified to construct the project; schedules will be determined as funding becomes available. 
 

Purpose 
The purpose of the project is to improve the Highway 67 corridor on existing or new location in order to enhance 
connectivity and continuity of the National Highway System, provide a more resilient roadway, and enhance opportunity 
for development by developing an interstate-type system between Walnut Ridge, Arkansas and the Missouri state line. 
 

Need 
There is a gap in the National Highway System’s four-lane highway network that diminishes connectivity and mobility of 
the system. 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, Congressional legislation 
designated this route as “Interstate Route 57.” 

A draft Purpose and Need Statement is provided in the meeting materials at Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com.  
We appreciate any comments you can provide regarding the content of the draft Purpose and Need Statement. 
 

Corridors 
The following corridors will be considered and evaluated. 
• No Build 
• Corridor 1 (Western-most alignment utilizing much of the existing Highway 67 alignment – 44 miles; estimated 

project construction cost: $536 million) 
• Corridor 2 (Central alignment on new location- 41 miles; estimated project construction cost: $453 million) 
• Corridor 3 (Eastern alignment on new location – 44 miles; estimated project construction cost: $490 million) 

 

Connection with Missouri 
The following connectors with the Missouri state line will be considered and evaluated. 
• Missouri Connector A 
• Missouri Connector B 
• Missouri Connector C 

 

Public Meeting Purpose 
The Department is conducting a virtual public involvement meeting (no in-person meeting) to obtain public input on the 
proposed improved connection between Walnut Ridge and the Missouri state line (future I-57). The virtual meeting will 
be held Thursday, August 13 through Wednesday, September 2, 2020. The public is invited and encouraged to visit 
Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com during the scheduled dates to view meeting exhibits and offer comments.  

We appreciate your involvement in this study and any comments or questions you provide on the materials and 
information presented at this virtual meeting. Written comments must be received on or before Wednesday, September 
2, 2020. Anyone with limited internet access or general questions or comments regarding the project or virtual public 
meeting may call (501) 823-0730 to request a phone conversation. 
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What is meant by purpose and need? 
A project’s need is a detailed explanation of the specific transportation problems 
or deficiencies that exist or that are expected to exist in the future. A project’s 
purpose defines the goals and objectives that should be included as part of a 
successful solution to the problem. The purpose and need are the foundation for 
all the project studies and are used to identify the range of alternatives (solutions 
to the transportation problem) that best address the purpose and need of the 
project. 
 
The purpose and need is a living document until the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement is drafted, and therefore, can be changed or modified as needed as 
new information is gathered. The local officials, agencies, public, and other 
stakeholders will have an opportunity to provide comments on the purpose and 
need throughout the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.  
 
This chapter will describe the social and environmental conditions in the study 
area, why transportation improvements are needed, and the purpose of this project 
 
What are the logical termini and study area limits? 
Logical Termini 
Logical termini identify rational end points for a transportation improvement 
project1. The logical termini for the proposed project are the Hwy. 412/Hwy. 67 
interchange at Walnut Ridge, Arkansas, and the Arkansas-Missouri State line. The 
length of the project is approximately 43 miles.  
 
The southern terminus was selected because Hwy. 67 has been constructed to 
interstate standards from Interstate 40 (I-40) north to the Hwy. 412/Hwy. 67 
interchange in Walnut Ridge. 
 
In consideration of the north terminus, a political boundary such as a state line is 
not necessarily a good choice, but in this case it is appropriate as it serves as a 
viable location for future coordination between the Arkansas Department of 
Transportation (ARDOT) and the Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT). 
MoDOT completed a Final Environmental Impact Statement for Hwy. 67 from just 
south of St. Louis, Missouri to just south of Neelyville, Missouri, approximately two 
miles north of the Arkansas-Missouri State line. The southern terminus of the 
MoDOT study was identified because it avoids forcing a specific northern terminus 

 
 
1 FHWA Environmental Review Toolkit – NEPA Implementation 
https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/legislation/nepa/guidance_project_termini.aspx 
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for ARDOT’s portion of Hwy. 67. The two-mile gap north of the state line allowed 
MoDOT to wait to align their final section of Hwy. 67 with the ARDOT terminus. A 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was signed by ARDOT and MoDOT in 
1998 for the two states to cooperate on the northern terminus of Hwy. 672 in 
Arkansas. 
 
The logical termini, as described above, provide rational end points for this project, 
provide enough length for a comprehensive review of the project’s needs and 
environmental impacts, and will not preclude staged construction of independent 
sections as funding becomes available. 
 
Study Area  
The study area was developed based on the 2015 ARDOT planning study that 
examined several new location corridors that met the needs identified in the study 
while minimizing impacts to the natural and social environments. The study area 
extends from Walnut Ridge, Arkansas to the Missouri State line within Clay, 
Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties in northeast Arkansas. The study area 
is approximately 40 miles in length and 10 miles wide at it broadest point (see 
Figure 1). 
 
What is the study area like today? 
The study area includes the larger cities of Walnut Ridge, Pocahontas, and 
Corning. Other smaller cities and towns located in the study area include College 
City, Manson, O’Kean, Delaplaine, Peach Orchard, Knobel, Biggers, Reyno, and 
Datto, Arkansas. Population estimates for the study area’s four counties and 
selected municipalities are presented in Table 1. 
 

Table 1:  Population Estimates 

County County 
Population 

City 
(within County) 

City 
Population 

Clay 15,190 Corning 3,205 
Greene 44,197   

Lawrence 16,777 Walnut Ridge 5,146 
Randolph 17,514 Pocahontas 6,459 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2013-2017 American Community Survey, Table B01003 – 
Total Population. 
 

 
 
2 MOU between ARDOT and MoDOT, found in MoDOT FEIS for Hwy. 67 - Appendix A 
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Figure 1:  Study Area 
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The study area is generally rural with population densities ranging between 25-300 
people per square mile (Figure 2).  
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Most of the population in the study area is white with no less than 94% whites for 
any of the four study area counties (see Table 2). Hispanics and Latinos make up 
2.2% of the population and Black individuals make up 0.9% of the population for 
each of the study area counties combined. The median age is older than the state 
average of 37.7 years for all counties. with the oldest median age being Clay 
County at 44.0 years. As shown in Table 33, of those over the age of 25, with the 
exception of Greene County (3.1%), the study area has a greater number of people 
with less than a 9th grade education than the state average (3.0%). Additionally, 
the study area has fewer people with a four-year degree than the state average 
(see Table 3). 

 

 
___________________________________ 

Figure 2:  Population Density 
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3 - Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey: 2012-2016. Processed 
by Demographic Research, Arkansas Economic Development Institute, College of 
Business Administration, UALR 
 

 

Table 2:  Demographic Data 

Geography* Total 
Population 

Median 
Age 

White 
alone 

Black or 
African 

American 
alone 

Hispanic or 
Latino (of 
any race) 

CITY      

Corning 3,177 46.9 3,107 
(97.8%) 0 (0.0%) 70 (2.2%) 

Paragould 27,521 36.1 26,170 
(95.1%) 359 (1.3%) 858 (3.1%) 

Pocahontas 6,470 38.9 6,224 
(96.2%) 143 (2.2%) 113 (1.7%) 

Walnut Ridge 4,723 38.5 4,572 
(96.8%) 57 (1.2%) 18 (0.4%) 

COUNTY      

Greene 43,745 38.2 41,969 
(95.9%) 411 (0.9%) 1,144 (2.6%) 

Randolph 17,584 42.9 16,981 
(96.6%) 184 (1.0%) 312 (1.8%) 

Lawrence 16,915 41.8 16,436 
(97.2%) 122 (0.7%) 209 (1.2%) 

Clay 15,202 44.0 14,632 
(96.3%) 76 (0.5%) 275 (1.8%) 

            
Counties 

Listed Above 93,446 41.7 90,018 
(96.3%) 793 (0.8%) 1,940 (2.1%) 

State of 
Arkansas 2,968,472 37.7 2,307,136 

(77.7%) 
460,638 
(15.5%) 

207,049 
(7.0%) 

* U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey: 2012-2016. Processed by Demographic 
Research, Arkansas Economic Development Institute, College of Business Administration, UALR  
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Table 3:  Education Data 

* U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey: 2012-2016. Processed by Demographic 
Research, Arkansas Economic Development Institute, College of Business Administration, UALR 
 
Economic Information 
Manufacturing, retail, educational services, healthcare, and social assistance 
generally employ the greatest number of residents within the study area. 
Agriculture and transportation are also prominent industries in terms of the 
employment numbers. Figure 33 shows the major breakout of employment for the 
four counties. 
 
Median household incomes in the study area range from a low of $32,404 in Clay 
County to a high of $49,195 in Greene County, general household income ranges 
are presented in Figure 43.  

 
 
 
 
 
 

Geography* 
Population 

25 years 
and over 

Educational Attainment (25 years and over) 
Number of people (% of population over 25) 

4-year 
Degree 

High School 
Equivalent 

Less than 
9th Grade 

CITY     
Corning 2,288 99 (4.3%) 1,109 (48.5%) 251 (11.0%) 
Pocahontas 4,366 450 (10.3%) 1,588 (36.4%) 320 (7.3%) 
Walnut Ridge 3,114 327 (10.5%) 1,242 (39.9%) 307 (9.9%) 

COUNTY     
Greene 29,009 3,262 (11.2%) 12,468 (43.0%) 1,354 (4.7%) 
Randolph 12,276 1,059 (8.6%) 4,707 (38.3%) 807 (6.6%) 
Lawrence 11,438 969 (8.5%) 4,707 (41.2%) 926 (8.1%) 
Clay 10,812 775 (7.2%) 4,586 (42.4%) 1,053 (9.7%) 
          
Counties 
Listed Above 63,535 6,065 (9.5%) 26,468 (41.7%) 4,140 (6.5%) 

Arkansas 1,973,591 273,557 
(13.9%) 

683,886 
(34.7%) 

106,297 
(5.4%) 
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Figure 3: Employment for All Study Area Counties Combined 

 
Figure 4:  Median Household Income 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
_______________________ 
4 - Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey: 2012-2016. Processed 
by Demographic Research, Arkansas Economic Development Institute, College of 
Business Administration, UALR 

 

Appendix N:  Page 33 of 113



 
 

 
 

8 

Highway 67 Project Purpose and Need 

 
Clay County and the City of Corning have the lowest median household incomes 
and have the highest number of households living below the poverty level (Figure 
5)3.  Most of the study area has higher poverty levels than the rest of the state. 
 
The unemployment rate is lower than the rest of the state in Randolph and Clay 
counties, while Greene and Lawrence counties have a slightly higher rate than the 
state average (Figure 6)3. 
 
 
 
 

  

Figure 5:  Household Population Below Poverty Level 
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Land Use and Environmental Features 
 
Cultivated crops are the dominant land use in the study area as shown in Figure 
7. The Dave Donaldson Black River Wildlife Management Area (WMA), the Black 
and Current Rivers, and substantial floodplains and wetlands are the major 
environmental features in the study area. As shown in Figure 1, the Dave 
Donaldson Black River WMA lies directly in the middle of the study area.  The 
WMA is approximately 25,000 acres in size and supports important bottomland 
hardwoods and substantial recreational opportunities.  
 
 
 

Figure 6:  Unemployment 
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Figure 7:  Land Use 
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Northeast Arkansas Road Network 
Within the study area, there are four primary highways that provide for regional 
transportation and connect the study area to the rest of the state and beyond: 
Hwys. 62, 63, 412, and 67 (Figure 8). Hwy. 412 is the only continuous principal 
arterial parallel to, and north of, I-40 in Arkansas. Hwy. 412 extends from New 
Mexico to Tennesse and connects I-49 to Hwy. 67 in northeast Arkansas. As a 
Congressionally-designated High Priority Corridor, Hwy. 412 is part of a strategic 
network of highways that support national economy, defense, and mobility. 
 
There is a network of other minor two-lane roadways in the study area, specifically 
Hwys. 90, 34, 304, and 135, that provide an alternative route from Walnut Ridge 
to Corning passing through small communities such as O’Kean, Delaplaine, and 
Peach Orchard. This alternate route to Highway 67 generally follows the Union 
Pacific Railroad and is on the eastern edge of the study area.  
 
Regional Roadway Network  
Currently, I-57 runs from Chicago, Illinois to Sikeston, Missouri, where it meets I-55 
(Figure 9). The future I-57 corridor will eventually be extended west from Sikeston, 
Missouri along Hwy. 60 to Poplar Bluff, Missouri and then south along the Hwy. 67 
corridor to North Little Rock, Arkansas, ending at I-40.  

Missouri has already upgraded 62 miles of the Hwy. 60/67 corridor between 
Sikeston and Harviell to a four-lane highway with partial access control, with plans 
to convert it to a fully-controlled access interstate. An approved alignment for 
improvements to interstate standards from Harviell to just south of Neelyville 
ending about 2 miles north of the Arkansas State line (approximately 11 miles) is 
currently being reevaluated, and funding has already been secured for design and 
construction of XX miles of this route .  

Traffic Operations 
The 2015 Draft Highway 67 Improvement Study found that congestion levels were 
acceptable then and would still be acceptable without improvements in 2035. For 
this study, the 2015 and 2035 volumes developed in the previous planning study 
were updated to show 2018 and 2040 volumes. Annual growth rates used to 
calculate the 2040 volumes were based on the previous study growth rates.  Since 
the 2040 traffic volumes did not show a significant increase over the 2035 volumes, 
additional traffic analysis was not performed. The previous study indicated that 
most of Highway 67 in our study area operates at acceptable levels today, and 
similar operations are expected in 2040. The exceptions were in Pocahontas and 
Corning for both 2018 and projected 2040 conditions where conditions were not 
always acceptable. Accordingly, traffic congestion and crash rates are the worst in  
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Pocahontas and Corning both now and in 2040 due to the higher traffic volumes, 
stop light intersections, and residential and business density. 
 

 

Figure 8:  Northeast Arkansas Roadway Network 
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Figure 9:  Regional Roadway Network 
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What studies have been completed in the past for this corridor? 
 A list of the important actions and reports related to the Hwy. 67 corridor in 
Arkansas are presented below in Table 4. 
 

Table 4: Summary of Project History for the Hwy. 67 Corridor 
Action/Report Date Details 

NE Ark Arterial 
Highway Study 

1975 • Recommended that a freeway facility be studied  

Minute Order 78-
186 

1978 • AHC authorized the updating of the 1975 study. 

U.S. 67 from 
Newport to Walnut 
Ridge 

1988 • Update to the 1978 study 
• Study led to recommendations for an improved transportation 

system, not just improvements to selected routes. 
Walnut Ridge – 
Pocahontas (Hwy 
67) EA 

Aug. 
1993 

• Proposed action to widen Hwy. 67 from Walnut Ridge to 
Pocahontas from two-lanes to a four-lane highway, 
transitioning into a five-lane section inside the city limits of 
Pocahontas.  

U.S. 67 Corridor 
Study – Walnut 
Ridge to the 
Missouri State Line 

Feb. 
1996 

• Purpose of study to recommend a preferred alignment for a 
freeway-type facility from Walnut Ridge to the Missouri State 
line. 

• Recommended a new-location, four-lane freeway 
approximately 39 miles in length. 

Minute Order 2012-
025 

March 
2012 

• AHC authorized a study to re-evaluate the long-term 
improvement needs for the Hwy. 67 Corridor from Walnut 
Ridge to the Missouri State line. 

Highway 67 
Improvement Study 

Aug. 
2015 

• Evaluated the long-term improvement needs for the Hwy. 67 
corridor from Walnut Ridge to the Missouri State line. 

• Alternatives retained for further study included improving 
existing Hwy. 67 with bypasses, a central new location route, 
and a northern new location route. No action retained as 
required by NEPA. 

H.R. 1625-
Consolidated 
Appropriations Act 
of 2018 SEC. 128 

Jan. 
2018 

• Section 1105(c)(89) of Public Law 102–240, as amended, is 
amended to read as follows:  “(89) I–57 Corridor Extension as 
follows: In Arkansas, the corridor shall follow United States 
Route 67 in North Little Rock, Arkansas, from I–40 to United 
States Route 412, then continuing generally northeast to the 
State line, and in Missouri, the corridor shall continue 
generally north from the Arkansas State line to Poplar Bluff, 
Missouri, and then follow United States Route 60 to I–57.” 
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Why is the project needed? 
The project is needed because there is a gap in the system linkage which 
diminishes connectivity and mobility of the National Highway System. 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 the 
following sections. 
 
System Linkage & Continuity 
Hwy. 67 in the study area does not match the transportation system in the rest of 
this regional corridor (Figure 2). South of the study area, Hwy. 67 is a fully 
controlled interstate type facility from I-40 in North Little Rock to Walnut Ridge. 
North of the study area, Hwy. 67 is either built or planned to be built to a four-lane 
interstate type facility from the Missouri State line to Sikeston, Missouri. From 
Sikeston, existing I-57 heads north through Missouri and Illinois until it ends in 
Chicago, Illinois.  
 
Improving this section of Hwy. 67 to interstate standards would also provide an 
important interstate connection between I-55 at Sikeston, MO and I-40 and I-30 in  
North Little Rock, AR. An improved Hwy. 67 that allows for higher speeds and 
greater traffic volumes, as well as a more direct route through northeast Arkansas, 
would enable commercial trucks carrying freight to use this route as an alternative 
to I-40 and I-55. This improved linkage would allow for more efficient movement of 
people and goods between the Great Lakes and the Gulf Coast in Louisiana and 
Texas, as well as within and between localized segments along the proposed 
corridor. 
 
Economic Development 
As presented above, the study area populations have a lower standard of living 
than the rest of the state. The median age of people in these counties is older than 
the state average and trending higher. Census data also shows that since 1990 
populations in Clay and Lawrence Counties have decreased by 24% and 6%, 
respectively. Randolph and Greene Counties have increased populations by 6% 
and 30%, respectively. For comparison, the state population has increased 22% 
between 1990 and 2019.   
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The projected population 
growth between 2020 and 
2040 is approximately 6% for 
the four study area counties 
as compared to 19% for rest 
of the state5. Employment 
growth is projected to 
average 11% for the four 
study area counties as 
compared to the state’s 26% 
growth5. These demographic 
characteristics can be 
directly correlated with 
reduced economic 
opportunities and fewer jobs creating an environment where younger people move 
away to find more work opportunities and higher standard of living. 
 
According to U.S. Department of Transportation studies6, a region's industrial and 
employment base is closely tied to the quality of the transportation system. High-
quality, dependable transportation systems allow businesses to receive inputs to 
production facilities and to transport finished goods to market in an efficient 
manner. An efficient transportation system allows companies to lower 
transportation costs, which lowers production costs and enhances productivity and 
profits. 
 
Climate Resiliency 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Order 5520 establishes FHWA 
policy on preparedness and resilience to climate change and extreme weather 
events. It encourages state departments of transportation to implement and 
evaluate risk-based and cost-effective strategies to minimize extreme weather 
risks and protect critical infrastructure using the best available science, technology, 
and information. 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________ 
 
5-https://arstatedatacenter.youraedi.com/past-census-data/and 
https://arstatedatacenter.youraedi.com/demores/demoscripts/subcountyestimates2019.php 
6- https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/publicroads/96spring/p96sp16.cfm 
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Over the past 12 years, the 
Hwy. 67 corridor has 
experienced several major 
flood events causing  
highway disruption. The first 
major flood event occurred 
along the Black River in 
2008, submerging portions 
of Hwy. 67 in Pocahontas7. 
In 2011, Hwy. 67 from 
Pocahontas to Walnut Ridge 
was shut down for more than 
a week due to flooding. From 
south of Pocahontas to 
Corning, Hwy. 67 was closed 
for several days due to high water in May 2017. Additional minor flood events 
impacting the Hwy. 67 corridor have occurred as well, especially between 
Pocahontas and Corning. 
 
In recent years, a higher percentage of precipitation in the U.S. has come in the 
form of intense single-day events8. The prevalence of extreme single-day 
precipitation events remained fairly steady between 1910 and the 1980s, but has 
risen substantially since then. Nationwide, nine of the top 10 years for extreme 
one-day precipitation events have occurred since 1990. The occurrence of 
abnormally high annual precipitation totals (as defined by the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration) has also increased. Increases and decreases in 
frequency and magnitude of river flood events generally coincide with increases 
and decreases in the frequency of heavy rainfall events9. This trend is expected to 
continue. 
 
A resilient Hwy. 67 is needed to withstand such extreme weather events. By 
remaining open to travel, it would serve to keep valuable commerce moving 
through the region, give locals the ability to access jobs and commerce, facilitate 
emergency vehicle access, and serve as an evacuation route for lower lying areas. 
An improved Hwy. 67 would provide an alternate route to Interstates 40 and 55 
during construction work or emergency closures on those facilities, improving not 
only local and regional but national mobility. 
_______________________ 
 
7-https://www.noaa.gov/weather 
8-https://www.epa.gov/climate-indicators/weather-climate 
9- http://nca2014.globalchange.gov 

Hwy. 67 south of Pocahontas in Randolph County in 2017. 
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Congressional Designation  
Recent Federal legislation emphasized the importance of this extension of the I-
57 corridor  The Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2018 states:  “I-57 Corridor 
Extension as follows:  In Arkansas, the corridor shall follow United States Route 
67 in North Little Rock, Arkansas, from I-40 to United States Route 412, then 
continuing generally northeast to the State line, and in Missouri, the corridor shall 
continue generally north from the Arkansas State line to Poplar Bluff, Missouri, and 
then follow United States Route 60 to I-57”.   
 
What is the purpose of the project? 
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. 
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Walnut Ridge - Missouri State Line (Future I-57)

Project History

Walnut Ridge – Pocahontas (Hwy. 67) EA 
Proposed action to widen Highway 67 from Walnut Ridge 
to Pocahontas from two lanes to a four-lane highway, 
transitioning into a five-lane section inside the city limits of 
Pocahontas. 

U.S. 67 Corridor Study: Walnut Ridge - Missouri State Line 
Recommended a new-location, four-lane freeway from 
Walnut Ridge to the Missouri state line.

Minute Order 2012-025 
AHC authorized a study to re-evaluate the long-term 
improvement needs for the Highway 67 corridor from 
Walnut Ridge to the Missouri state line.

Highway 67 Improvement Study 
Alternatives retained for further study included improving 
existing Highway 67 with bypasses, a central new location 
route, and a northern new location route. 

H.R. 1625-Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2018 SEC. 128 
Section 1105(c)(89) of Public Law 102–240, as amended.  This 
legislation directed the AHC to improve the Highway 67 
corridor with a freeway-type facility from I-40 to the AR/MO 
State line to be renamed I-57.

1993

2018

2015

2012

1996
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Walnut Ridge - Missouri State Line (Future I-57)

Study Goals

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.

Improve Connectivity

Improve Travel Time

Increase Reliability and Resilience 

Stimulate Economic Opportunities

Fulfill Legislative Goals

Minimize Impacts to Natural and  
Social Environments

Goals
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(Continue on Back) 

 
ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (ARDOT) 

CITIZEN COMMENT FORM 
 

ARDOT JOB NUMBER 100512 
WALNUT RIDGE – MISSOURI STATE LINE (FUTURE I-57) 
CLAY, GREENE, LAWRENCE, AND RANDOLPH COUNTIES 

 
VIRTUAL MEETING WEBSITE: 

FUTURE57.TRANSPORTATIONPLANROOM.COM 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 13 – WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 2020 

 
Please provide your comments on this form and submit by Wednesday, September 2, 
2020, to: Jon Hetzel, Garver, 4701 Northshore Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118. 
Alternatively, send the form via e-mail to: PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com or submit 
comments online at Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com.  
 
Yes No 

   Do you believe there is a need for an improved connection between 
Walnut Ridge and the Missouri state line (future I-57)? Why or why not?   

     
     
     
 
Do you regularly travel within northeast Arkansas? If so, please check the city closest to 
your home and to your destination and the purpose of your travel.  
 

Closest City Home Destination 
Purpose 

Work School Other 

Corning and north      
Datto/Reyno/Biggers      
Pocahontas      
Shannon/Manson/Lesterville      
Walnut Ridge/Hoxie/College City      
Knobel/Peach Orchard/ 
Delaplaine/O’Kean      

Black Rock/Imboden/Portia/ 
Ravenden      

Paragould      
Jonesboro      
Other:      

 

Appendix N:  Page 49 of 113



Do you believe that the proposed project would have any impacts on your community 
(economic, environmental, social, etc.)? (  Beneficial  Adverse  Both  Neither) 
Please explain.   
  
  
  
 
Which corridor do you prefer? Which connection with Missouri do you prefer? 
   No Build   Missouri Connector A 

  Corridor 1   Missouri Connector B  
  Corridor 2   Missouri Connector C 
  Corridor 3 

  
  
  
 
Yes No 

   Are you aware of any environmental constraints or historic sites within the 
study area?   
 
   

 
 Yes No 

   Are you aware of any land development plans within the study area? 
 
   

 

Please make any additional comments here.  
  
  
  
 
(Optional) If you would like to be notified of future public meetings related to this project, 
please list your contact information below:  
 
Name:              

Address:   Phone: ( )   -    

        

        

Email:              

Thank you for taking the time to participate in this study.  For additional information, please 
visit Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com.  
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List of attendees for the Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line (Future I-57) public officials meeting August 
12, 2020 at 3:00p via Microsoft Teams. 

• ARDOT – John Fleming, Environmental Division Head 
• ARDOT – Ruby Jordan-Johnson, Environmental Section Head – Public Involvement 
• ARDOT – Don Nichols, Environmental Section Head – Assessments 
• ARDOT – Brad Smithee, District 10 Engineer 
• ARDOT – Susan Staffeld, Environmental Scientist 
• ARDOT – Alan Walter, District 10 Construction Engineer 
• Arkansas Senate – Senator James Sturch, District 19 
• Arkansas Senate – Senator Blake Johnson, District 20 
• Arkansas State Highway Commission – Alec Farmer 
• City of Piggot – Mayor Travis Williams 
• City of Pocahontas – Mayor Keith Sutton 
• City of Reyno – Mayor Vicki Edington 
• City of Walnut Ridge – Mayor Charles Snapp 
• FHWA – Randal Looney, Environmental Coordinator 
• Garver – David Bednar 
• Garver – John Cantabery 
• Garver – Glynn Fulmer 
• Garver – Jon Hetzel 
• Garver – Bill McAbee 
• Lawrence County – Judge John Thomison 
• Town of O’Kean – Tracy Flanery, Recorder/Treasurer 
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
  
 

July 27, 2020 
 

The Honorable Mike Patterson 
Clay County Judge  
PO Box 385 
Piggott, AR  72454 
 
 
SUBJECT:  Notice of Virtual Public Officials Meeting – August 12, 2020 

Highway 67 (Future I-57) Study (Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line)  
  (ARDOT Job 100512) 
  Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties 
 
Dear Judge Patterson: 

The Arkansas Department of Transportation and Garver are studying the proposed Highway 67 
(Future I-57) connection between Walnut Ridge and the Missouri state line in northeast Arkansas.    

 
The Department and Garver will conduct a virtual Public Officials Meeting to present 

information on the project and provide an overview of materials for the upcoming virtual public 
involvement meeting. This Public Officials Meeting will be held via video conference on Wednesday, 
August 12, at 3:00 p.m. You are invited and encouraged to attend this informational meeting. You will 
receive a meeting invitation through email to the Public Officials Meeting, which will include video 
conference log-in instructions. 

 
In addition, The Department and Garver will conduct a Virtual Public Involvement Meeting to 

obtain public input on the proposed connection. The meeting will be hosted at 
Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com beginning Thursday, August 13 and ending Wednesday, 
September 2, 2020. Local officials, the general public, and other stakeholders may visit the website 
anytime during the scheduled dates to view meeting exhibits, ask questions, and offer comments about 
the project.   

 
Sincerely, 
GARVER 

   

Jon Hetzel 
Communications Manager 
501-376-3633 
PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com

Appendix N:  Page 53 of 113

https://future57.transportationplanroom.com/


The Honorable Mike Patterson 
Clay County Judge 
PO Box 385 
Piggott, AR  72454 

 
The Honorable Rusty McMillon 
Greene County Judge 
320 West Court Street Office 107 
Paragould, AR  72450 

 
The Honorable John Thomison 
Lawrence County Judge 
315 W. Main St. Room 1 
Walnut Ridge, AR  72476 

The Honorable David Jansen 
Randolph County Judge 
107 W. Broadway Street 
Pocahontas, AR  72455 

 
The Honorable Greg Ahrent 
Mayor of Corning 
308 SW 2nd Street 
Corning, AR  72422 

 
The Honorable Stanley Ashby 
Mayor of Knobel 
PO Box 215 
Knobel, AR  72435 

The Honorable Mike Gaskill 
Mayor of Paragould 
301 West Court Street 
Paragould, AR  72450 

 
The Honorable Dianne Neill 
Mayor of Peach Orchard 
PO Box 100 
Peach Orchard, AR  72453 

 
The Honorable Travis Williams 
Mayor of Piggott 
194 West Court 
Piggott, AR  72454 

The Honorable Keith Sutton 
Mayor of Pocahontas 
410 N. Marr Street 
Pocahontas, AR  72455 

 
The Honorable Vicki Edington 
Mayor of Reyno 
PO Box 228 
Reyno, AR  72462 

 
The Honorable Charles Snapp 
Mayor of Walnut Ridge 
300 W. Main 
Walnut Ridge, AR  72476 

The Honorable Jim Foster 
Mayor of Biggers 
PO Box 192 
Biggers, AR  72413 

 
The Honorable Jeremy Eddington 
Mayor of Datto 
PO Box 46 
Datto, AR  72424 

 
The Honorable Eli Murray 
Mayor of Delaplaine 
PO Box 1 
Delaplaine, AR  72425 

The Honorable Donna Robertson 
Mayor of O'Kean 
PO Box 121 
O'Kean, AR  72449 

 
The Honorable Joe Jett 
Arkansas State Representative 
572 County Road 101 
Success, AR  72470 

 
The Honorable Jimmy Gazaway 
Arkansas State Representative 
800 West Court Street 
Paragould, AR  72450 

The Honorable Frances Cavenaugh 
Arkansas State Representative 
701 Park Lane 
Walnut Ridge, AR  72476 

 
The Honorable Marsh Davis 
Arkansas State Representative 
201 East Marshall Drive 
Cherokee Village, AR  72529 

 
The Honorable James Sturch 
Arkansas State Senator 
PO Box 2391 
Batesville, AR  72503 

The Honorable Blake Johnson 
Arkansas State Senator 
PO Box 8 
Corning, AR  72422 
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
  
 

August 11, 2020 
 

Dan Shaw 
Mayor of Bono 
PO Box 127 
Bono, AR 72416 
 
 
SUBJECT:  Notice of Virtual Public Meeting: August 13 – September 2, 2020 

Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line (Future I-57)  
(ARDOT Job 100512) 

  Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph Counties 
 
Greetings: 
The Arkansas Department of Transportation and Garver are studying the proposed Walnut Ridge – 
Missouri State Line (Future I-57) connection in northeast Arkansas.    

 
Due to the COVID-19 restrictions, we are unable to conduct a public involvement meeting in the 
traditional sense. We are offering an online opportunity for the public to review project information for the 
above stated proposed project. The meeting will be hosted at Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com 
beginning Thursday, August 13 and ending Wednesday, September 2, 2020. Local officials, the 
general public, and other stakeholders may visit the website anytime during the scheduled dates to view 
meeting exhibits and offer comments about the project.  

 
You are invited and encouraged to attend this virtual meeting and offer your views concerning the project.  

 
Sincerely, 
GARVER 

   

Jon Hetzel 
Communications Manager 
501-376-3633 
PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com
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Melvin Tobin 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Ark. Ecological Services Field Office 
110 South Amity Road, Sutie 300 
Conway, AR  72032 

 Edgar Mersiovsky 
U.S.D.A. Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, Arkansas 
700 W. Capitol Ave. Room 3416 
Little Rock, AR  72201 

 
Pat Fitts 
Arkansas Game and Fish Commission 
2 Natural Resources Drive 
Little Rock, AR  72205 

Nathaniel Smith 
Arkansas Department of Health 
4815 West Markham 
Little Rock, AR  72205 

 
Bekki White 
Arkansas Geological Survey 
3815 West Roosevelt Road 
Little Rock, AR  72204 

 Mike Preston 
Arkansas Economic Development 
Commission 
900 West Capitol Avenue, Suite 400 
Little Rock, AR  72201 

W. Scott Gain 
U.S. Geological Survey, Ark. Office 
401 Hardin Road 
Little Rock, AR  72211 

 
Scott Kaufman 
Ark. Historic Preservation Program 
1100 North Street 
Little Rock, AR  72201 

 
Bill Holimon 
Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission 
1100 North Street 
Little Rock, AR  72201 

Tim Scott 
Randolph Co. Chamber of Commerce 
107 East Everett Street 
Pocahontas, AR  72455 

 
Sue McGowan 
Paragould Reg. Chamber of Commerce 
300 W. Court Street 
Paragould, AR  72451 

 
Carla Price 
Corning Area Chamber of Commerce 
1621 West Main (US Highway 62) 
Corning, AR  72422 

Lesa Walter 
Lawrence Co. Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 842 
Walnut Ridge, AR  72476 

 
Randy Zook 
Arkansas State Chamber of Commerce 
1200 West Capitol Avenue 
Little Rock, AR  72201 

 
Anne Idsal 
U.S. EPA, Region 6 
1445 Ross Avenue 
Dallas, TX  75202 

Tony Robinson 
FEMA, Region 6 
FRC 800 North Loop 288 
Denton, TX  76209 

 
Federal Railroad Administration, 
Region 5 
4100 International Plaza, Suite 450 
Fort Worth, TX  76109 

 
Robert Dixon 
USACE, Little Rock District 
PO Box 867 
Little Rock, AR 72203 

Bert Frost 
US Department of Interior  
National Parks Service, Midwest 
601 Riverfront Drive 
Omaha, NE 68102 

 
Becky Koegh 
ADEQ 
5301 Nortshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 

 
Jim Dailey 
Ark. Department of Parks and Tourism 
1 Capitol Mall, Room 4A-900 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

Bruce Holland 
Ark. Natural Resources Commission 
101 East Capitol, Suite 350 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

 
Stacy Hurst 
Department of Arkansas Heritage 
1100 North Street 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

 
Tim Pickett 
Missouri Department of Transportation 
105 West Capitol Avenue 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 

Jose R. Romero 
Arkansas Department of Health 
4815 West Markham 
Little Rock, AR  72205 

 
Brigitte McDonald 
Corning Area Chamber of Commerce 
1621 West Main (US Highway 62) 
Corning, AR  72422 

 
Marvin Day 
Craighead County Judge 
511 Union St., #119 
Jonesboro, AR 72401 

Harold Perrin 
Mayor of Jonesboro 
300 S. Church Street 
Jonesboro, AR 72401 

 
Dan Shaw 
Mayor of Bono 
PO Box 127 
Bono, AR 72416 
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VIRTUAL PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING NOTICE 
 

WHAT:  Online Public Involvement Meeting to obtain public input on  
the proposed Walnut Ridge to Missouri state line (Future I-57) 
connection in northeast Arkansas 

        
WHEN:    August 13 – September 2, 2020 

 
WHERE:    Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com  

 
ALTERNATIVE:  Anyone with limited internet access or has general questions or 

comments regarding the project or virtual public meeting may 
call (501) 823-0730 to request a phone conversation. 

 
 

The Arkansas Department of Transportation (ARDOT) will conduct a virtual public involvement meeting to obtain public input on 
the proposed Walnut Ridge to Missouri state line (Future I-57) connection in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph counties.   

The public is invited and encouraged to visit Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com anytime during the scheduled dates to view 
meeting exhibits and offer comments about the project. 

Anyone needing special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) is encouraged to write to Jon Hetzel, 
4701 Northshore Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118, call (501) 823-0730, or email PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. Hearing 
or speech impaired, please contact the Arkansas Relay System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests should be made at least four days prior 
to the public meeting end date. 

 
NOTICE OF NONDISCRIMINATION: The Arkansas Department of Transportation (Department) complies with all civil rights 
provisions of federal statutes and related authorities that prohibit discrimination in programs and activities receiving federal financial 
assistance. Therefore, the Department does not discriminate on the basis of race, sex, color, age, national origin, religion (not applicable 
as a protected group under the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration Title VI Program), disability, Limited English Proficiency 
(LEP), or low-income status in the admission, access to and treatment in the Department's programs and activities, as well as the 
Department's hiring or employment practices. Complaints of alleged discrimination and inquiries regarding the Department's 
nondiscrimination policies may be directed to Joanna P. McFadden Section Head - EEO/DBE (ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator), P. 0. 
Box 2261, Little Rock, AR 72203, (501) 569-2298, (Voice/TTY 711), or the following email address: joanna.mcfadden@ardot.gov  
 
Free language assistance for Limited English Proficient individuals is available upon request.  
 
This notice is available from the ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator in large print, on audiotape and in Braille.    

  
ARDOT Job No. 100512 
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
 

 

 

 
 

 

August 7, 2020 
 
Tweedie Mays 
Retail – Display Advertising 
Arkansas Democrat Gazette 
 
Email: tmays@arkansasonline.com 
 
 

Re: ARDOT Job No. 100512 
 
Greetings, 
 
On behalf of the Arkansas Department of Transportation, please publish the enclosed “Notice of Virtual 
Public Meeting” on the following dates in the Arkansas Democrat Gazette, Zone 2:  

 
Sunday, August 16, 2020 
Sunday, August 30, 2020 

 
 
Send one copy of the proof of publication with invoice (Reference Number) for payment to:  
 

Garver 
Attn: Gail Cook 
Ref# 17017535 / 060.T14 
4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
Phone: 501-376-3633 
Email: BGCook@GarverUSA.com 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

Jon Hetzel 
Garver – Communications Manager
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
 

 

 

 
 

 

August 7, 2020 
 
Retail – Display Advertising 
Clay County Courier 
 
Email: jvrads@gmail.com; receptionist@jvrockwellpublishing.com 
 
 
 
 

Re: ARDOT Job No. 100512 
 
Greetings, 
 
On behalf of the Arkansas Department of Transportation, please publish the enclosed “Notice of Virtual 
Public Meeting” on the following dates in the Clay County Courier:  

 
Thursday, August 13, 2020 
Thursday, August 27, 2020 

 
 
Send one copy of the proof of publication with invoice (Reference Number) for payment to:  
 

Garver 
Attn: Gail Cook 
Ref# 17017535 / 060.T14 
4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
Phone: 501-376-3633 
Email: BGCook@GarverUSA.com 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

Jon Hetzel 
Garver – Communications Manager
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
 

 

 

 
 

 

August 7, 2020 
 
Amanda McFall 
Retail – Display Advertising 
Paragould Daily Press 
 
Email: amcfall@jonesborosun.com 
 
 

Re: ARDOT Job No. 100512 
 
Greetings, 
 
On behalf of the Arkansas Department of Transportation, please publish the enclosed “Notice of Virtual 
Public Meeting” on the following dates in the Paragould Daily Press:  

 
Saturday, August 15, 2020 
Saturday, August 29, 2020 

 
 
Send one copy of the proof of publication with invoice (Reference Number) for payment to:  
 

Garver 
Attn: Gail Cook 
Ref# 17017535 / 060.T14 
4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
Phone: 501-376-3633 
Email: BGCook@GarverUSA.com 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

Jon Hetzel 
Garver – Communications Manager
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
 

 

 

 
 

 

August 7, 2020 
 
Retail – Display Advertising 
Pocahontas Star Herald 
 
Email: mary@starheraldnews.com 
 
 

Re: ARDOT Job No. 100512 
 
Greetings, 
 
On behalf of the Arkansas Department of Transportation, please publish the enclosed “Notice of Virtual 
Public Meeting” on the following dates in the Pocahontas Star Herald:  

 
Thursday, August 13, 2020 
Thursday, August 27, 2020 

 
 
Send one copy of the proof of publication with invoice (Reference Number) for payment to:  
 

Garver 
Attn: Gail Cook 
Ref# 17017535 / 060.T14 
4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
Phone: 501-376-3633 
Email: BGCook@GarverUSA.com 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

Jon Hetzel 
Garver – Communications Manager
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
 

 

 

 
 

 

August 7, 2020 
 
Amanda Reynolds 
Retail – Display Advertising 
The Times Dispatch 
 
Email: areynolds@thetd.com 
 
 

Re: ARDOT Job No. 100512 
 
Greetings, 
 
On behalf of the Arkansas Department of Transportation, please publish the enclosed “Notice of Virtual 
Public Meeting” on the following dates in The Times Dispatch:  

 
Wednesday, August 12, 2020 
Wednesday, August 26, 2020 

 
 
Send one copy of the proof of publication with invoice (Reference Number) for payment to:  
 

Garver 
Attn: Gail Cook 
Ref# 17017535 / 060.T14 
4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
Phone: 501-376-3633 
Email: BGCook@GarverUSA.com 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

Jon Hetzel 
Garver – Communications Manager
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NOTICE OF VIRTUAL  
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING 

    
 
 
 
           

WHAT: Online Public Involvement Meeting to 
obtain public input on the proposed 
Walnut Ridge to Missouri state line 
(Future I-57) connection in northeast 
Arkansas 

              
WHEN: August 13 – September 2, 2020 
 
WHERE:    Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com 
 
****************************************************** 
Sponsor: Arkansas Department of Transportation (ARDOT) 
 
Due to the COVID-19 restrictions, we are unable to conduct a public involvement 
meeting in the traditional sense. We are offering an online opportunity for the public 
to review project information for the above stated proposed project. The public is 
invited and encouraged to visit Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com during the 
scheduled dates to view meeting exhibits and offer comments about the project. 
 
Anyone with limited internet access or has general questions or comments regarding 
the project or virtual public meeting may call (501) 823-0730 to request a phone 
conversation. Anyone needing special accommodations under the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) is encouraged to write to Jon Hetzel, 4701 Northshore Drive, 
North Little Rock, AR 72118, call (501) 823-0730, or email 
PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. Hearing or speech impaired, please contact 
the Arkansas Relay System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests should be made at least 
four days prior to the public meeting end date. 
 
NOTICE OF NONDISCRIMINATION: The Arkansas Department of 
Transportation (Department) complies with all civil rights provisions of federal 
statutes and related authorities that prohibit discrimination in programs and activities 
receiving federal financial assistance. Therefore, the Department does not 
discriminate on the basis of race, sex, color, age, national origin, religion (not 
applicable as a protected group under the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration Title VI Program), disability, Limited English Proficiency (LEP), or 
low-income status in the admission, access to and treatment in the Department's 
programs and activities, as well as the Department's hiring or employment practices. 
Complaints of alleged discrimination and inquiries regarding the Department's 
nondiscrimination policies may be directed to Joanna P. McFadden Section Head - 
EEO/DBE (ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator), P. 0. Box 2261, Little Rock, AR 72203, 
(501) 569-2298, (Voice/TTY 711), or the following email address: 
joanna.mcfadden@ardot.gov.  
 
Free language assistance for Limited English Proficient individuals is available upon 
request.  
 
This notice is available from the ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator in large print, on 
audiotape and in Braille. 
 
ARDOT Job No. 100512 
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Job # 100512 
 

Contact:  NR 20-228 
Krista Sides August 14, 2020 

 
Department Seeking Public Input through Virtual Meeting for Walnut Ridge to 

Missouri State Line (Future I-57) Connection in Northeast Arkansas 

 
CLAY, GREENE, LAWRENCE, & RANDOLPH COUNTIES (8-14) – The Arkansas Department of 
Transportation (ARDOT) is holding a virtual public involvement meeting to obtain public input on 
the proposed Walnut Ridge to Missouri state line (Future I-57) connection in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, 
and Randolph counties. 
 
The public is invited and encouraged to visit the online meeting website anytime during the 
scheduled dates to view meeting exhibits and offer comments about the project.  
 

August 14 – September 2, 2020 
Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com  

 
Anyone with limited internet access or has general questions or comments regarding the project or 
virtual public meeting may call (501) 823-0730 to request a phone conversation or email 
PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. 
 
 

 
 

Anyone needing special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) is encouraged to write to Jon Hetzel, 4701 
Northshore Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118, call (501) 823-0730, or email PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. Hearing or speech 
impaired, please contact the Arkansas Relay System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests should be made at least four days prior to the public 
meeting end date.  
 
The Arkansas Department of Transportation (Department) complies with all civil rights provisions of federal statutes and related 
authorities that prohibit discrimination in programs and activities receiving federal financial assistance. Therefore, the Department does 
not discriminate on the basis of race, sex, color, age, national origin, religion (not applicable as a protected group under the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration Title VI Program), disability, Limited English Proficiency (LEP), or low-income status in the admission, 
access to and treatment in the Department’s programs and activities, as well as the Department’s hiring or employment practices. 
Complaints of alleged discrimination and inquiries regarding the Department’s nondiscrimination policies may be directed to Joanna P. 
McFadden Section Head – EEO/DBE (ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator), P. O. Box 2261, Little Rock, AR 72203, (501) 569-2298, (Voice/TTY 
711), or the following email address: joanna.mcfadden@ardot.gov 
 
Free language assistance for Limited English Proficient individuals is available upon request.  
This notice is available from the ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator in large print, on audiotape and in Braille. 
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By GRETCHEN HUNT
Editor

August 13, 2020

ARDOT sets online meeting regarding I-57
jonesborosun.com/times_dispatch/news/ardot-sets-online-meeting-regarding-i-57/article_eab3688d-1de2-57fb-

9950-26e148661afd.html

The Arkansas Department of Transportation has announced plans for an online public
involvement meeting to obtain input on the proposed Future I-57 connection from Walnut
Ridge to the Missouri state line.

“Due to COVID-19 restrictions, we are unable to conduct a public involvement meeting in
the traditional sense,” a statement from ARDOT said. “We are offering an online
opportunity for the public to review project information.”

Individuals can review information on the proposed project at
future57.transportationplanroom.com Aug. 13 through Sept. 13. The online meeting allows
attendees to view exhibits and offer comments about the project.

Those with limited internet access or who have general questions or comments about the
project or virtual meeting may call 870-823-0730. Accommodations are also available for
those with disabilities (see related advertisement on page 3A).

1/1
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ARDOT holding virtual hearing on future I-57 project
kait8.com/2020/08/13/ardot-holding-virtual-hearing-future-i-project

By Katie Woodall | August 13, 2020 at 6:24 PM CDT - Updated August 13 at 7:10 PM
LAWRENCE/RANDOLPH COUNTY, Ark. (KAIT) - ARDOT has launched a virtual
public meeting for the future I-57 project, showing the most current possible project
plans to the public for the first time.

The future I-57 project has been in discussion for several years. The virtual meeting
began Thursday.

The project would work to connect Highway 67 from Walnut Ridge to the Missouri state
line through the interstate system.

Typically, ARDOT would hold a public meeting in the areas most impacted by the
future plans.

District 10 Engineer for ARDOT Brad Smithee said with COVID-19, they had to find a
new way to present the latest information.

“In lieu of being able to present it on tables and in a public format locally, it’s a way that
we’re trying to do this and keep people safe, keep our social distancing and still offer
good information, opportunity for comment, opportunity for questions and answers.”

The virtual public hearing can be found on ARDOT’s website here.

Smithee said the virtual hearing is interactive, allowing the public to make comments
on specific areas through the interactive map.

Smithee said for those who are not comfortable with using the virtual hearing or those
with limited internet access, ARDOT is always taking calls for comments or questions at
(501) 823-0730.

While presenting the latest project plans and environmental study is an important step
in the future I-57 project, it will still be several years before any work is actually started.

The virtual public meeting will be available for question and comment on ARDOT’s
website from now until Sept. 2.

Copyright 2020 KAIT. All rights reserved.

1/2
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Tweet Sheet 
Suggested Public Meeting Social Media Posts 
 

Page 1 of 1  Updated: Monday, September 28, 2020 

   

Walnut Ridge to Missiouri State Line (Future I-57)  
Virtual Public Involvement Meeting 
  
Example 1 
ARDOT is hosting a virtual public meeting on the proposed Future I-57 connection between 
Walnut Ridge and Missouri. The online meeting is August 13–September 2 at 
Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com. Anyone with limited internet access may call 501-823-0730. 
 
Example 2 
Be part of the planning! The virtual public meeting for the proposed Future I-57 connection 
between Walnut Ridge and Missouri is August 13–September 2. Visit 
Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com. Anyone with limited internet access may call 501-823-0730.  
 
Example 3 
Join us for a virtual public meeting to present information on the proposed Future I-57 connection 
between Walnut Ridge and Missouri. Visit Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com between Aug. 13 
and Sept. 2. Anyone with limited internet access may call 501-823-0730. 
 
Example 4 
Want to know more about the proposed Future I-57 connection between Walnut Ridge and 
Missouri? Join us anytime between Aug. 13–Sept. 2 for a virtual public meeting at 
Future57.TransportationPlanRoom.com. Anyone with limited internet access may call 501-823-0730. 
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Future I-57 DEIS:  Public Involvement 

 

 
 
 

NOI Public Meeting 

 
 

July 1 – August 2, 2021 
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Public Involvement Synopsis 
Public Comment Period 
 

Page 1 of 4   

  Future I-57 

Public Involvement Synopsis 
ARDOT Job Number 100512 

Future I-57 
Proposed Walnut Ridge to Missouri State line Connection in Northeast Arkansas 

Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
July 1, 2021 – August 2, 2021 

 
The FHWA, in coordination with the Arkansas Department of Transportation (ARDOT), issued a 
Notice of Intent (NOI) to solicit comments and advise the public, agencies, and stakeholders of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that will be prepared to study the effects of a highway 
project under consideration for the Highway 67 corridor in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph 
counties, Arkansas. Comments on the NOI or Supplementary NOI Information document were 
received July 1 - August 2, 2021. 
 
Information and copies of the NOI were provided in the following ways: 
 

• Future57.TransportationPlanroom.com (English) 

• Future57.es.TransportationPlanroom.com (Spanish) 

• Federal Register – Vol. 86, No. 124 / Thursday, July 1, 2021 / Notices  

• Regulations.gov – Docket No. FHWA-2021-0009 

• Physical copies of the NOI were stationed at the Randolph County, Lawrence County, and 
Corning Public Libraries for participants to view and provide comment forms.  
 

Outreach notification to receive comments included the following: 
  

• Display ad placed in the Paragould Daily Press (July 1, 2021) 

• Display ad placed in the Clay County Courier (July 2, 2021) 

• Display ad placed in the Arkansas Democrat Gazette (July 4, 2021) 

• Display ad placed in the Star Herald (July 7, 2021) 

• Display ad placed in the Times Dispatch (July 7, 2021) 

• PSA aired on La Jefa 99.3 FM (4X daily July 1 through July 4, 2021) 
 
Table 1 describes the results of the public participation at Future57.TransportationPlanroom.com. 
 

Table 1 

Public Comment Period (July 1 – August 2, 2021) Totals 

Unique Visitors (New Users) 226 

Visits to the Website (Sessions) 299 

Number of Website Pages Viewed (Pageviews) 543 

Percent of Total Users Interacting with Mobile Devices/Tablets 46% 

Comment Forms 2 
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Public Involvement Synopsis 
Public Comment Period 
 
 
 
 

Page 2 of 4   

  Future I-57 

Table 2 identifies the information available in English at the Future57.TransportationPlanroom.com 
website and each page’s number of views. 
 

Table 2 

Website Page 
Pageviews 

(543) 

Homepage 

• Text: Information on the NOI purpose, comment period dates, a 
phone number for anyone with additional questions or comments, 
submitting written comments, and guidance for special 
accommodations 

 

61% 

(330) 

Notice of Intent Documents 

• Notice of Intent (NOI), Supplementary NOI Document, Project 
Schedule, Corridors Map 

22% 

(122) 

Public Meeting 2020 Materials 

• Meeting materials from the 2020 public meeting which included: 
Project Presentation Video, 2020 Meeting Synopsis, Project Map, 
Project History, Study Goals, Draft Purpose and Need, Summary 
Sheet, Corridors Map (2020), and an Environmental Map (2020). 

13% 

(71) 

Submit a Comment 

• Print and electronic versions of the comment form 

2% 

(10) 

 
 
Table 3 describes the results of the public participation at  
Future57.es.TransportationPlanroom.com. 
 

Table 3 

Public Comment Period (July 1 – August 2, 2021) Total 

Unique Visitors (New Users) 3 

Visits to the Website (Sessions) 8 

Number of Website Pages Viewed (Pageviews) 48 

Percent of Total Users Interacting with Mobile Devices/Tablets 0% 

Comment Forms or Letters Received  0 
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Public Involvement Synopsis 
Public Comment Period 
 
 
 
 

Page 3 of 4   

  Future I-57 

Table 4 identifies the information available in Spanish at the 
Future57.es.TransportationPlanroom.com website and each page’s number of views. 
 

Table 4 

Website Page 
Pageviews 

(48) 

Homepage 

• Text: Information on the NOI purpose, comment period dates, a 
phone number for anyone with additional questions or comments, 
submitting written comments, and guidance for special 
accommodations 

 
48% 
(23) 

Notice of Intent Documents 

• Notice of Intent (NOI), Supplementary NOI Document, Project 
Schedule, Corridors Map 

10% 
(5) 

Public Meeting 2020 Materials 

• Meeting materials from the 2020 public meeting which included: 
Project Presentation Video, 2020 Meeting Synopsis, Project Map, 
Project History, Study Goals, Draft Purpose and Need, Summary 
Sheet, Corridors Map (2020), and an Environmental Map (2020). 

29% 
(14) 

Submit a Comment 

• Print and electronic versions of the comment form 

13% 
(6) 

 
Garver staff reviewed all comments received and evaluated their contents. The submitted 
comments are listed below. The sequencing of the comments is in the order in which they were 
received and is not intended to reflect importance or numerical values.  
 
Submitted Comments: 

• “As a former Lawrence County resident, I believe that the Alternative 2 route that leaves the 
existing 5‐lane highway between Walnut Ridge and Pocahontas intact would provide the 
best solution for both local residents and through drivers. A interchange should definitely be 
built for WR Airport/Industrial Park/Williams Baptist University traffic, whether at County Rd 
416 as shown at the map or at County Rd 408 (or, even better yet, along an eastward 
extension of Lawrence Rd 414, which would eliminate a potentially hazardous 90‐degree 
curve for drivers compared to Rd 408, be much closer to much of the area served 
compared to Rd 416, and minimize the potential environmental impact to Village Creek that 
an interchange directly at Rd 408 might cause. So, I think extending Rd 414 to meet the 
interstate could be the best solution there, perhaps. Very much looking forward to seeing 
this project completed‐‐ much needed!” 

• “We own and farm a farm southwest of O'Kean that lays in corridor 3. This farm was part of 
an EQUIP program through NRCS. The EQUIP program did a cost share to built a 
reservoir and set up a tailwater recovery system. I corridor 3 is chosen and stays on its 
current path it would basically take out this project.” 
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Public Involvement Synopsis 
Public Comment Period 
 
 
 
 

Page 4 of 4   

  Future I-57 

 
Attachments: 

• Federal Register posting 

• Regulations.gov posting 

• Screenshots of virtual public involvement 

• Website analytics reports 

• Outreach documents 

• Copies of submitted comment forms 
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35145 Federal Register / Vol. 86, No. 124 / Thursday, July 1, 2021 / Notices 

technology; and (iv) whether there are 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information. 

(b) Summary of Proposed Information 
Collection: 

Title: Affiliation Worksheet. 
Form Number: SBA Form 3511. 
OMB Control Number: 3245–0416. 
Description of respondents: Paycheck 

Protection Program Borrowers and 
Lenders. 

Estimated number of respondents 
(Borrowers): 37,500. 

Estimated time per response: 45 
minutes. 

Estimated number of respondents 
(Lenders): 5,000. 

Estimated time per response: 15 
minutes. 

Total estimated annual responses: 
42,500. 

Total Estimated Annual Hour Burden: 
37,500 hours. 

Curtis Rich, 
Management Analyst. 
[FR Doc. 2021–14118 Filed 6–30–21; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8026–03–P 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

[Disaster Declaration #16876 and #16877; 
Texas Disaster Number TX–00591] 

Presidential Declaration Amendment of 
a Major Disaster for the State of Texas 

AGENCY: U.S. Small Business 
Administration. 
ACTION: Amendment 5. 

SUMMARY: This is an amendment of the 
Presidential declaration of a major 
disaster for the State of Texas (FEMA– 
4586–DR), dated 02/19/2021. 

Incident: Severe Winter Storms. 
Incident Period: 02/11/2021 through 

02/21/2021. 
DATES: Issued on 06/24/2021. 

Physical Loan Application Deadline 
Date: Filing Period for counties listed 
below ends on 08/23/2021. 

Economic Injury (EIDL) Loan 
Application Deadline Date: Filing 
Period for counties listed below ends on 
03/24/2022. 
ADDRESSES: Submit completed loan 
applications to: U.S. Small Business 
Administration, Processing and 
Disbursement Center, 14925 Kingsport 
Road, Fort Worth, TX 76155. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: A. 
Escobar, Office of Disaster Assistance, 
U.S. Small Business Administration, 
409 3rd Street SW, Suite 6050, 
Washington, DC 20416, (202) 205–6734. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The notice 
of the President’s major disaster 

declaration for the State of Texas, dated 
2/19/2021, is hereby amended to 
include the counties listed below. 
Please contact the SBA disaster 
assistance customer service center by 
email at disastercustomerservice@
sba.gov or by phone at 1–800–659–2955 
to request an application. Applications 
for physical damages may be filed until 
08/23/2021 and applications for 
economic injury may be file until 03/24/ 
2022. 
Primary Counties (Physical Damage and 

Economic Injury Loans): Kerr, 
Lamar, Shackelford. 

Contiguous Counties (Economic Injury 
Loans Only): 

Oklahoma: Choctaw. 
All other information in the original 

declaration remains unchanged. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 59008) 

James Rivera, 
Associate Administrator for Disaster 
Assistance. 
[FR Doc. 2021–14038 Filed 6–30–21; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8026–03–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

[Docket No. FHWA–2021–0009] 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for a 
Proposed Highway Project in Arkansas 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), Department of 
Transportation. 
ACTION: Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: FHWA, in coordination with 
the Arkansas Department of 
Transportation (ARDOT), is issuing this 
Notice of Intent (NOI) to solicit 
comments and advise the public, 
agencies, and stakeholders of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
that will be prepared to study the effects 
of a highway project under 
consideration for the Highway 67 
corridor in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and 
Randolph counties, Arkansas. This 
notice contains a summary of the 
information as required in the Council 
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) regulations. This NOI should be 
reviewed together with the 
Supplementary NOI Information 
document which contains important 
details about the proposed project. 
DATES: Comments on the NOI or the 
Supplementary NOI Information 

document must be received on or before 
August 2, 2021. 
ADDRESSES: This NOI and the 
Supplementary NOI Information 
document are available in the docket 
referenced above at http://
www.regulations.gov and on the project 
website located at 
Future57.transportationplanroom.com. 
The Supplementary NOI Information 
document also will be mailed upon 
request. Interested parties are invited to 
submit comments by any of the 
following methods: 

Website: For access to the documents, 
go to the Federal eRulemaking Portal 
located at http://www.regulations.gov or 
the project website located at 
Future57.transportationplanroom.com. 
Follow the online instructions for 
submitting comments. 

Fax: Randal Looney at 501–324–6423. 
Mailing address or for hand delivery 

or courier: Federal Highway 
Administration, Arkansas Division, 700 
West Capitol Avenue, Room 3130, Little 
Rock, AR 72201. 

Email address: Randal.Looney@
dot.gov. 
All submissions should include the 
agency name and the docket number 
that appears in the heading of this 
Notice. All comments received will be 
posted without change to http://
www.regulations.gov or 
Future57.transportationplanroom.com, 
including any personal information 
provided. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information and/or to get on the 
project mailing list, contact Mr. Randal 
Looney, Environmental Coordinator, 
Federal Highway Administration, 
Arkansas Division Office, 700 West 
Capitol Avenue, Suite 3130, Little Rock, 
AR 72201–3298, email: randal.looney@
dot.gov, (501) 324–6430; or Mr. Bill 
McAbee, Environmental Project 
Manager, Garver, 4701 Northshore 
Drive, North Little Rock, Arkansas 
72118, email: WCMcAbee@
GarverUSA.com, (501) 376–3633. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
environmental review of transportation 
alternatives for the Highway 67 corridor 
will be conducted in accordance with 
the requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321, et 
seq.), 23 U.S.C. 139, CEQ regulations 
implementing NEPA (40 CFR 1500– 
1508), FHWA regulations implementing 
NEPA (23 CFR 771.101–771.139), and 
all applicable Federal, State, and local 
governmental laws and regulations. 

The EIS will evaluate the 
environmental effects of all reasonable 
project alternatives and determine the 
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potential impacts to social, economic, 
natural, and physical environmental 
resources associated with these 
alternatives. Federal agencies will work 
together to identify and mitigate any 
potentially significant impacts through 
the NEPA process. All reasonable 
alternatives, including new location 
alignments and improvements to 
existing Highway 67, will be 
considered, screened, and carried 
forward for detailed analysis in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
based on their ability to address the 
project’s purpose and need while 
minimizing adverse impacts to the 
natural and social environments. 

The project team sent letters 
describing the proposed NEPA study 
and soliciting input to the appropriate 
federal, tribal, state, and local agencies 
who have expressed or are known to 
have an interest or legal role in this 
project. Additional comments from the 
public, interest groups, private 
organizations, and other agencies will 
be solicited through an additional 
public hearing for the DEIS. The project 
is needed because there is a gap in the 
system linkage that diminishes 
connectivity and mobility of the 
National Highway System. 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, Federal 
legislation designated this high priority 
corridor as future Interstate Route 57 (I– 
57). The project’s purpose is to develop 
an interstate highway system that 
addresses the above-described needs 
while minimizing the negative impacts 
to the natural and social environment. 

All build alternatives begin at Walnut 
Ridge, Arkansas and end at the 
Arkansas-Missouri state line, a distance 
of approximately 42 miles. There are 
currently three build alternatives and 
the no-build alternative under 
consideration. The build alternatives 
include Alternative 1, an evaluation of 
improvements to existing Highway 67 
with new location bypasses around the 
towns of Pocahontas and Corning; 
Alternative 2, which generally lies 
between Highway 67 and the Dave 
Donaldson Black River Wildlife 
Management Area (DDWMA) turning 
north on the east side of Corning up to 
the Arkansas-Missouri state line on all- 
new location; and Alternative 3, which 
generally parallels the Highway 90 
corridor east of the DDWMA until 
reaching the town of Knobel where the 
study corridor turns north passing east 
of Corning and to the Arkansas-Missouri 
state line and is all on new location. 
Three approximately 1.7-mile 

alternatives provide the final connection 
between the main alternatives and the 
Arkansas-Missouri state line. These 
‘‘connector’’ alternatives are named A, 
B, and C: Alternative A lies to the east 
of Highway 67 on new location, 
Alternative B improves existing 
Highway 67, and Alternative C lies to 
the west of Highway 67 on new 
location. The Missouri Department of 
Transportation (MoDOT) is a 
cooperating agency on this project and 
is working closely with ARDOT on the 
connector location because this will 
determine the southern terminal for the 
MoDOT section of future I–57. The No- 
build Alternative will not meet the 
purpose and need but is retained 
throughout the study process to help 
evaluate the positive and negative 
impacts of the build alternatives. Maps 
of the study area and alternatives are 
included in the Supplementary NOI 
Information document and on the 
project website interactive map. 

Anticipated environmental 
constraints for the project include 
potential impacts to the DDWMA, the 
Black and Current Rivers, vegetated and 
farmed wetlands, floodplains, 
threatened and endangered species and 
their habitat, cultural resources, 
residential homes, businesses, and 
farmlands. Alternative 1 has the greatest 
potential to impact homes, businesses, 
and cultural resources due to 
improvements to the already developed 
Highway 67 corridor. Alternatives 2 and 
3 are on new location with minor 
impacts to the human environment but 
have the greatest potential impact on 
farmlands and farmed wetlands. 
Preliminary estimates of possible 
impacts can be seen in the 
Supplementary NOI Information 
document. 

Permits and authorizations 
anticipated for the project include a U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
Section 404 of the Clean Water (33 
U.S.C. 1344) and Section 10 (33 U.S.C. 
403) of the Rivers and Harbors Act 
standard (individual) permit for 
wetland/stream impacts and impacts to 
navigable waters, and Section 408 
(U.S.C. 33 U.S.C. 408) approval for Civil 
Works project impacts such as levees. 

Formal coordination with the USACE 
began in November 2020 when they 
accepted the responsibility to be a 
cooperating agency. A Section 401 
Water Quality Certification from the 
Arkansas Department of Energy and 
Environment (ADEE) will be required 
for potential impacts to surface waters. 
Formal coordination began in May 2020 
when ADEE accepted the responsibility 
to be a participating agency. 
Consultation with the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (USFWS) pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 
(16 U.S.C. Section 1536), will be 
required for biological assessments and 
threatened and endangered species 
surveys. Formal coordination with the 
USFWS began in May 2020 when they 
accepted the responsibility to be a 
cooperating agency. A Request for 
Technical Assistance for USFWS was 
completed in early 2020 and a 
preliminary plan for habitat resource 
evaluations and bat and mussel surveys 
was recently submitted to the USFWS 
for review. Consultation with the State 
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) for 
compliance with Section 106 
regulations will be required for 
historical and archeological resources 
potentially impacted. Formal 
coordination with the SHPO began in 
January 2021 when they accepted the 
responsibility to be a participating 
agency. 

Early scoping for this EIS study 
started with the local official and public 
meetings held in August and September 
2020 and it will continue for 30 days 
after publication of this NOI. Project 
scoping also includes the previous 
studies’ public meetings as described 
below. In 1996, ARDOT completed a 
planning study specifically for the 
current project area. In 2015, ARDOT 
conducted a second planning study and 
included substantial public and local 
official input and consideration of 
environmental impacts. The 2015 
planning study recommendations are 
the basis for the preliminary range of 
alternatives currently under 
consideration. In August 2020, the 
project team held virtual meetings with 
local officials and the public and 
included the draft purpose and need 
document, three 1,000-foot-wide 
corridors, and other project information. 
The project team solicited comments on 
the presented materials and encouraged 
the public to be as detailed and specific 
as possible. Additional public, local 
official, and agency outreach will be 
conducted for the DEIS. 

The publication date of the NOI will 
start a two-year time clock for the 
agency to reach its final decision on the 
project (40 CFR 1501.10(a) and (b)(2)). 
The schedule for completing the Draft 
EIS, Final EIS/Record of Decision 
(ROD), and permits is as follows: Draft 
EIS May 31, 2022; Final EIS/ROD 
February 28, 2023; Section 404, 408, 
and 10 permit—July 31, 2023; Section 
401 certification July 31, 2023; Section 
106 consultation May 31, 2022; Section 
7 consultation June 15, 2022. 

With this Notice, FHWA and ARDOT 
request and encourage State, Tribal, and 
local government agencies, and the 
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general public, to review the complete 
NOI (including the Supplementary NOI 
Information document) and submit 
comments on any aspect of the project 
that might benefit the project 
understanding. Specifically, agencies 
and the public are asked to identify and 
submit potential alternatives for 
consideration and information such as 
anticipated significant issues or 
environmental impacts and analyses 
relevant to the proposed action for 
consideration by the lead and 
cooperating agencies in developing the 
Draft EIS. There are several methods to 
submit comments as described in the 
ADDRESSES section of this Notice. Any 
questions concerning this proposed 
action should be directed to FHWA at 
the physical address, email address, or 
phone number provided in the FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section of 
this Notice. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning 
and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive Order 12372 
regarding intergovernmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
program.) 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.; 23 CFR 
part 771. 

Vivien N. Hoang, 
Division Administrator, Little Rock, Arkansas. 
[FR Doc. 2021–14062 Filed 6–30–21; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of Foreign Assets Control 

Notice of OFAC Sanctions Actions 

AGENCY: Office of Foreign Assets 
Control, Treasury. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of the 
Treasury’s Office of Foreign Assets 
Control (OFAC) is publishing the names 
of one or more persons that have been 
placed on OFAC’s Specially Designated 
Nationals and Blocked Persons List 
based on OFAC’s determination that one 
or more applicable legal criteria were 
satisfied. All property and interests in 
property subject to U.S. jurisdiction of 
these persons are blocked, and U.S. 
persons are generally prohibited from 
engaging in transactions with them. 

DATES: See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
section for effective date(s). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
OFAC: Andrea Gacki, Director, tel.: 
202–622–2490; Associate Director for 
Global Targeting, tel.: 202–622–2420; 
Assistant Director for Licensing, tel.: 
202–622–2480; Assistant Director for 
Regulatory Affairs, tel.: 202–622–4855; 
or the Assistant Director for Sanctions 
Compliance & Evaluation, tel.: 202–622– 
2490. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Electronic Availability 

The Specially Designated Nationals 
and Blocked Persons List and additional 
information concerning OFAC sanctions 
programs are available on OFAC’s 
website (www.treasury.gov/ofac). 

Notice of OFAC Action(s) 

A. On June 21, 2021, OFAC 
determined that the property and 
interests in property subject to U.S. 
jurisdiction of the following persons are 
blocked under the relevant sanctions 
authority listed below. 
BILLING CODE 4810–AL–P 
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NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI) TO PREPARE AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT FOR A PROPOSED HIGHWAY PROJECT IN ARKANSAS 

CITIZEN COMMENT FORM 
AGENCY: FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION AND 

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DOCKET NUMBER: FHWA-2021-0009 

ARDOT JOB NUMBER 100512 
WALNUT RIDGE – MISSOURI STATE LINE (FUTURE I-57) 
CLAY, GREENE, LAWRENCE, AND RANDOLPH COUNTIES 

Comments on the NOI or the Supplementary NOI Information document must be 
received on or before August 2, 2021. Interested parties are invited to submit comments 
by any of the following methods: 

• Email: Randal.Looney@dot.gov
• Mail, Hand Delivery, or Courier: Federal Highway Administration, Arkansas

Division, 700 West Capitol Avenue, Room 3130, Little Rock, AR 72201.
• Fax: Randal Looney at 501-324-6423
• Website Form: Future57.transportationplanroom.com or regulations.gov

Please Print: Date: _______ 

Name:____________________________________________________________ 

Email:  

Address: _________________________________________________________ 

Street Address      City, State, Zip 

Comments 

Use additional pages if necessary 
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AVISO DE INTENCIÓN (NOI) PARA PREPARAR UNA DECLARACIÓN DE 
IMPACTO AMBIENTAL PARA UN PROYECTO AUTOPISTA PROPUESTO 

EN ARKANSAS 
CITIZEN COMMENT FORM 

 
AGENCIA: LA ADMINISTRACIÓN FEDERAL DE CARRETERAS Y  

EL DEPARTAMENTO DE TRANSPORTE DE ARKANSAS 
NÚMERO DE EXPEDIENTE: FHWA-2021-0009 

ARDOT TRABAJO NÚMERO 100512 
LA LÍNEA DEL ESTADO ENTRE WALNUT RIDGE Y MISSOURI (FUTURE I-57) 

LOS CONDADOS DE CLAY, GREENE, LAWRENCE, Y RANDOLPH 
 
 

Comentarios de la Noticia de Intento (NOI) o el documento de la información adicional 
de NOI se aceptarán a más tardar 2 de Agosto del 2021. Se invita a los grupos 
interesados a comentar en cualquiera de los métodos siguientes: 
 

• Correo Electrónico: Randal.Looney@dot.gov 
• Dirección de envio o para entrega en mano o mensajería: Federal Highway 

Administration, Arkansas Division, 700 West Capitol Avenue, Room 3130, Little 
Rock, AR 72201. 

• Fax: Randal Looney at 501-324-6423 
• Formulario del Sitio Web: Future57.transportationplanroom.com o 

regulations.gov 
 

Por favor, Letra Imprenta:       Fecha:_______ 
 
Nombre:____________________________________________________________ 

Correo Electrónico:            

Dirección:______________________________________________________________ 

   Dirección de la calle    Ciudad, Estado, Código Postal  

Comentarios   

    

    

    

    

    

     

    

Si necesario, usar hojas adicionales 
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE AN 
ENVIRONMENAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

WHAT:	 The FHWA, in coordination with the 
Arkansas Department of Transportation 
(ARDOT), is issuing a Notice of Intent 
(NOI) to solicit comments and advise 
the public, agencies, and stakeholders 
of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) that will be prepared to study 
the effects of a highway project under 
consideration for the Highway 67 corridor 
in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph 
counties, Arkansas.

WHEN:	 Comments on the NOI or Supplementary 
NOI Information document must be 
received on or before July 31, 2021

WHERE:	 Online Versions of the Notice of Intent:
Future57.TransportationPlanroom.com
or regulations.gov
Print Version of the Notice of Intent:
Corning, Randolph County, and Lawrence
County Libraries. Hours vary.

*******************************************************
Sponsor: FHWA and ARDOT

Special communication or accommodation needs under the Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) may contact Lindi Miller, 4701 Northshore 
Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118, call 501-823-0730, or email 
PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. The hearing or speech impaired, 
may contact the Arkansas Relay System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests 
should be made at least 4 days prior to the end of the comment period.   

NOTICE OF NONDISCRIMINATION: The Arkansas Department 
of Transportation (Department) complies with all civil rights provisions 
of federal statutes and related authorities that prohibit discrimination in 
programs and activities receiving federal financial assistance. Therefore, 
the Department does not discriminate on the basis of race, sex, color, 
age, national origin, religion (not applicable as a protected group under 
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration Title VI Program), 
disability, Limited English Proficiency (LEP), or low-income status in 
the admission, access to and treatment in the Department’s programs and 
activities, as well as the Department’s hiring or employment practices. 
Complaints of alleged discrimination and inquiries regarding the 
Department’s nondiscrimination policies may be directed to Joanna P. 
McFadden Section Head - EEO/DBE (ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator), 
P. 0. Box 2261, Little Rock, AR 72203, (501)569- 2298, (Voice/TTY 
711), or the following email address: joanna.mcfadden@ardot.gov

Free language assistance for LEP individuals is available upon request.
This notice is available from the ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator in 
large print, on audiotape and in Braille.

ARDOT Job 100512; Docket No. FHWA-2021-0009
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Clay County Regional Water Distribution District 
2020 Annual Drinking Water Quality Report 

 
We're pleased to present to you this year's Annual Drinking Water Quality Report. This report is designed to inform you about 
the quality water and services we deliver to you every day.  Our goal is to provide you with a safe and dependable supply of 
drinking water, and we want you to understand, and be involved in, the efforts we make to continually improve the water 
treatment process and protect our water resources.   
 

Where Does Our Drinking Water Come From? 
The sources of drinking water (both tap water and bottled water) include rivers, lakes, streams, ponds, reservoirs, springs, 
and wells.  Our sources of water are three wells.  Well 1 is located at Piggott and Well 2 is located at Greenway.  Both wells 
pump water from the Nacatoch Sand Aquifer. Well 3 is located at Knobel and it pumps from the Wilcox Group Aquifer.  
 

How Safe Is The Source Of Our Drinking Water? 
The Arkansas Department of Health has completed Source Water Vulnerability Assessments for Clay County Regional Water 
Distribution District and Corning Waterworks.  The assessments summarize the potential for contamination of our sources of 
drinking water and can be used as a basis for developing a source water protection plan.  Based on the various criteria of the 
assessment, our water sources have been determined to have a medium susceptibility to contamination.  You may request a 
summary of the Source Water Vulnerability Assessments from our office.  
 

What Contaminants Can Be In Our Drinking Water? 
As water travels over the surface of the land or through the ground, it dissolves naturally occurring minerals and, in some 
cases, can pick up substances resulting from the presence of animals or from human activity.  Contaminants that may be 
present in source water include: Microbial contaminants such as viruses and bacteria, which may come from sewage treatment 
plants, septic systems, agricultural livestock operations, and wildlife; Inorganic contaminants such as salts and metals, which 
can be naturally occurring or result from urban stormwater runoff, industrial or domestic wastewater discharges, oil and gas 
production, mining, or farming; Pesticides and herbicides which may come from a variety of sources such as agriculture, urban 
stormwater runoff, and residential uses; Organic chemical contaminants including synthetic and volatile organic chemicals, 
which are by-products of industrial processes and petroleum production, and can also come from gas stations, urban 
stormwater runoff, and septic systems; Radioactive contaminants which can be naturally occurring or be the result of oil and 
gas production and mining activities. 
 
In order to assure tap water is safe to drink, EPA has regulations which limit the amount of certain contaminants in water 
provided by public water systems.  Food and Drug Administration (FDA) regulations establish limits for contaminants in bottled 
water which must provide the same protection for public health. 

 
Am I at Risk? 

All drinking water, including bottled water, may reasonably be expected to contain at least small amounts of some 
contaminants.  The presence of contaminants does not necessarily indicate that the water poses a health risk. However, some 
people may be more vulnerable to contaminants in drinking water than the general population. Immuno-compromised persons 
such as persons with cancer undergoing chemotherapy, persons who have undergone organ transplants, people with HIV/AIDS 
or other immune system disorders, some elderly, and infants can be particularly at risk from small amounts of contamination. 
These people should seek advice about drinking water from their health care providers. More information about contaminants 
and potential health effects can be obtained by calling the Environmental Protection Agency’s Safe Drinking Water Hotline at 
1-800-426-4791.  In addition, EPA/CDC guidelines on appropriate means to lessen the risk of infection by microbiological 
contaminants are also available from the Safe Drinking Water Hotline.   
 

Lead and Drinking Water 
If present, elevated levels of lead can cause serious health problems, especially for pregnant women and young children. Lead 
in drinking water is primarily from materials and components associated with service lines and home plumbing. We are 
responsible for providing high quality drinking water, but cannot control the variety of materials used in plumbing components. 
When your water has been sitting for several hours, you can minimize the potential for lead exposure by flushing your tap for 
30 seconds to 2 minutes before using water for drinking or cooking. If you are concerned about lead in your water, you may 
wish to have your water tested. Information on lead in drinking water, testing methods, and steps you can take to minimize 
exposure is available from the Safe Drinking Water Hotline or at http://www.epa.gov/safewater/lead. 
 

How Can I Learn More About Our Drinking Water? 
If you have any questions about this report or concerning your water utility, please contact Bobby Brown, Manager, at 870-
259-3327.  We want our valued customers to be informed about their water utility.  If you want to learn more, please attend 
any of our regularly scheduled meetings.  They are held on the last Monday of March, June, September and the first Friday of 
December at 7:00 PM at the Water Office, 400 N. Dale Street in McDougal. 

 

TEST RESULTS 
 

We and the City of Corning routinely monitor for constituents in your drinking water according to Federal and State laws. The 
test results table shows the results of our monitoring for the period of January 1st to December 31st, 2020.  In the table you 
might find terms and abbreviations you are not familiar with. To help you better understand these terms we've provided the 
following definitions: 
 
 
 
 

Action Level - the concentration of a contaminant which, if exceeded, triggers treatment or other requirements which a water system must 
follow. 
CCRWDD – Clay County Regional Water Distribution District 
Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) - the highest level of a contaminant that is allowed in drinking water.  MCLs are set as close to the 
MCLGs as feasible using the best available treatment technology. 
Maximum Contaminant Level Goal (MCLG) – unenforceable public health goal; the level of a contaminant in drinking water below which 
there is no known or expected risk to health.  MCLGs allow for a margin of safety. 
Maximum Residual Disinfectant Level (MRDL) - the highest level of a disinfectant allowed in drinking water.  There is convincing evidence 
that addition of a disinfectant is necessary for control of microbial contaminants. 
Maximum Residual Disinfectant Level Goal (MRDLG) - the level of a drinking water disinfectant below which there is no known or expected 
risk to health.  MRDLGs do not reflect the benefits of the use of disinfectants to control microbial contaminants. 
NA – Not applicable      
Parts per billion (ppb) - a unit of measurement for detected levels of contaminants in drinking water.  One part per billion corresponds to 
one minute in 2,000 years, or a single penny in $10,000,000.  
Parts per million (ppm) – a unit of measurement for detected levels of contaminants in drinking water.  One part per million corresponds to 
one minute in two years or a single penny in $10,000. 
 

INORGANIC CONTAMINANTS 

Contaminant Violation 
Y/N Level Detected Unit MCLG 

(Public Health Goal) 
MCL  

(Allowable Level) Major Sources in Drinking Water 

Fluoride 
(Knoble well) N  Average: 0.75 

 Range: 0.70 – 0.79 

ppm 4 4 

Erosion of natural deposits; water 
additive which promotes strong 
teeth; discharge from fertilizer and 
aluminum factories 

Fluoride 
(Greenway well) N  Average: 0.47 

 Range: 0.42 – 0.64 
  Fluoride 
  (Piggott well) N  Average: 0.74 

 Range: 0.46 – 1.47 
LEAD AND COPPER TAP MONITORING 

Contaminant Number of 
Sites Sampled 

Number of Sites 
over Action Level 

90th Percentile 
Result Unit Action Level Major Sources in Drinking Water 

 
 

Lead (CCRWDD) 20 0 0.002 ppm 0.015 Corrosion from household plumbing 
systems; erosion of natural deposits Copper (CCRWDD) 20 0 0.48 ppm 1.3 

 We are on a reduced monitoring schedule and required to sample once every three years for lead and copper at the customers’ 
taps.  The results above are from our last monitoring period in 2019.  Our next required monitoring period is in 2022. 

REGULATED DISINFECTANTS 

Disinfectant Violation 
Y/N Level Detected Unit MRDLG 

(Public Health Goal) 
MRDL 

(Allowable Level) Major Sources in Drinking Water 

Chlorine  
(CCRWDD) N Average: 0.45 

Range: 0.40 – 0.50 ppm 4 4 Water additive used to control 
microbes 

BY-PRODUCTS OF DRINKING WATER DISINFECTION 

Contaminant Violation 
Y/N 

Level 
Detected Unit MCLG 

(Public Health Goal) 
MCL  

(Allowable Level) 
HAA5 [Haloacetic Acids] (CCRWDD) N 0 ppb 0 60 
TTHM [Total Trihalomethanes] (CCRWDD) N 0 ppb NA 80 

431 W 2nd St • Corning, AR
870-857-3222

Insuring your way of life since 1914.

As a farmer, 
you work sun up to sun down.

As your insurance agent, 
we work to make sure 

you sleep well.  

We offer property and casualty insurance for your farm 
with service, integrity,  and strong financial backing.

Call or come by today.

32 Southpointe Drive • Paragould, AR

870-236-8744

myAdvisor from Entergy
Save energy. Save money.

The easiest way to save money on your bill is by 
better managing your usage. The myAdvisor 
Dashboard offers helpful insights like Daily Usage 
and Bill Projection to help control your energy 
costs. Start saving at entergy.com/myadvisor.

A message from Entergy Arkansas, LLC ©2021 Entergy Services, LLC. 
All Rights Reserved.

NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE AN 

ENVIRONMENAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

WHAT: The FHWA, in coordination with the 
Arkansas Department of Transportation 
(ARDOT), is issuing a Notice of Intent 
(NOI) to solicit comments and advise 
the public, agencies, and stakeholders 
of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) that will be prepared to study 

consideration for the Highway 67 
corridor in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, 
and Randolph counties, Arkansas.

WHEN: Comments on the NOI or 
Supplementary NOI Information 
document must be received on or 
before July 31, 2021

WHERE: Online Versions of the Notice of Intent:
Future 57.TransportationPlanroom.com
or regulations.gov
Print Version of the Notice of Intent:
Corning, Randolph Co. and Lawrence
Co. Libraries. Hours vary.

*******************************************************
Sponsor: FHWA and ARDOT

Special communication or accommodation needs under the Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) may contact Lindi Miller, 4701 Northshore 
Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118, call 501-823-0730, or email 
PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. The hearing or speech impaired, 
may contact the Arkansas Relay System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests 
should be made at least 4 days prior to the end of the comment period.   

NOTICE OF NONDISCRIMINATION: The Arkansas Department 
of Transportation (Department) complies with all civil rights 
provisions of federal statutes and related authorities that prohibit 

assistance. Therefore, the Department does not discriminate on 
the basis of race, sex, color, age, national origin, religion (not 
applicable as a protected group under the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration Title VI Program), disability, Limited English 

and treatment in the Department’s programs and activities, as well 
as the Department’s hiring or employment practices. Complaints 
of alleged discrimination and inquiries regarding the Department’s 
nondiscrimination policies may be directed to Joanna P. McFadden 
Section Head - EEO/DBE (ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator), P. 0. 
Box 2261, Little Rock, AR 72203, (501)569- 2298, (Voice/TTY 

Free language assistance for LEP individuals is available upon 
request.This notice is available from the ADA/504/Title VI 
Coordinator in large print, on audiotape and in Braille.

ARDOT Job 100512; Docket No. FHWA-2021-0009

Pollard Beauty Contests to be Held July 10th
There is still time to 

plan for the Pollard 
Beauty Pageants which 
will be held Saturday, 
July 10th at the Pollard 
Picnic in Pollard, Ar-
kansas. The following 
pageant schedule will 
be as follows: 

10 a.m. - “Baby Pol-
lard” contest for boys 
and girls. Boy’s division 
and a girl’s division 
from birth through 12 

months. Dress in casual 
clothing. 

 10:30 a.m. – “Baby 
Toddler” contest for 
boys and girls ages 1 
year through 23 months.   
Dress in casual clothing.

 12:00 noon - “Petite 
Miss Pollard” contest 
for the girls’ division 
ages 2 to 4.   Contestants 
must wear casual cloth-
ing.

 3:00 p.m. - “Little Miss 

Pollard” event for girls 
ages 5 to 7.  Contestants 
are to wear casual wear. 

  5:00 p.m. - “Junior 
Miss Pollard” contest 
for girls ages 8 to 12.  
Contestants are to dress 
in casual wear only.

   8:00 p.m. - “Miss Pol-
lard” contest is open to 
girls ages 13 to 18.  Con-
testants are to dress in 
pageant wear.  

  The entry fee for 

each division is $30 and 
payable the day of the 
event. There will not be 
a practice for any of the 
divisions and preregis-
tration will NOT be tak-
en this year. Just arrive 
30 minutes before your 
scheduled event. Pag-
eant wear is required 
in the Miss Pollard con-
test and all other divi-
sions will wear casual 
clothing.

Kneeling: Mabri Thompson, Kylie George, Gracie Janes 
Standing: Camryn Coffell, Abby Young, Lillie Allen, Piper Plemons, Paisley Garver, Maci  
Acton, Haddie Hudson, Alexis Berry 
Coaches Jeremy Woods , Kirk Scobey, Tony Hudson 

Clay Co. 
Summer Slam 
Machine Pitch 
Champions

The Corning Cats beat 
Rector and Piggott in a 
Clay County Slam Ma-
chine Pitch tournament 
last week to become the 
champions. 

In Friday night’s 
game on June 25, the 
score was 19-17 when 
Corning came from be-
hind against Piggott in 
the sixth inning. The 
Corning girls scored 3 
runs in the last inning 
and took home the First 
Place trophy with a 
score of 20-19.
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Businesses rushed Saturday 
to contain a ransomware attack 
that has paralyzed their comput-
er networks, a situation com-
plicated in the U.S. by offices 
lightly staffed at the start of the 
Fourth of July holiday weekend.

In Sweden, most of the gro-
cery chain Coop’s 800 stores 
were unable to open because 
their cash registers weren’t 
working, according to SVT, the 
country’s public broadcaster. 
The Swedish State Railways and 
a major local pharmacy chain 
were also affected.

Cybersecurity experts say 
the REvil gang, a major Rus-
sian-speaking ransomware syn-
dicate, appears to be behind the 
attack that targeted a software 
supplier called Kaseya, using its 
network-management package 
as a conduit to spread the ran-
somware through cloud-service 
providers.

Kaseya CEO Fred Voccola 
said in a statement that the com-
pany believes it has identified 
the source of the vulnerability 
and will “release that patch as 
quickly as possible to get our 
customers back up and running.”

John Hammond of the se-
curity firm Huntress Labs said 
he was aware of a number of 
managed-services providers — 
companies that host IT infra-
structure for multiple customers 
— being hit by the ransomware, 
which encrypts networks until 
the victims pay off attackers.

“It’s reasonable to think this 
could potentially be impacting 
thousands of small businesses,” 
said Hammond, basing his esti-
mate on the service providers 
reaching out to his company 
for assistance and comments 
on Reddit showing how others 
are responding.

Voccola said fewer than 40 of 
Kaseya’s customers were known 
to be affected, but the ransom-
ware could still be affecting hun-
dreds more companies that rely 
on Kaseya’s clients that provide 
broader IT services. It’s not af-
fecting its cloud-based services 
running software for customers, 
though Kaseya also shut down 
those servers as a precaution, 
he said.

The company added in a 
statement Saturday that “cus-
tomers who experienced ran-
somware and receive a com-
munication from the attackers 

should not click on any links — 
they may be weaponized.”

Supply chain attacks are those 
that typically infiltrate widely 
used software and spread mal-
ware as it updates automatically.

Complicating the response is 
that it happened at the start of a 
major holiday weekend in the 
U.S., when most corporate IT 
teams aren’t fully staffed.

That could also leave those 
organizations unable to address 
other security vulnerabilities, 
such a dangerous Microsoft 
bug affecting software for print 
jobs, said James Shank of threat 
intelligence firm Team Cymru.

“Customers of Kaseya are 
in the worst possible situation,” 
he said. “They’re racing against 
time to get the updates out on 
other critical bugs.”

The federal Cybersecuri-
ty and Infrastructure Security 
Agency announced in a state-
ment that it is closely monitor-

ing the situation and working 
with the FBI to collect more 
information about its impact.

CISA urged anyone who 
might be affected to “follow 
Kaseya’s guidance to shut down 
VSA servers immediately.” Ka-
seya runs what’s called a virtual 
system administrator, or VSA, 
that’s used to remotely manage 
and monitor a customer’s net-
work.

REvil, the group most ex-
perts have tied to the attack, was 
the same ransomware provider 
that the FBI linked to an attack 
on JBS SA, a major global meat 
processor, amid the Memorial 
Day holiday weekend in May.

Active since April 2019, 
the group provides ransom-
ware-as-a-service, meaning it 
develops the network-paralyz-
ing software and leases it to 
so-called affiliates who infect 
targets and earn the lion’s share 
of ransoms.

v SUNDAY, JULY 4, 2021 v 5AInternational

NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE AN 

ENVIRONMENAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

WHAT: The FHWA, in coordination with the 

Arkansas Department of Transportation 

(ARDOT), is issuing a Notice of Intent 

(NOI) to solicit comments and advise 

the public, agencies, and stakeholders 

of an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) that will be prepared to study 

consideration for the Highway 67 corridor 

in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph 

counties, Arkansas.

WHEN: Comments on the NOI or Supplementary 

NOI Information document must be 

received on or before July 31, 2021

WHERE: Online Versions of the Notice of Intent:

Future57.TransportationPlanroom.com

or regulations.gov

Print Version of the Notice of Intent:

Corning, Randolph County, and Lawrence

County Libraries. Hours vary.
*******************************************************

Sponsor: FHWA and ARDOT

Special communication or accommodation needs under the Americans 

with Disabilities Act (ADA) may contact Lindi Miller, 4701 Northshore 

Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118, call 501-823-0730, or email 

PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. The hearing or speech impaired, 

may contact the Arkansas Relay System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests 

should be made at least 4 days prior to the end of the comment period.   

NOTICE OF NONDISCRIMINATION: The Arkansas Department 

of Transportation (Department) complies with all civil rights provisions 

of federal statutes and related authorities that prohibit discrimination in 

the Department does not discriminate on the basis of race, sex, color, 

age, national origin, religion (not applicable as a protected group under 

the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration Title VI Program), 

the admission, access to and treatment in the Department’s programs and 

activities, as well as the Department’s hiring or employment practices. 

Complaints of alleged discrimination and inquiries regarding the 

Department’s nondiscrimination policies may be directed to Joanna P. 

McFadden Section Head - EEO/DBE (ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator), 

P. 0. Box 2261, Little Rock, AR 72203, (501)569- 2298, (Voice/TTY 

Free language assistance for LEP individuals is available upon request.

This notice is available from the ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator in 

large print, on audiotape and in Braille.

ARDOT Job 100512; Docket No. FHWA-2021-0009

Villagers watch flames Saturday in the Larnaca mountain region 
in Cyprus. Cyprus has asked fellow European Union states for 
help battling the fire, which has forced evacuations of at least 
three villages.
(AP/Petros Karadjias)

Crews work to clean up a spill Saturday after the derailment of 
a 20-car train carrying “tar sand” and lumber near Blackfalds, Al-
berta, Canada. More photos at arkansasonline.com/74blackfalds/.
(AP/The Canadian Press/Jeff McIntosh)

Shelling kills 8 people on Syria rebel turf
BEIRUT — Artillery fire from government-controlled 

territory and airstrikes Saturday killed at least eight civil-
ians in Syria’s last rebel enclave, most of them children, and 
destroyed a civil defense center and a water station, rescue 
workers and a conflict monitor said.

The regional director of the United Nations children’s 
agency UNICEF called it the worst violence since a cease-
fire was reached in March last year.

“This is just tragic,” said Ted Chaiban, UNICEF regional 
director. “An escalation of violence will only result in cutting 
short the lives of more children. We call for the protection of 
all children and strongly urge those fighting to refrain from 
further attacks.”

The shelling in Ibleen, a village in southern Idlib province, 
hit the home of Subhi al-Assi, killing him, his wife and three 
of his children in their sleep, according to the rescue service 
known as the White Helmets and Idlib’s Health Directorate. 
Al-Assi was an administrator in a local health center.

Shelling also struck the home of a volunteer for the White 
Helmets, also known as the Syria Civil Defense, killing his 
two children in the village of Balion. The volunteer, Omar 
al-Omar, and his wife were wounded, according to the White 
Helmets. In a nearby village, another child was killed and 
four others from the same family were wounded, according 
to the White Helmets.

UNICEF said 512 children were verified killed in Syria last 
year, the majority in the northwest where there are 1.7 mil-
lion vulnerable children, many of whom have fled violence 
several times.

43 migrant deaths reported off Tunisia
TUNIS, Tunisia — At least 43 migrants drowned off 

the coast of Tunisia on Saturday and 84 others were res-
cued after their boat capsized overnight, the Tunisian Red 
Crescent said.

Mongi Slim, head of the organization, said the boat, 
which was carrying 127 migrants, left Libya’s coastal city 
of Zuwara on Friday to cross the Mediterranean Sea to-
ward Italy. He said 46 Sudanese, 16 Eritreans and 12 Ben-
galis were among the migrants.

The Defense Ministry’s spokesperson, Mohamed Zekri, 
said the 84 migrants were rescued by fishermen. He de-
clined to confirm the drowning of the other migrants.

Libya is a frequent departure point for migrants mak-
ing the dangerous Mediterranean Sea crossing. Several 
shipwrecks from smugglers’ boats carrying migrants have 
occurred in recent weeks, as attempts to reach Europe be-
come more frequent amid warmer summer weather.

Protests flare against Brazilian leader
RIO DE JANEIRO — Protests against President Jair 

Bolsonaro spread across Brazil on Saturday, a day after a Su-
preme Court justice authorized a criminal investigation into 
his response to claims of potential corruption involving a 
vaccine deal.

Demonstrators gathered by the hundreds or thousands in 
more than 40 cities to demand Bolsonaro’s impeachment or 
greater access to vaccines against covid-19.

More than half a million Brazilians have died from the vi-
rus, by official count.

In Friday’s decision, Supreme Court Justice Rosa Weber 
said the inquiry is supported by recent testimony in a Senate 
committee investigating the government’s handling of the 
covid-19 pandemic.

Prosecutors will investigate whether Bolsonaro committed 
the crime of “prevarication,” which entails delaying or re-
fraining from action required as part of a public official’s duty 
for reasons of personal interest. Weber didn’t rule out the 
possibility other potential wrongdoing could be investigated.

Bolsonaro has denied any wrongdoing or knowledge of 
corruption, and told reporters June 28 he can’t know what 
transpires within his ministries.

The crime carries a prison term of between three months 
and a year, plus payment of a fine.

10 people die in Somali suicide bombing
NAIROBI, Kenya — At least 10 people were killed and 

dozens injured in a suicide explosion in the Somali capital, 
Mogadishu, on Friday evening, authorities said, the second 
such attack to rock the city in weeks as the country enters a 
crucial election season.

A suicide bomber detonated his explosive-laden vest near 
a cafe close to the well-known Juba Hotel, which is in a stra-
tegic area that houses government ministries and the intelli-
gence headquarters. The cafe, frequented by members of the 
Somali security forces, was crowded with patrons when the 
attack took place, officials said.

The Somali government blamed the terrorist group al-
Shabab, and the group itself took responsibility, saying that 
it had targeted intelligence, police and military forces. Al-
Shabab claimed the blast killed at least 15 people and wound-
ed 22 others.

Somali security officials did not respond to multiple 
requests for information on whether government officers 
might have been killed or injured in the attack.

The attack came just weeks after another al-Shabab sui-
cide bomber attacked a Somali army training camp that is 
jointly managed with Turkish forces, killing at least 10 people 
and wounding 20 others.

 — COMPILED BY DEMOCRAT-GAZETTE STAFF FROM WIRE REPORTS

The world in brief Elsa takes aim at Cuba, Florida
Storm pounds southern coasts of Haiti, Dominican Republic

PORT-AU-PRINCE, Haiti — 
Tropical Storm Elsa battered the 
southern coasts of Haiti and the 
Dominican Republic on Satur-
day, killing three people before 
taking aim at Cuba and Florida.

The storm was centered 
about 175 miles east of Montego 
Bay, Jamaica, and was moving 
west-northwest at 28 mph. It 
had maximum sustained winds 
of 65 mph as the tropical storm, 
which had been a Category 
1 hurricane earlier Saturday, 
weakened during its approach 
to Hispaniola and Cuba, accord-
ing to the National Hurricane 
Center in Miami.

The long-term forecast track 
showed it heading toward Flor-
ida as a tropical storm by Tues-
day morning, but some models 
would carry it into the Gulf or 
up the Atlantic Coast.

One death was reported in 
St. Lucia, according to the Carib-
bean Disaster Emergency Man-
agement Agency. Meanwhile, a 
15-year-old boy and a 75-year-old 
woman died Saturday in sepa-
rate events in the Dominican 
Republic after walls collapsed 
on them, the Emergency Oper-
ations Center announced.

In Haiti, authorities used so-
cial media to alert people about 
the storm and urged them to 
evacuate if they lived near water 
or mountain slopes.

“The whole country is threat-

ened,” a civil protection state-
ment read. “Make every effort 
to escape before it’s too late.”

Haiti is especially vulnerable 
to floods and landslides because 
of widespread erosion and de-
forestation. A recent spike in 
gang violence has forced thou-
sands of people to flee, so the 
civil protection agency is run-
ning low on basic items like 
food and water, director Jerry 
Chandler said.

“It’s been three weeks that 
we’ve been supporting families 
who are running away from gang 
violence,” he said. “We are work-
ing at renewing our stocks, but 
the biggest problem is logistics.”

He said officials are trying to 
figure out how to deliver sup-
plies to Haiti’s southern region, 
which faces Elsa’s impact.

Meanwhile, people bought 
water and food before the storm 
approached.

“I’m protecting myself the 
best that I can. Civil protection 
is not going to do that for me,” 
said Darlene Jean-Pierre, 35, as 
she bought six jugs of water 
along with vegetables and fruit. 
“I have to worry about gangs 
fighting. In addition to this, we 
have a hurricane.”

A hurricane warning re-
mains in effect from the Haitian 
capital, Port-au-Prince, to the 
southern border with the Do-
minican Republic. A hurricane 
watch was issued for the Cuban 
provinces of Camaguey, Gran-
ma, Guantanamo, Holguin, Las 
Tunas and Santiago de Cuba.

Some of those provinces 
have reported a high number 
of covid-19 infections, raising 
concerns that the storm could 
force a lot of people to seek shel-
ter together.

“Anticipating is the key 
word,” said Cuban President 
Miguel Diaz-Canel, adding that 
vaccination efforts would con-
tinue. “Let’s take care of lives 
and property.”

In the neighboring Domini-
can Republic, which shares the 
island of Hispaniola with Haiti, 
authorities opened more than 
2,400 shelters as forecasters 
warned of heavy rains. Officials 
also ordered evacuations ahead 
of the storm as people kept 
stocking up on supplies.

Some people worried about 
the state of their homes, with 
many living under corrugated 
roofing.

Elsa was forecast to brush 
past the southernmost point 
of Hispaniola by Saturday af-
ternoon and then take aim at 
southern Haiti.

The storm already had 
ripped off roofs, destroyed crops 
and downed trees and power 
lines in the eastern Caribbean 

on Friday, with damage reported 
in Barbados, St. Lucia and in St. 
Vincent and the Grenadines.

At least 43 homes and three 
police stations were damaged, 
said St. Vincent Prime Minister 
Ralph Gonsalves.

“We expect that this number 
will increase as reports keep 
coming in,” he said. “We have 
some damage, but it could have 
been far worse.”

In St. Lucia, the wind dam-
aged a secondary school, pum-
meling desks, overturning chairs 
and sending papers flying after 
blowing off the roof and siding. 
Officials also reported signifi-
cant damage to roofs, including 
major damage at three govern-
ment buildings.

A similar report emerged 
from Barbados, where more 
than 580 roofs were damaged, 
dozens of trees and power lines 
fell and about 50% of customers 
were still without power.

Meanwhile, authorities in 
Puerto Rico rescued eight people, 
including two children, in stormy 
conditions after their boat sank in 
waves rising 8 to 10 feet.

Elsa was the first hurricane 
of the Atlantic season and the 
earliest fifth-named storm on 
record. It is forecast to drop 4 
to 8 inches of rain with maxi-
mum totals of 15 inches across 
portions of southern Hispaniola 
and Jamaica.
Information for this article was 
contributed by Ramon Carmona 
of The Associated Press.

DANICA COTO
AND EVENS SANON
THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

MATT O’BRIEN
THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

Companies scramble after cyberattack

VIDEO ONLINE
Elsa hits 
Caribbean, 
heads toward 
Haiti
arkansasonline.com/74elsa/
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CONGRESSIONAL ART COMPETITION

The Congressional Institute’s Congressional Art Competition is held each year for students 
in grades 9-12. This year the First Congressional District received over 250 artwork sub-
missions representing more than 30 schools. U.S. Rep. Rick Crawford hosted a winners’ 
reception at the Recovery Room in downtown Jonesboro where their artwork is on dis-
play. The first place winners of each category are (left to right): Mixed Media, Marcy Wal-
lace, Harrisburg High School, instructor, Kelly Langston-Taylor; Photography, Caitlyn Law-
rence, Valley View High School, instructor, Anna Barnes; People’s Choice Award, Madalyn 
Carlock, Lonoke High School, instructor, Rebecca Maunde; Best in Show, Drawing, Reagan 
Buckley, Mountain Home High School, instructor, Beth Ivens; Congressman Rick Crawford; 
Painting, Patricia Broemel, Highland High School, instructor, Dewana McIntosh; Collage, 
Madison Hitchcock, Manila High School, instructor, Christy Woody; and Digital, Carl Coo-
per, Cabot High School, instructor, Helen Goodman.

Submitted photos

Reagan Buckley was chosen the Best in Show of this year’s competition. She was a senior at 
Mountain Home High School under the art instruction of Beth Ivens. Miss Buckley used char-
coal and white conte to create her winning drawing entitled “Embrace.” Her artwork will be 
displayed in the Cannon Hall in Washington, D.C., for a year with the other Congressional district 
winners. She also receives two Southwest Airlines vouchers to attend the Congressional Art 
Reception this summer hosted in Washington, D.C.

ADE launches R.I.S.E. Community Awards program 
The Arkansas Depart-

ment of Education’s Di-
vision of Elementary and 
Secondary Education is 
pleased to partner with the 
Arkansas State Library, 
Arkansas State Chamber 
of Commerce, and Arkan-
sas Imagination Library to 
launch the R.I.S.E. Com-
munity Awards program to 
celebrate community and 
education partnerships 
that support literacy for all 
ages.

Since the launch of 
R.I.S.E. Arkansas (Ar-
kansas’ Reading Initiative 
for Student Excellence) 
in January 2017, schools, 
parents, and communities 
have embraced efforts 
to strengthen reading in-
struction, create commu-
nity collaboration, and 
build a culture of reading. 
The R.I.S.E. Communi-
ty Awards will recognize 
local education, govern-
ment, business, non-prof-
it, and civic organization 
partners who are leading 
this effort.

“I am excited about 
this opportunity to rec-
ognize communities that 

are committed to read-
ing excellence,” Gov. Asa 
Hutchinson said. “Learn-
ing to read is not just a 
responsibility of teachers 
in the classroom; it takes 
everyone – parents, teach-
ers, and communities – to 
help a child learn to read. 
Reading not only builds 
self-esteem and leads to 
a higher quality of life 
for the individual, it also 
builds a robust workforce, 
which leads to improved 
economic development 
opportunities for commu-
nities. I look forward to 
seeing enhanced commu-
nity collaboration through 
this program and recog-
nizing the winners next 
summer.”

“We are making great 
strides in all three focus 
areas of the R.I.S.E. Ar-
kansas initiative,” Johnny 
Key, ADE secretary, said. 
“Since the launch of the 
initiative, we have recog-
nized schools for outstand-
ing reading programs, and 
it seems appropriate to 
extend that acknowledge-
ment to communities for 
their role and support in 

enhancing reading ini-
tiatives both inside and 
outside the classroom. I 
encourage every school in 
the state to work with lo-
cal community partners to 
grow reading programs in 
the community to include 
readers of all ages.”

To participate, commu-
nities (which can include 
a combination of schools 
and various community or-
ganizations) should submit 
a letter of commitment to 
DESE by August announc-
ing plans to participate in 
the program. Participants 
will then spend the next 
year developing their ini-
tiative, implementing their 

program, and reviewing 
and making revisions.

DESE team members 
will provide technical 
support, resources, and 
collaboration opportuni-
ties and will conduct site 
and event visits. Artifacts 
and evidence will be sub-
mitted for review in the 
spring of 2022, with the 
award winners announced 
in the summer of 2022. 
Participants are encour-
aged to showcase strong 
communication practices, 
resource utilization, and 
creativity in outreach pro-
grams.

To learn more, please vis-
it https://bit.ly/3xTt6pc.

Speed performance allowing you to stream & download shows, music, photos, large files and more on multiple devices

844-452-6769

HughesNet is a registered trademark of Hughes Network Systems, LLC, an EchoStar company.

The HughsNet Gen5 service plans are designed to deliver download speeds of 25 Mbps and upload speeds of 3 Mbps, but individual customers may experience different speeds at different times of the day. Speeds and uninterrupted use are not guaranteed

andmay vary based on a variety of factors including: the configuration of your computer, the number of concurrent users, network of Internet congestion, the capabilities and content of the websites you are accessing, networkmanagement practices as deemed

necessary, and other factors. When you connected to HughesNet service using Wi-Fi, your experience will vary based on your proximity to the Wi-Fi source and the strength of the signal.

*Speeds may vary depending on distance, line quality and number of devices used concurrently. Subject to availability. Some prices shown may be introductory offers. Equipment fees, taxes and other fees and restrictions may apply.

**Speed comparison based on 1.5 Mbps DSL.

CONTACT YOUR LOCAL AUTHORIZED RETAILER

EARTHLINK INTERNET
HIGH SPEED INTERNET

Enjoy big-time Internet speeds without spending big bucks!

Get Connected for as low as

$14.95/mo.

• 50X faster than DSL!!** • High speed with fiber optic technology

• Fast download time for streaming videos, music and more!

HyperLink™ High-Speed Internet

Connection speeds up to 75 Mbps*

For the first 3 months (Offers vary by speed & location)

Get Connected for as low as

$49.99/mo.

• Fast speeds up to 25 Mbps • Available everywhere

• Larger data allowance (up to 50 GB per month)

Satellite Internet
What you get with HughesNet Satellite Internet:

first 12 months

NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE AN

ENVIRONMENAL IMPACT STATEMENT

WHAT: The FHWA, in coordination with the

Arkansas Department of Transportation

(ARDOT), is issuing a Notice of Intent

(NOI) to solicit comments and advise

the public, agencies, and stakeholders

of an Environmental Impact Statement

(EIS) that will be prepared to study

the effects of a highway project under

consideration for the Highway 67

corridor in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and

Randolph counties, Arkansas.

WHEN: Comments on the NOI or

Supplementary NOI Information

document must be received on or before

July 31, 2021

WHERE: Online Versions of the Notice of Intent:

Future 57.TransportationPlanroom.com

or regulations.gov

Print Version of the Notice of Intent:

Corning, Randolph Co. and Lawrence

Co. Libraries. Hours vary.
****************************************************

Sponsor: FHWA and ARDOT

Special communication or accommodation needs under the

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) may contact Lindi

Miller, 4701 Northshore Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118,

call 501-823-0730, or email PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.

com. The hearing or speech impaired, may contact the

Arkansas Relay System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests should

be made at least 4 days prior to the end of the comment period.

NOTICE OF NONDISCRIMINATION: The Arkansas

Department of Transportation (Department) complies with all

civil rights provisions of federal statutes and related authorities

that prohibit discrimination in programs and activities receiving

federal financial assistance. Therefore, the Department does not

discriminate on the basis of race, sex, color, age, national origin,

religion (not applicable as a protected group under the Federal

Motor Carrier Safety Administration Title VI Program), disability,

Limited English Proficiency (LEP), or low-income status in

the admission, access to and treatment in the Department’s

programs and activities, as well as the Department’s hiring or

employment practices. Complaints of alleged discrimination

and inquiries regarding the Department’s nondiscrimination

policies may be directed to Joanna P. McFadden Section Head

- EEO/DBE (ADA/504/Title VI Coordinator), P. 0. Box 2261,

Little Rock, AR 72203, (501)569- 2298, (Voice/TTY 711),

or the following email address: joanna.mcfadden@ardot.gov

Free language assistance for LEP individuals is available upon

request.This notice is available from the ADA/504/Title VI

Coordinator in large print, on audiotape and in Braille.

ARDOT Job 100512; Docket No. FHWA-2021-00091-800-560-1782

SAVE 60% on INSTALLATION
of a NEWBATHTUB

or SHOWER!
New orders only. Minimum purchase required. Cannot be combined with any other offer.

Does not include material costs. Other restrictions may apply.

Ask about 12 Months
Same as Cash Financing!
Senior & Military Discounts!

With minimum purchase and approved credit. Other restrictions may apply.

Receive a

$200 Target Gift Card
with Your Purchase!

New orders only. Minimum purchase required. Does not include material costs.

Cannot be combined with any other offer. Other restrictions may apply.

DreamBathroom Sale!

DON’T JUSTKINDATV.
DIRECTV.

CHOICE™ Package

$69
99
mo

For12mos.plus taxesand fees.

W/24-mo. agmt. Autopay & paperless bill req’d. Prices higher in 2nd year. Regional Sports Fee up to $9.99/mo. is extra & applies.*

Watch your favorite live sports, news

and entertainment anywhere

DIRECTV offers more top premium

channels than DISH

1-855-400-3297
Iv Support Holdings LLC

Don’t settle for cable. Call now!

1-YR ALL INCLUDEDOFFER: Ends 7/11/21. Available only in the U.S. (excludes Puerto Rico and U.S.V.I.). Pricing forfirst 12mos. only. After 12mos. or loss of eligibility, then prevailing rate applies (currently $122/mo. for CHOICE),
unless canceled or changed prior to end of the promo period. Pricing subj to change. $5/mo. autopay/paperless bill discount:Must enroll in autopay & paperless bill within 30 days of TV activation to receive bill credit starting
in 1-3 bill cycles. First time credit will include all credits earned sincemeeting offer requirements. Must maintain autopay/paperless bill and valid email address to continue credits. No credits in 2nd year for autopay/paperless bill. Includes:
CHOICE Pkg., monthly service & equipment fees for one Genie HD DVR, and standard pro installation. Additional Fees & Taxes: Price excludes applicable use tax expense surcharge on retail value of installation, custom installation,
equipment upgrades/add-ons (min. $99 one-time & $7/mo. monthly fees for each extra receiver/DIRECTV Ready TV/Device), and certain other add’l fees & charges. Call for additional details. Different offers may apply for eligible
multi-dwelling unit and telco customers. DIRECTV SVC TERMS: Subject to Equipment Lease & Customer Agreements. Must maintain a min. base TV pkg of $29.99/mo. Some offers may not be available through all channels
and in select areas. Visit directv.com/legal or call for details. Programming, pricing, promotions, restrictions & terms subject to change &may bemodified, discontinued or terminated at any timewithout notice.
Offers may not be combinedwith other promotional offers on the same services andmay bemodified or discontinued at any timewithout notice. Other conditions apply to all offers. ©2021 AT&T Intellectual Property. All Rights Reserved.
AT&T, Globe logo, DIRECTV, and all other DIRECTV marks contained herein are trademarks of AT&T Intellectual Property and/or AT&T affiliated companies. All other marks are the property of their respective owners

Satellite Internet That is Unlimited
With No Hard Data Limits!

2

1-844-717-1819
HughesNet is a registered trademark of Hughes Network Systems, LLC, an EchoStar Company.
2 If you exceed your monthly plan data, you will experience reduced data speeds until the start of your next billing period. Reduced speeds will typically be in the range
of 1 – 3 Mbps and may causeWeb sites to load more slowly or affect the performance of certain activities, such as video streaming or large downloads/uploads.

CALLTODAY - LIMITED SPECIAL OFFERS INYOUR AREA!

25Mbps Download Speed
25mbps download and 3mbps upload1

No Hard Data Limits2

Wi-Fi Built-In
Connect your wireless devices at home

Call For Special Offers In Your Area
Pricing varies by region

Promo Number: 285

% % %
OFF OFF OFF15 10 5

AND! +

YOUR ENTIRE

PURCHASE*
SENIOR & MILITARY

DISCOUNTS

TO THE FIRST

50 CALLERS!**

*For those who qualify. One coupon per household. No obligation estimate valid for 1 year. ** Offer valid at estimate only. CSLB# 1035795
DOPL #10783658-5501 License# 7656 License# 50145 License# 41354 License# 99338 License# 128344 License# 218294 License# 603
233 977 License# 2102212986 License# 2106212946 License# 2705132153A License# LEAFFNW822JZ License# WV056912 License#
WC-29998-H17 Nassau HIC License# H01067000 Registration# 176447 Registration# HIC.0649905 Registration# C127229 Registration#
C127230 Registration# 366920918 Registration# PC6475 Registration# IR731804 Registration# 13VH09953900 Registration# PA069383
Suffolk HIC License# 52229-H

1-855-977-9614
CALL US TODAY FOR
A FREE ESTIMATE

NO MORE GUTTER CLEANING,
OR YOUR MONEY
BACK GUARANTEED!

Mon-Thurs: 8am-11pm, Fri-Sat: 8am-5pm, Sun: 2pm-8pm EST

Imagine The Difference You Can Make

1-866-587-0119
DONATE YOUR CAR
Imagine The Difference You Can MakeImagine The Difference You Can Make

1-866-587-011
DONATE YOUR CAR

Ask About A FREE 3 Day
Vacation Voucher To Over

20 Destinations!!!

DONATE YOUR CAR

FREE TOWING
TAX DEDUCTIBLE
FREE TOWIN
TAX DEDUCTIBLE

Help Prevent Blindness

Get A Vision Screening Annually

Call to get your FREE Information Kit

1-844-210-6510
or visit dental50plus.com/arpress

Includes the Participating (in GA: Designated) Providers and Preventive Benefits Rider. Product
not available in all states. Acceptance guaranteed for one insurance policy/certificate of this
type. Contact us for complete details about this insurance solicitation. This specific offer is not
available in CO, NY; call 1-800-969-4781 or respond for similar offer. Certificate C250A (ID: C250E;
PA: C250Q); Insurance Policy P150 (GA: P150GA; NY: P150NY; OK: P150OK; TN: P150TN); Rider kinds
B438/B439 (GA: B439B).
6255

DENTAL Insurance

Get Dental Insurance from Physicians Mutual

Insurance Company. It helps cover over 350

procedures — from cleanings and fillings to crowns

and dentures.

• See any dentist you want,
but save more with one in our network

• No deductible, no annual maximum

• Immediate coverage for preventive care
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4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
 
 
TEL 501.376.3633  
FAX 501.372.8042   
 
 

www.GarverUSA.com 
  
June 30, 2021 

 
 
Sergio Burtrón 
La Jefa 99.3 FM 
3654 Park Av. 
Memphis, TN 38111 
sburtron@butronmedia.com 
 
Re: PSA – Notice of Intent for Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Mr. Burtón: 

Your assistance is requested in publicizing a Notice of Intent to solicit comments and advise the 
public, agencies, and stakeholders of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that will be prepared to 
study the effects of a highway project under consideration for the Highway 67 corridor in Clay, Greene, 
Lawrence, and Randolph counties, Arkansas. In compliance with Title VI regulations, it is important that 
we reach as many minority listeners as possible. We have identified La Jefa 99.3 FM as the station 
capable of addressing our announcement needs. 

Enclosed please find a paid service announcement with general information about the NOI 
documents that will be available to the public beginning July 1, 2021. We request that two PSAs run daily 
starting on Thursday, July 1 through Sunday, July 4, 2021. 
 

Send invoice for payment to:  
Garver 
Attn: Lindi Miller - 17017535 
4701 Northshore Drive 
North Little Rock, AR 72118 
Email: LKMiller@GarverUSA.com 
 

If you have questions regarding the written announcement or need additional information, please call me 
at 501-823-0758 or LKMiller@GarverUSA.com. 
 
Sincerely, 
GARVER 

 
Lindi Miller 
Communications Specialist 
 
Enclosure 
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Mr. Burtrón 
June 30, 2021 
Page 2 of 2 
 

 
   PSA Notice 

Aviso de reunión pública   
 

La Administración Federal de Carreteras (FHWA), en cooperación con el 
Departamento de Transporte de Arkansas (ARDOT), esta emitiendo este (NOI): o 
Aviso de Intención (por sus siglas en ingles), que significa, un aviso al publico 
acerca de algún proyecto futuro.  El mismo tiene la intensión de solicitar 
comentarios y asesorar al publico, agencias, y los inversionistas, acerca de una 
(EIS)  o Declaración de Impacto Ambiental (según la sigla en ingles), y que se 
preparará para estudiar los efectos de un proyecto en una autopista, y que esta 
actualmente en consideración para el tramo de la autopista Highway 67, en los 
condados de Clay, Greene, Lawrence, y Randolph, en Arkansas. 

Su Comentario en relación a la Noticia de Intento,  …o NOI como mencionamos 
anteriormente, a la vez del documento de  información adicional de NOI, se 
aceptarán a más tardar el dia 31 de julio del 2021. 

Dichos documentos están disponibles en el número de expediente FHWA-2021-
0009 en el sitio web regulations.gov, y en el sitio web del proyecto, que está 
ubicado en: Future57.TransportationPlanroom.com.  

La versión impresa esta disponible para examinar y analizar, en la biblioteca en 
Corning, y las bibliotecas en los condados de Randolph y Lawrence.  

Las horas de operación varían.  

Este ha sido un mensaje de La Jefa 99.3 FM… FHWA, y el Departamento de 
Transporte de Arkansas ARDOT.  

 

### 
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1

Miller, Lindi K.

From: PublicInvolvement@garverusa.com
Sent: Sunday, August 1, 2021 5:00 PM
To: Public Involvement
Subject: NOI Comment Form Submission

A comment on the NOI Comment form has been submitted. 
 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR A PROPOSED HIGHWAY PROJECT IN 
ARKANSAS 
 
Agency: Federal Highway Administration and Arkansas Department of Transportation 
Docket No.: FHWA‐2021‐0009 
ARODT Job 100512 
Walnut Ridge ‐ Missouri State Line (Future I‐57) 
Clay, Greene, Lawrence and Randolph Counties 
 
Comments on the Notice of Intent (NOI) or the Supplementary NOI Information document must be received on or 
before July 31, 2021. 
 
Date: 2021‐08‐01 
Name: Frank Binkley 
Address: 1813 Corbet St Walnut Ridge, AR 72476 
Email: fbinkley78@gmail.com 
Comments: We own and farm a farm southwest of O'Kean that lays in corridor 3. This farm was part of an EQUIP 
program through NRCS. The EQUIP program did a cost share to built a reservoir and set up a tailwater recovery system. I 
corridor 3 is chosen and stays on its current path it would basically take out this project. 
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2

Miller, Lindi K.

From: PublicInvolvement@garverusa.com
Sent: Sunday, July 18, 2021 11:36 PM
To: Public Involvement
Subject: NOI Comment Form Submission

A comment on the NOI Comment form has been submitted. 
 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR A PROPOSED HIGHWAY PROJECT IN 
ARKANSAS 
 
Agency: Federal Highway Administration and Arkansas Department of Transportation 
Docket No.: FHWA‐2021‐0009 
ARODT Job 100512 
Walnut Ridge ‐ Missouri State Line (Future I‐57) 
Clay, Greene, Lawrence and Randolph Counties 
 
Comments on the Notice of Intent (NOI) or the Supplementary NOI Information document must be received on or 
before July 31, 2021. 
 
Date: 2021‐07‐18 
Name: Edward Harthorn 
Address: Lincoln, Nebraska 
Email: edwardharthorn@yahoo.com 
Comments: As a former Lawrence County resident, I believe that the Alternative 2 route that leaves the existing 5‐lane 
highway between Walnut Ridge and Pocahontas intact would provide the best solution for both local residents and 
through drivers. A interchange should definitely be built for WR Airport/Industrial Park/Williams Baptist University 
traffic, whether at County Rd 416 as shown at the map or at County Rd 408 (or, even better yet, along an eastward 
extension of Lawrence Rd 414, which would eliminate a potentially hazardous 90‐degree curve for drivers compared to 
Rd 408, be much closer to much of the area served compared to Rd 416, and minimize the potential environmental 
impact to Village Creek that an interchange directly at Rd 408 might cause. So, I think extending Rd 414 to meet the 
interstate could be the best solution there, perhaps. Very much looking forward to seeing this project completed‐‐ much 
needed!  
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