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INTRODUCTION

Coordination for the Page Avenue Extension has occurred for more than two
decades. Section 3.4, Comments and Coordination, of the accompanying Section
6(f) Evaluation, relates a historical overview of the genesis and evolution of
the Page Avenue Extension Red Alignment as well as St. Louis County’s Creve Coeur
Lake Memorial Park (CCLMP). The introductory summary below and the following
letters relate to pertinent communications with various agencies, entities, and
individuals since the EIS was initiated in 1988. Volumes of correspondence
refating to this project have been received by MHTD as part of the EIS review.
Key issues and representative samples of primary coordination documentation
relating to environmental issues are included in this document. MHTD files
contain additional coordination letters and comments received from interested
parties. This introduction is divided into three sections: Scoping Meetings,
Pre-DEIS Coordination, and Post-DEIS Coordination.

Scoping Meetings

1. February 24, 1988: First Scoping Meeting

Inasmuch as this was the first scoping meeting, an introduction of the
project and proposed schedule were presented. It was established that
funds were available to build improvements from Bennington Place to Route
94 at this time.

A representative of the St. Louis County Department of Highways and
Traffic prompted discussion relating to an interchange at Amiot. (By
early 1990, 1in response to Tocal public opinion, this idea was dropped.)

A representative of the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) indicated
that the EIS should address secondary impacts which result from an
interchange with the proposed Earth City Expressway Extension and Route D.
The Missouri Highway and Transportation Department (MHTD} indicated that
Earth City Expressway Extension was a local issue and not part of this
project.

The USFWS representative questioned how CCLMP would be crossed. MHTD
representatives indicated a bridge structure would be primary mechanism.

The USFWS representative noted that for the Red Alignment all applicable
statutes for Section 4{f) and NEPA would need to be followed. MHTD
indicated the appropriate environmental statutes would be followed.

2. March 25, 1988: Second Scoping Meeting

Comments from St. Louis County representatives indicated that, until Earth
City Expressway Extension is constructed, an interchange to the west of
Creve Coeur Mill Road would help avoid additional impacts to Creve Coeur
Lake Memorial Park. MHTD agreed this would be a better situation.



St. Louis County also indicated that a half-diamond interchange to the
west at Amiot Drive would improve local service but would require closing
Seven Pines Drive.

Other discussions related to comments from representatives of the City of
St. Charles, the St. Charles County Highway Department, the City of St.
Peters, and the Page Avenue Bridge Committee concerned access and
connecting road alignments along Route 94.

3. October 18, 1988: Third Scoping Meeting

A representative of the Page Avenue Bridge Committee asked for information
concerning the completion schedule of the EIS.

A representative of the City of Maryland Heights expressed interest in the
proposed Amiot Drive interchange and requested to be kept advised of any
changes.

A representative of St. Louis County indicated that the EIS should address
replacement land for crossing CCLMP.

Attendees at the scoping meetings, hosted by MHTD, included representatives from
USEPA, COE, St. Charles County, St. Louis County, Missouri’s House of
Representatives, USFWS, the Missouri Department of Conservation, the Page Avenue
Bridge Committee, the East-West Gateway Coordinating Council, FHWA and local
residents as well as other interested individuals.

PRE-DEIS COORDINATION

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers {COE}. Kansas City District

On October 19, 1988, the MHTD sent a letter to the COE requesting comments
concerning regulatory wetlands and other environmental matters for the proposed
action. A follow-up letter requesting COE to become a cooperating agency was
transmitted on July 11, 1989. A previous letter of June 3, 1987 from COE had
indicated that it would be a cooperating agency. The 1988 and 1989 leiters were
provided to coordinate with the new COE District Engineer.

There was additional coordination with COE personnel at the dJefferson City
Resident Engineer Office concerning a preliminary field site visit. COE
personnel indicated it would be premature on their part to visit the project area
until a selected alignment was determined. Afterward, field site visits and
coordination with COE could be completed and a 404 Permit requested and

finalized.

U. S. Coast Guard (USCG), Second District

On October 19, 1988, MHTD sent a letter to the Bridge Branch, U. S. Coast Guard,
Second District, concerning the proposed project. The USCG responded indicating
a preference for the Green Alignment crossing of the Missouri River for purposes
of navigation. However, the Red Alignment crossing could be approved if design
considerations were adequate for navigation purposes. Once the Selected
Alternate is approved, a bridge permit will be requested.

2



Coordination between MHTD and USCG has resulted in the USCG agreeing to be a
cooperating agency during the EIS process.

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFHWS)

On June 12, 1987, MHTD received correspondence from the USFWS in response to the
notice of intent to prepare an EIS for the Page Avenue Extension published in the
Federal Register on May 21, 1987. USFWS concerns were identified as the adverse
impacts to parks by extending Page Avenue through Creve Coeur Lake Memorial Park
and the secondary impacts of development in the floodplain area, including the
proposed Earth City Expressway Extension. Representatives from USFWS attended
the three scoping meetings, a special resource agency coordination meeting on
March 29, 1988, and an on-site coordination meeting on August 1989 at CCLMP.

On October 19, 1988, MHTD requested specific comments from USFWS about the Page
Avenue Extension concerning threatened or endangered species. Based on a January
29, 1987 Tetter from USFWS noting concern for the wintering habitat of the bald
eagle, a special biological assessment was conducted during the winter of 1988-
1989. No critical habitat or use of the area was noted for the bald eagle.
Subsequent correspondence from USFWS noted that no critical habitat would be
encountered along the alternate alignments for the Page Avenue Extension.

In response to secondary and cumulative effects of potential floodplain
development, a separate EIS is being conducted for the extension of the Earth
City Expressway Extension by Booker Associates, Inc. for the St. Louis County
Department of Highways and Traffic. (Some future St. Louis County development
scenarios are noted in the Page Avenue Extension EIS 1in its Floodplain
Development section. Progress on the Earth City Expressway Extension DEIS
stopped in 1990 because of lack of funding in St. Louis County and reassessment
of priorities.

The probability of floodplain development is, in fact, negligible until flood
protection is provided for the area. Neither Page Avenue Extension nor Earth
City Expressway Extension (to be built at grade) will provide flood protection
for development.

U. S. Department of Aqriculture, Soil Conservation Service {SCS)

Coordination with SCS occurred during July 1989 in order to evaluate the effect
of the proposed alignments on prime and unique farmlands. Forms AD 1006 were
prepared and sent to SCS offices for St. Louis and St. Charles Counties.
Completed forms were returned on August 30 and August 31, 1989. Revised forms
with refined total acreage required amounts which better evaluated the alignment
for their total length were submitted and returned January 8, 1990.

None of the build alternates exceeds the 160 threshold Timit that would require
consideration of modification of the route.

U. S. Fnvironmental Protection Agency (USEPA)

Contact has been made by MHTD during preparation of the Page Avenue Extension
DEIS. Representatives of the USEPA attended scoping meetings and a special



St. Charles County

Contact with St. Charles County officials and interest groups throughout the
scoping meetings and additional meetings relative to specific design issues.
Several meetings were conducted with the Page Avenue Bridge Committee and several
State Senators and Representatives.

Spring Bend Estates

As originally conceptualized, the Red Alignment would have impacted this historic
site and its unique native wildflower garden. Numerous letters from interested
Tocal persons and groups were submitted to MHTD, the Missouri Highway and
Transportation Commission, U. S. Senator Danforth, and Dr. Peter Raven, Director
of the Missouri Botanical Garden. A majority of the letters indicated a desire
for Page Avenue to avoid this site, if possible. MHTD District 6 ("St. Louis
Metro District") staff worked with the property owner, Mr. and Mrs. Knowles, and
moved the alignment northward to miss any buildings as well as avoid the impact
to the flower garden.

Amiot Drive

The second issue that generated a substantial Tetter-writing campaign (100+
letters) was the prospective meetings of Page Avenue and Amiot Drive. The
concept of a half-diamond interchange at Amiot Drive and a requisite closing part
of this local thoroughfare, created strong interest. The interchange was in
response to earlier concerns regarding access to Page Avenue and relief for the
Westport commercial/office area east of Route I-270. As a result of a series of
meetings with local residents, MHTD revised the Red Alignment soas to keep Amiot
Drive open. It was agreed that Page Avenue would be grade-separated below Amiot
Drive and that there would be no interchange.

Other Meetings/Contacts

Many other meetings and interviews have occurred. Included were interviews with
representatives of each community affected by any route; contacts with
representatives of utilities to determine conflicts and their future projects;
additional meetings with neighborhood groups; speaking engagements at local civic
and professional organizations; meetings with environmental groups and natural
resource agencies; discussions with interested groups concerning transit
operations in St. Charles; and the contacts with the Gateway Traiinet, Inc.
organization.

POST-DEIS COORDINATION

The Page Avenue Extension’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS),
including a Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation as an appendix, was widely
disseminated beginning in late May of 1990. A public hearing was held in the
City of St. Charles on June 28, 1990. Over 1,000 people attended and 64
individuals made statements of some kind. It is fair to observe that a large
majority of those speaking favored the Red Alignment, including all government
officials and most representatives of private organizations as well as interested
individuals. Audience reactions also indicated strong support for the Red
Alignment.



However, it should also be noted that opposition to the Red Alignment was
expressed that helped shape the subsequent environmental review process. For
example, an attorney for the Royal Pines Condominium Association at the hearing
first advanced the concept of what ultimately was evaluated as the Yellow
Segment, a St. Louis County route that would make maximum use of a utility
corridor to avoid direct impacts to CCLMP.

The original DEIS written comment period was scheduled to end August 1, 1990.
It was first extended to October 1, 1990 and then extended indefinitely
thereafter for substantiating comments relating to issues that were unresolved
at the time of the DEIS. Written comments have been received from a broad
spectrum of federal and state agencies, county and local governments, private
organizations, residential groups and concerned individuals.

The majority of public written comments have been consistently supportive of the
Red Alignment. However, one major 1990 modification of the Red Alignment in St.
Charles County was prompted by public hearing statement as well as subsequent
written comments and numerous other contacts and communications. As originally
routed, the Red Alignment would have passed through the Timberwood Trails
subdivision with the loss of eleven residences. Ultimately, the Red Alignment
was re-routed to the south to avoid Timberwood Trails.

On November 2, 1990 the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission adopted
the Red Alignment as the State of Missouri’s Selected Alternate for the Page
Avenue Extension.

In January of 1991, MHTD began several months of negotiations with St. Louis

- . County to.develop mitigation package that was titled the Enhancement Plan for the

Red Alignment’s CCLMP impacts. The resulting plan comprises many ideas suggested
by St. Louis County. It was approved by the Missouri Highway and Transportation
Commission on May 3, 1991 and has been an integral element of the Red Alignment
ever since. The stipulations of that plan are an integral part of the mitigation
required by Section 601 of the Pipeline Safety Act.

Written and other communications involving other governmental entities,
environmental organizations, and residential groups both preceded and followed
the events described above. For example, since the DEIS was issued, there have
been one or more written comments from eleven U. S. Government agencies, four
State of Missouri agencies and numerous local governments and elected officials.
Local authorities and representatives from St. Charles County, in particuiar,
have continually voiced the need for the Page Avenue Extension and their wishes
to accelerate the process of its approval.

Federal and State Government concerns regarding the Page Avenue Extension in
general, and the Red Alignment in particular, generally have reflected the
orientation and missions of the reviewing agencies. These concerns can be
grouped, in large part, into seven broad classifications.

1. More/Better Information. Various requests have been made for more or
better information including, but not Tlimited to, more detail or
specificity, new points to explore, updates, corrections, quantifications
of impacts, etc.



2. Creve Coeur Lake Memorial Park. No single issue has received more
scrutiny than the efficacy of traversing St. Louis County’s CCLMP with the
Red Alignment. Alignments that avoid CCLMP have been evaluated (the
Green-Black, Yellow-Black and Blue Segments in combination with the Red
Alignment) and determined to produce adverse local impacts of collective
extraordinary magnitude. Techniques to mitigate Red Alignment impacts to
CCLMP, including but not limited to the mitigation plan, have also been
examined further. This has cuiminated in the mitigation requirements of
Section 601 of the Pipeline Safety Act.

3. Floodplain Impacts/Development. Much attention has been devoted to
floodpTain impacts along the Missouri River and, to a much lesser extent,
Dardenne Creek 1in St. Charies County. The possibility of induced
development throughout St. Louis County’s expanse of the Missouri River
fioodplain, facilitated by new levees and/or the proposed Earth City
Expressway Extension, has been discounted.

4, Missouri River Bridge Placement/Design/Flood Impacts. Potential impacts
of the Red Alignment’s Missouri River bridge have been considered and it
has been determined that the final design will provide for a bridge
structure that will not increase the base flood elevation. A similar
process during the design phase will provide structures over the
regulatory floodways of Creve Coeur lLake and tributaries that will not
increase the base flood elevation.

5. KATY Trail State Park. Potential impacts to the KATY Trail State Park
{previously known as Missouri River Train} have been determined along with
appropriate mitigation measures. No avoidance alternatives are possible
relative to the KATY Trail State Park. Given its Tocation along the
Missouri River’s St. Charles County shore, any Missouri River crossing
must span the trail. Section 601 of the Pipeline Safety Act waives the
requirements of Section 4(f) for the trail.

6. Wetlands/Mitigation.  Wetland impacts have been delineated and an
appropriate mitigation plan is being coordinated with representatives from
the Kansas City District, Corps of Engineers, the U. S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the Missouri Department of Conservation.

7. Noise. Potential Red Alignment noise impacts have been ongoing concerns
at three locations: the residential areas along the Red Alignment in St.
Louis County. CCLMP and the KATY Trail State Park. Noise impacts have
been projected and required mitigation measures specified.

Numerous other concerns have been expressed by reviewing agencies. However, the
seven capsule summaries tend to highlight the most protracted or contentious
issues. There were broad, expanding areas of consensus in other realms.

In order to facilitate post-DEIS coordination, MHTD arranged several large-scale
interagency meetings, one of which included a tour of the St. Louis County
project area for reviewers based outside of Metropolitan St. Louis. These events
were intended to supplement, not replace, smaller meetings, correspondence,
telephone conversations, etc. in resolving specific issues.



On August 28, 1991, MHTD hosted a St. Louis meeting. Attendees included
representative of St. Louis County’s Department of Parks and Recreation, the
Missouri Department of Natural Resources (DNR), the National Park Service (NPS),
the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), MHTD Commissioners and Booker Associates, Inc. The agenda included a
history of the project, a discussion of the Build Alternates, a review of the
mitigation plan and a tour of CCLMP, a tour of the neighborhoods where the Red
Alignment and alternate alignments would pass through, and visits to key
Tocations in the Missouri River floodplain.

FHWA chaired another interagency meeting in Kansas City on October 30, 1991.
Participants included MHTD representatives as well as Regional Directors and
staff for NPS, USFWS, the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), the U.
S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE), and the U. S. Coast Guard (USCG). NPS said it
was "favorably impressed" with the mitigation plan and a general consensus
emerged that the Page Avenue Extension is a necessary project. Additional
coordination with agency technical personnel was considered mandatory to resolve
pending issues.

Jefferson City, Missouri was the site of a two-day series of meeting sponsored
by MHTD on December 10 and 11, 1991. Representatives from the following
governmental agencies attended some or all of the sessions: FHWA, USFWS, USEPA,
COE, the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Missouri’s Department of
Conservation (MDC), St. Charles County’s Planning Department and Booker
Associates, Inc. Outstanding issues to be resolved and specific plans to provide
specific solutions were developed in conference or detailed steps were outlines
that would be necessary to resolve the remaining issues.

Listed below are key meeting dates and a brief synopsis of elements associated
with the meetings that occurred during the period January 1992 up to the
publication of this FEIS:

January 10, 1992. MHTD met with DNR-SHPO to review historic architectural
properties and archaeological survey work. Discussed eligibility issues and
possible impacts to properties.

January 29, 1992. MHTD met with the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Kansas City
District (KCD) to discuss wetland delineation and wetland mitigation planning.

January 31, 1892. MHTD discussed wetland jurisdictional issues by telephone with
KCD.

February 4, 1992. MHTD met with DNR-SHPO staff to discuss additional information
and address design alternatives relating to the proposed action.

February 10, 1992. MHTD met with DNR-SHPO staff to discuss historic
architectural properties and issues of effect.

March 2, 1992. MHTD and MHTD and DNR-SHPO discussed the history of MHTD efforts
to avoid or minimize impacts to historical architectural properties with DNR-
SHPO, including very early interagency coordination discussion indicating
Tocation and design revisions to the proposed action.




March 30, 1992. Secretary Manual Lujan of the U. S. Department of the Interior
visited Creve Coeur Lake Memorial Park to assess the project and its fmpacts.
A field tour was conducted with the MHTD, national, state and local officials;
citizens expressed their views at the park.

September 24, 1992. MHTD and KCD discussed the status of the proposed action.

October 6, 1992. U. S. Congress passed the Pipeline Safety Act of 1992 which
includes Section 601. This provides the opportunity for the Secretary of the
Department of Transportation to grant a waiver of Section 4(f) for the Red
Alignment.

October 13, 1992. MHTD sent DNR copy of park enhancement plan proposed after
circulation of Draft EIS in 1990.

October 14, 1992. MHTD and DNR discussed issues related to Creve Coeur Lake
Memorial Park and the conversion of parklands to highway use as that relates to
the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) Act.

October 15, 1992. MHTD met with FHWA, DNR, St. Louis County, U. S. Congressional
staff and also with the Department of the Interior in Washington, D.C. to discuss
the proposed action.

October 16, 1992. Preliminary Final EIS II circulated to ter (10) agencies for
review and comment with Section 601 legislation.

October 16, 1992. MHTD and FHWA attended a meeting with DNR staff to discuss
proposed action and Section 601.

October 20, 1992. MHTD and FHWA conducted a meeting with KCD staff and Jefferson
City representative of KCD to address wetland delineation issues.

October 21, 1992. MHTD and FHWA met with DNR-SHPO staff to address impacts to
cultural resources possibly caused by the proposed action, ‘

October 22, 1992. MHTD and DNR-SHPO staff conducted an in-field assessment of
architectural properties that would possibly be impacted by the proposed action.

October 23, 1992. FHWA wrote to National Park Service accepting NPS as a
cooperating agency for the Final EIS.

October 23, 1992. MHTD and Missouri Department of Conservation (MDC) staff
discussed wetland mitigation for proposed action.

October 26, 1992. President George Bush signed the Pipeline Safety Act of 1992
into law.

October 26, 1992. MHTD Page Avenue Committee met. The committee included a
staff representative from DNR.

October 27, 1992. MHTD and U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) staff discussed
Preliminary Final EIS matters.
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October 28, 1992. MHTD conducted a conference call with U. S. Department of the
Interior staff to discuss Section 601 and CCLMP.

October 29, 1992. MHTD, FHWA and DNR-SHPO staffs met to address impacts to
potential historic properties. SHPO signed Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the
proposed action.

October 29, 1992. FHWA sent MOA to Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(ACHP) for execution.

October 29, 1992. MHTD, FHWA, FWS and MDC staff met to discuss issues of concern

to FWS and MDC.

October 30, 1992. MHTD and NPS staff discussed proposed action and comments on
Preliminary Final EIS.

November 2, 1992. MHTD Page Avenue Committee met. The committee included a
staff representative from DNR.

November 3, 1992. MHTD and MDC staff discussed comments on Preliminary Final
EIS.

November 3. 1992. MHTD and KCD discussed preliminary information on wetland
delineation. Later, they discussed the initiation of the Section 404 permit
process.

November 3, 1992. MHTD and DNR discussed comments on Preliminary Final EIS.

November 4, 1992. FHWA wrote to the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
accepting them as a cooperating agency for the Final EIS. MHTD and FWS discussed
comments on Preliminary Final EIS.

November 4, 1992. MHTD and U. S. Coast Guard staff discussed comments on the
Prefiminary Final EIS.

November 4. 1992. MHTD and DNR discussed comments on Preliminary Final EIS.

November 4, 1992. MHTD and EPA Regional Office discussed comments on Preliminary
Final EIS.

November 5, 1992. MHTD and EPA discussed comments on Preliminary Final EIS.

November 6, 1992. MHTD, FHWA and DNR met to discuss CCLMP, cultural resources
and other matters.

November 6. 1992. Information on possible noise impacts to CCLMP FAXed to NPS,
DNR and St. Louis County. Later conference call with NPS and St. Louis County
with staff of DNR, MHTD and FHWA resolved issue of noise impacts taking in CCLMP.

November 6, 1992. MHTD and DNR discussed comments on Preliminary Final EIS.

November 9, 1992. MHTD and DNR discussed comments on Preliminary Final EIS.

11



November 89, 1992. MHTD Page Avenue Committee met.

November 9, 1992. MHTD and EPA discussed comments on Preliminary Final EIS.

November 9, 1992. MHTD and ACHP discussed additional information needed to allow
processing of MOA. Data is sent overnight to ACHP. MHTD and DNR-SHPO also
discussed this matter.

November §, 1992. MHTD and St. Louis District (SLD) of U. S. Army Corps of
Engineers discussed proposed action and coordination between KCD and SLD.

November 9, 1992. MHTD and KCD discussed continuing coordination.

November 10, 1892. MHTD, KCD and Jefferson City representative of KCD discussed
progress of wetland delineation.

Additional coordination occurred subsequent to November 10, 1992.

Throughout this process, MHTD has made a special effort to be responsive to the
public. Its District 6 personnel, in particular, have had innumerable face-to-
face contacts and meeting with individuals, residential groups and environmental
organizations as well as countless telephone contacts. As previously indicated,
public comments have shaped the environmental review process as well as the
ultimate design of the Red Alignment, the Selected Alternate. The deletion of
an interchange that was originally proposed at Amiot Drive in St. Louis County,
in spite of concerted support from the City of Maryland Heights and local
businesses, is a good example of responsiveness to the intense Tocal public
opinion that sought to eliminate this interchange.

A similar degree of effort has characterized MHTD’s relationships with concerned
governmental entities. Much of the balance of this document (Volume 3, Comments
and Coordination, Page Avenue Extension FEIS) comprises intergovernmental
correspondence and comments spanning the DEIS and FEIS preparation periods.
Collectively, this material evidences an ongoing commitment to identify, explore,
mitigate, and otherwise resolve all the problems atiendant to constructing a
targe modern freeway in a complex corridor of developed and natural environments.

12
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L N AUG 11 B9 180:41 MISSOURI HWY & TRANSPORTATION P35
| Souc

\, MISSOURI HIGHWAY AND G g

" Casitol Ave at eftarsom St © O Box 270, Jefferson Gity, MO 66102 (314] 7512851 Fax(314) 751 6885

July 11, 1989

DESIGN

Route D, st. Charles-g8t. Louls Countias

Page Avenue Extension

Job Noe. 6-U=D=8033B, 6=U-D=803C; and 6=U-D=§03D
Environmental Impact Statement

Cocperating Agency Request

Colonel Jehn H. Atkinsen
Commanding Officer

U. S. Azmy Corpe of EIngineers
Xansas City District

700 Faderal Office Building
601 Zast 12th Street :
Kansas City, Missouri 64106

Pear Colonel Atkinson:

The Missouri Highway and Iransportatien Department (MHTD),
in coerdination with the rederal Highway Adainistration
(FEWA) , is planning an extension of Page Avenue (Route D)
ffom Bennington Place in 8t. Louis County, across the
Misgouri River into st. Charles County to eithar Route 40=61
or Interstate 70. FHWA iz the lead fadersl agency for the
proposad actien.

An Environmental Impact Statement (EI8) is being prepared to
address impacts of the proposaed projects. The proposed
highvay is a multiple lane fully-accese controlled facility.
A nevw bridge will be built to span the Misgouri River, Four
bulld alternates are now being censidered in the EBIS.

We have corresponded previously with you regarding our
rasponsibilities under Section 404 of the Clean Water Agt,
Decause the propesed action crosses the floecdplain of the
Misseuri River thes possibility for impacting potential
wetland areas exists. Such wetlands would be under the
jurigdiation of the Corps of Enginesrs (CORE) pursuant to
Section 404.

Because of this we Tequeat that the COE bescems a cooperating
agency for the proposed action.

12A
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Colonel Jehn H, Atkinason
July 11, 1989
Page Two

We have corresponded previcusly regarding environmental
matters for the propesed actlon. To date we have held three
scoping meetings attended by agenciss, commercial interests,
and private citizens. Because no mere scoping neetings are
scheduled, no coeperatien is necessary on that matter from
your agency.

We anticipate that you will have the follewing
ragpensibllities as a cooperating ageney.

We are now preparing the draft EIS and you will net need to
write any portion of that document. However, any pertinent
comments which will contribute to the EIS ars requested.

After FHWA approval of the draft R1S, we shall be
circulating it for comments., We ask that you provide us
with Ieur couments on that decument, especizlly as thay
pertain to issues under your jurisdiction.

We shall be holding public hearings for the proposed actien
within the next year. We ask that you censider
participating at these haarings.

Pricr te completion of the final EIS and Record of Decision
(ROD), we anticipate that our agencies (COE, MHTD, and FHWA)
will conduet Jeint field reviews ralatad to potential
vetland impacts and mitigation measures. The results of
that cooperation will be incorporated inte the f£inal EIS and
ROD, if impacts are identifisd and mitigation iz required.

If you have any guestions about this matter, please contact
ug. We shall enjoy working with the COE as the proposed
action develops. .

Very truly yours,

Jin Roberts
Division Engineer
Design

mk/1g

copy! Gerald J. Reihsen
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY —
KANSAS CITY DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
700 FEDERAL BUILDING 2
KANSAS CITY. MISSOUR! 64106-2896 o

REPLY TO

ATTENTION o . February 1, 1989 | W

i
Permit Processing Section Ui)if

Mr. James F. Roberrs

Hissouri Highway andg
Transportacion Deparcnment

P.0. Box 270

~vefferson City, Missours 353102

c2ar !r. Roberts:

This letter is in response to your October L9,
~988 lectear, which fequested information regarding
the existence of wetlands within an area in both St.
Louis and St. Charles Councies in association with
the planning of an extension of Page Avenue.

N et

It has been our Policy not te make wetland dater-

sinations uneil we have an application with a definite ‘e“gam
Proposal. For this resason we have enclosed some infor- (;g ”g# 3@
mation concerning the definitien of wetlands and the 2 mu,q,ﬂﬁ;g:
critaria we use to determina if an area is a wetland.=" ¥ Y 4
This information may help you plan your Project. When re

7ou have a specific Project formulaced, please coentacet
18 S0 we may datermine if iny Deparcment =f cthe AIDY
duthorization is raquired.

Wetlands are important :-o the public inrarese
because of such functions as food chain production,
nesting, spawning, rearing, and resting sites for
aquatic and land species, discharge or recharge areas
for ground water, Storage for flood waters, and puri-
fying the warer in our Waterways. For these reasons,
it is our general policy to discourage the unneces-
sary alteration or destruction of these valuable and
diminishing resources. In accordance with Executive
Order 11990, entirtled "Protection of Wetlands", and
Federal regulations 33 CFR 320-330 and 40 CFR 230,

We are to avoid adverse impacts on wetlands wherever
a practicable alternative exists. Therefore, if g




less énvironmentally damaging practicable alternative

te the project exisrs, s permit probably would not be
issued. If ne practicable alternatives exisct, a permit
may te issued and micigation may be required. Similariy,
in accordance with Executive Order 11988, Floodplain
HManagement, where practicable alternatives eXist, our
policy is to aveid or minimize adverse impacts on the
base floodplain {100-year floodplain) and avoid inducing

development te the axtent pessible.

if you have any questions or rneed additional information
concerning this mavrer, please feel free ro write me cr -»
Tall !s. Xathlesen Hulder {316) 428-2116.

Sincerely,

' Chief, Regulatory Branch
¥ Operations Division

inclosure

15



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NAPCLEON RESIDENT OFFICE. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
NABOLEON. MISSOUR! 64074

July 12, 1989

REPLY TO
ATTENTION QF

Napoleon Resident Office

Mr. Greg Knauer

Booker Associates, Inc.
1139 Olive Street

5t. Louis, Missouri 63101

Dear Mr. Knauer:

This will confirm the telephone conversation on July 12,
1989, between yourself and Mr. Robert Meyer of our Jefferson City
Project Office regarding wetland determinations associated with
an extension of Page Avenue in St. Charles and St. Louis
Counties, Missouri, as proposed by the Missouri Highway and
Transportation Department. )

As Mr. Mever stated, it is our policy not to make wetland
determinations until we have an application with a definite

proposal. If you desire to seek assistance from other Federal
Agencies, i.e. Fish and Wildlife Service, Environmental
Protection Agency and/or Soil Conservation Service, please feel
free to do so. However, the Corps of Engineers, as

administrators of the regqgulatory program, will ultimately
determine frhe presence or absence of any wetlands and the
boundaries thereof.

For your information, an interagency cooperative publication
by the four agencies mentioned above titled "Federal Manual for
Identifying and Delineating Jurisdictional Wetlands" can be
purchased by writing the Superintendent of Document, Uu.s.
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 or calling
(202) 783-3238. The stock number is 024-010-00-683-8.

If you have any further questions concerning this matter,
please feel free to contact Mr. Robert Meyer, Jefferson City
Project Office, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 631 West Main,
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101, telephone number 314-634-2248.

Sincerely,

16



All new construction in the flood plain must be respon-
sive to Executive Order (EO) 11988. To achieve compliance,
the bridge must not encroach on the Federal Emergency
Management Agency designated floodway agreed upon by St. Louis
County. In addition, the head loss created by piers and the
constriction of the valley may not exceed one foot. FPlans of
the proposed structure should be forwarded to this office at
the earliest possible date for review.

We appreciate your early contact with us on this project.
Sineerely,

(0. AGIE

Philip/L. Rotert
Chief, Planning Divisicn
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May 12, 1987

SURYEYS AND PLANS

Route D, St. Louis County

Hast of Bennington Place to Route 40
Cooperating Agency

Colonel Robert M. Amrine, Commanding Officer
Kansas City District Corps of Engineers

700 Federal Office Building

601 East 12th Street

Kansas City, Missouri 64106

Dear Colonel Amrine: '

We are initiating the preparation of Environmental Documents for a new
Missouri River crossing between St. Charles and St. Louis Counties. We have
furnished a Notice of Intent to prepare an Envirommental Impact Statement to
the Federai Highway Administration requesting it be publiished in the Federal
Register for this project.

Reference is made to the Memorandum of Agreement between the Department of
Transportation and the Department of Army on the impiementation of Section
404(q) of the Clean Water Act. As part of the cooperation in early and
continuing coordination during development of & project, environmental
documentation and public involvement, we request your decision on being a
Cooperating Agency in this proposal.

Please furnish us notification of your desire to be a Cooperating Agency or
any coamments in regards to this proposal at your earliest convenience. If we
have not received notification or comments from you after 30 days, we will
assume you have no comments on the proposal and that you do not desire to be a
Cooperative Agency. ‘

As part of the early project involvement, we are furnishing you an aerial
mosaic and a USGS map showing the location of the proposed river crossing. We
request your review of the impact of the proposal. MWe will appreciate your
assistance and cooperation in this proposal.

Yery truly yours,

I~

James F. Roberts
Division Engineer
Surveys and Plans

THH:jIr
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U ok

y MISSOURI HIGHWAY AND Wayne Muri

Capitol Ave ot Jetfarsan 5t PO Box 270, Jelfaraan Sy, MO 88102 (314) 751.2581 Fax (314}

751-8B8E

July 10, 1889

DEsSIGN

Route D, St. Charles~St, lLouls Counties

Page Avenue Extensicn

Job Nos. 6=U~D=803B, 6=U-D=803C, and 6=U=D=803D
Environmental Impact Statement

Cooparating Agency Requast

Mr. Roger K. Wiebusch, Bridge Administrator
Bridge Branch

Sacond Coast . Guard Distriect

United Stateas Coast Guard

1439 Olive Street

8t. Louis, Missouri 63103-2398

Daar Mr. Wlebuseh:

We have corresponded with you previocusly ragarding the
proposaed brid?n across the Missourl River for the Page
Avenue extension in St. Charles and 8t. Louis countiass. An
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is ba:l,ng prapared for
these projects. Because the Missourl Rivar is a navigabls
strean a bridge permit will be required from the U. 8. Coast
Guard (USCG). The Paderal Highway Administration (FHWA) im
the lead federal agency for this actien,

A joint Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) signed by FHWA and
the USCG atates that the USCG will be a coeperating agancy
for such projects. Through this lstter we request that you
be a cocperating agency for the preparation of the EIS for
the proposed action,

A8 a cooperating agency, we anticipate that you will have
tha feollowing responsibilities.

Scoping meetings have been held for the propomed action and
no cooperation is necessary en that matter.

We are preparing the draft EIS at this time. You will net
need to write any portion ef t£hat document. Howaver, any
pertinent comments which will centribute to the EIS ars
reguaeated.

After FHWA approval of the draft EI8, we shall be
circulating it for comments. We ask that you provide us
with your comments on that document, especially as they

IE]
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F.4

Mr. Roger K. Wiebusch
July 10, issae
Page Two

pertain to issues under yeur jurisdiction, We shall be
Relding public hearings within the 8ar on thesa projects.
We ask that you cenzidar participating at those hearings.

Prlor to complation of the final EI8 and Record of Decigion
(ROD), we anticipate that our agenciea (USCG, MHTD, and
FEWA) wlll cenduct joint fisld reviaws ralated to the
ircpaasé projects. Tha results of that cooparation will be
hoorporated into the f£inal EIS and ROD, if necessary.

If you have any questions about thip matter, please do not
fall to contact us. We shall enjoy working with the USCS as
this proposed actien develops.

Very truly yours,

Jin Rober:ts
Division Engineer
Design

mK/1e

copy't Gerald J. Reihasen
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& Commander 1630 0l1ve Street
¢ Transporiation Second Coest Guard District  St. Loufs, Ho(gy)os-zasa
/ Staff Symbol:

FI§S 279=4607

L i e 16551.1/32.0 HoR
= e ‘3 s July 27, 198% C
/

Me. Jim Roberts

Division Enginear

Missouri Highway and Transportsation Depertmenut
P, 0. Box 270

Jaffaraon Cisy, MO 65102

Subjt PROPOSED PAGE AVENUE EXTENSION BRIDGE, MILE 32.0, MISSCURI RIVER

Dear Mr. Robeptas

Thaok you for your lettar of July 10, 1989 imviting ue to serve ag e

Coopars ting Ageacy for praparation of the Buvirommeneal Impact Statemeat (B15)
for tha subject project.

We agree to serve as & Cooperasing Agency and provide requiremants oo the
navigational aspects of the project., Draft and Flaml EIS should be forwardaed
for our preliminary review in accordances with the USCG/FHWA Memorandum of
Agreensnt.

Sincerely,

bR

Bridge Administracor
By direcction of tha Distzict Commander

Lia
R, Sty

21



. JOHN".. COZAD, Chairmen .

1768 Bryaet Building-
1162 Grand Avenue
Kansas City 64106

HELEN T. SCHNARE., Vice Choirmen
3016 Blufiwood Drive
St. Charles 63301

C. R. JOHNSTON, Meatber
Springfield 65803

PayuL L. EBAUGH. Member
1553 Lexington
Cape Girardeau 63701

Do WALSWORTH, Memdor
306 North Kamas Avenaz
Marceiine 64658

HARRY T. MORLEY, Member

HIGHWAY AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

L

DESIGN PILE COPY

WayNE Mum:
Clisf Enginser

RicH TIEMEYER
Chief Counped

WALTER F. YANDELICH1
Asxst, Chizf Enginser

MARI ANN WINTERS
Secretary

P.0. Box 270
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102

1227 Fern: Ridge Parkway
St. Louis 63141 )

Telephone (314} 751-2551

November 23, 1988
s
DESIGN
Route D, St. Charles-St. Louis Counties
Page Avenue Extension
Route 94 to W/0 Route [-270 (Bennington Place)
Job No. 6-U-D-8038B
Missouri River Bridge
Job No. 6-U-D-803C
Route 40-61 or Interstate Route 70 to Route 94 (St. Charles County)
Agency Coordination

Mr. Roger K. Wiebusch, Bridge Administrator
Bridge Branch

Second Coast Guard District

United States Coast Guard

1430 Olive Street

St. Louis, Missouri 63103-2398

Dear Mr. Wiebusch:

Thank you for your letter of November 17, 1988. To assist you in your review
we have enclosed an aerial mosaic (Plate X) for the Page Avenue Extension
which illustrates the alternate river crossings. Be advised that these
alternates are not established lines. However, based on our studies these are
the approximate locations of the two feasible crossings for the proposed
projects. We have also enclosed the copy of your navigational charts which
you provided to us showing the locations of the alternate bridge crossings.
Please note that the locations you had indicated have been shifted upstream

up to one quarter mile to reflect the locations shown on Plate X,

We appreciate your input on this matter and look forward to receiving your
comments after further review.

&

Very truly yours,

v :»’t{_ﬂda\;% (753 ZJ.Z__;

4mes F. Roberts
Division Engineer
Design

jfr/msk/ph
Attachments

ce: Mr. Gerald J. Reihsen 22
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US Department Commander 1430 Olive Street

of Transportation Second Coast Guard Ofstrict  St. Louls, MO 63103-2388

United Staff Symboi: (ob)
Startes Phone: 314=425~4607

Coast Guard FTS 278=4507

October 03, 1589

IR ‘f’t:?;
Mr. James F. Robarta s e & .
Higgour{ Highway and Tracaportazion Commiasion
¥, 0. Box 270 ] e
Jaffaracn City, MO 651020270 : Rjted
, 8

Subd: PROPOSED PAGE AVEMUE BXTENSION BRIDGE

Daar Mr. Hobarts:

Wa bave been raviawing the proposed aligumant of the aubject bridge and have
the following msvigntional commeBts;

1. From & savigation standpoint, the bettar location 1s the “altarasts
1oeg tion® becauss the channal is atable and it i3 upatzesa fzom a

shazrp tiver band.

2. Tha “preferzad lscacion” 1s immadiately dounatream from Sprinmghouse
Bend. Tha channal changss in this location depemding on the waltar
alavation. During periods of high wates it will be very difficulc
for tows to safaly transit the bridge. Thars is a left set io this
vieinity at bigh wster wbigh will push tha tous eoward the laft (St.

Charles County) shaora,

3, Ths channal below zha “recesmeuded jozs tion* changes location
depending on water elavazion. Tha chsanel losation at high wnter is

diffarant than st low water. A bridge s® this site nmust provids
adequats clsargnce for all chammal loca tions.

4. & bridge comstructed at the “"preferrad location* will probably
zequire two navigation spans £o ensure ome will be available fos

vegasls depending on channel locations

Ye prafar the “altazmate lacation® basad on mavigation concerns. 4 bridge at
this location should hava pight (8%. lLouie County) pier on and or at laaat
bebind ths dikes, and tha lait pier about 430 feet away.

-
oF
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Qatobar 03; 1589

§ubj: PROPOSED PAGE AVENUE EXTENSION BRIDGE

Additicnal coordination will be naceasary to establish mavigstional
tequirements and piler placement for tha selaczed alignmeat, Thesa are sur

preliminary comments. A§ Che project progressas our comments will bacome more
spacific.

Sluncaraly,
PR VeI
ROGER(X. WIEBUSCH

Bridge Adminiscrator
By direction of the Digtrict Commamder
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IN REPLY REFER TO: Columibia, Misaguri 85205

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

COLUMBIA FIELD OFFICE (ES)
P.0. Box 1508

February 1, 1989

James F. Roberts,Division Engineer

Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission
P.0. Box 270 )
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 )EC/

Dear Mr. Roberts:

This responds to your January 30, 1989 recuest for comments on the
presence of endangered or threatened species in the general
vicinity of the extension of Page Avenue (Route D) from Bennington
Place in St. Louils County across the Missouri River. The following
comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1963 (42 U.S.C. 4321-4327), the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543), as amended,
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mitigation Policy.

Endang ered Sgecies Comments

Under Section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, Federal
agencies are required to obtain from the Fish and Wildlife Service
information concerning any species, listed or proposed to be
listed, which may be present in the area of a proposed action.
Therefore, we are providing you with the following list of species
which may be present in the concerned area:

Endangered
bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus)

There is ne designatad critical habitat in the preject area.

The nature of the subject project indicates that diurnal perches,
roost sites, food sources, or other preferred habitat will not be
affected. Therefore, the project will not affect the bald eagle.
This precludes further action on this project as required under
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended.
Should this project be modified or new information indicate
endangered species may be affected, consultation should be
reinitiated.

This letter provides comment only on the endangered species aspect
of the project. Comments on other aspects of the project under the
authority of the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et. Seg.) will be sent under separate cover.

e FER )92 1333
N2
J\f""‘h \Ji‘\




We appreclate the opportunity to comment at this time and loock
forward to continued coordination on the highway extension project.
We will provide additional comments when the draft envircnmental
impact statement is prepared.

If you have any questions regarding this response or if we can be
of any further assistance, please contact Richard Szlemp, Columbia

Field Office, P.0O. Box 1506 Columbia, Missouri 65205 (314)875~5374
or (FTS)276-5374.

Sincerely yours,

-—l—'"‘r'
ﬂ,g,/v_?/m__-
Joe Tieger
Field Supervisor

cc: MDNR-Water Pollution
L. Bobbitt
MDC-Planning
G. Christeff
EPA-404 Section
K. Biggs

RRS:mb:wp:1748SLPAGESA
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE o BEPLY REYED TO:
Ecological Services
Columbia Field Office

P.O. Bax 1506
Columbia, Missouri 65205

June 12, 1987

Mr. Robert G. Anderson

District Engineer

Federal Highway Administration
U.S. Department of Transportation
P.0. Box 1787

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102

Dear Mr. Anderson:

This responds to your Mav 21, 1987, Federal Register notices
(52 FR 192225, 19226) regarding the Federal Eighway
Administration's (FHA) Notices of In*ent to Prepare
Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for two highway
construction projects near St. Louis, Missouri. The
projects are State Route 115 in St. Charles County, and =
new road and bridge crossing the Misscuri River between St.
Louis County and St. Charles County, that is commonly
referred to as "Page Avenue Extension®. The following
ccmments have been prepared under the authority of and in
accordance with the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16
U.E.C. 661 et seq.), the National Environmental Policvy 2ct
of 1969 (42 U.S5.C. 4321-4327), the Endangered Species Act of
1973, (16 U.85.C. 1531~1543), as amended, and the 0,8, Fish
and Wildlife Service Mitigation Policy.

The St. Louis metropolitan area is a rapidly growing urban
center that is geographically situzted between the
Hisegiszippi and Misscuri Rivers. 2s the city ané countw
have ¢rewn, the neighbering communities, such =2g St. Chzarles
County, have alsc grewT to meet the neeé for homes, shopsing
centers, schools &nd ciher infrastructure, including
kignways. Hewever, crowth will onlily contribute to the
envircnmental well being of the community if it is well
planned, giving the necsssary consideration to protecting
enisting values, inciuding parke, greanwavs, oven space, andé
fieh and wilidlifs hebitat,

The U.S. Fich &nd Wildlife Sarvice (Service) coordinates
with eother Tedaral, S%zte, and Municipa. Rgencies to provide
inforrmation to preiszct planners for the Durpose of
protecting end conczrving fish ané wildlife habitat.

In this regerd, our f£iles show that we tegan our
cocréinaticn with the FEL and the Missouri Hichway &
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Transportation Department (MHTD) on the SR115 bridge and
highway project with our letter of March 21, 1975. This
letter was included in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for this project (then referred tc as Brown Road)
which was published in October, 1975. At that time, the EIS
included the entire project from Interstate 70 at St.
Charles, eastward to Interstate 270 in St. Louis County.
Our records indicate that the Brown Road (SR115) document
was not published in final form, and project planning was
apparently suspended. The project reappeared in 1984, in 2
piecemeal fashion, under the new name State Route 115, and
documented through the less rigorous environmental
assessment process. The 1984 project is to be constructed
between Missouri Route 94 in St. Charles and Interstate 270
in St. Louis County. This planning process was recentls
completed with the publication of the Final Environmental
Assessment and Final 4(f) Evaluation on April 2, 1987. Our
comments were included with the Department of the Interior
letters to FHA dated June 4, 1985, and August 8, 1986.

Our most recent letter to the FHA regarding SR11S, Page
Avenue Extension, Earth City Expressway, and related
concerns was dated January 29, 1587. The text of that
letter is restated below, for consideration in your
environmental planning process. ’

"The relocation of State Route 115 bridge and highway is
a Federally-funded project that includes an interchange
for what will become the northward extension of the
Earth City Expressway. While Earth Citv Expressway is
not at this time a Federally~Zunded project, without
the S.R. 115 interchange, this expressway wouléd not
likely be extended through this portion of an otherwise
undeveloped floodplain. With the continued expansion
of the Earth City Expressway, north of the S.R. 1153
interchange, some high value wetlands could be
impacted, as well as St. Louis County's St, Stanislaus

T wm e

FEIMN .

"To the socuth of Intersiate 70, the Tarth Citw
Expressway is planned for extzsnsion to an interchange
with Page Avenue, itsel? under consideration for
extension across the Missouri River into St. Charles
County to link with Eighway %94. Of particular concern
is the proposed alicament of Pzge hvenue extension
through St. Louis County's Creve Coeur Park, and the
impact of the highway interchange of Fage Avenue znd
Earth City EBxpressway on an important wetlané complex
knewn locally as Litile Crszve Coeur Slocugh.

"te azre aware that both the Zzr<h City Exrcressway
the Page kvenue extension &-e presently being pl
at the local level. Eowaver, the Fecderally-fund

and
nned
ha g
interchange for S.R. 113 reguires the £ull

=3
=
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consideration of the affected portion of Earth City
Expressway in planning documentation. (NEPA 40 CFR
1508.25), Further it is reasonable to assume that
either or both of these projects would be candidates
for Federal-funding at some future planning phase,
given their scope and their interrelationships with
other Federally-funded highway projects. This will, in
all probability, involve consultation under 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act (49 USC 1653(f)) and
the requisite consideraticn of feasible and prudent
alternatives. At this time, alternatives exist and the
taking of Federally-funded park land for highway
construction can be aveided. We suggest that your
agency, in conjunction with other concerned parties,
take whatever action may be possible at this +time to
preserve alternative alignments that would have less
impacts on parks, floodplains, wetlands and fish

and wildlife resources."®

We note in the Federal Register notice that the FHA is
intending to limit the scope of the new environmental impact
statement for SR 115 to that portion of the preject, running
from Poute 94 west to Interstate 70 in St. Charles County,
the secment that was not included, or even addressed, in the
environmental assessment for the St. Louis County portion of
the project. Because this approach treats the presently
planned project as a completed project, the arrav of
alternatives in the new environmental impact statement will
be limited to only two; building the project as planned, or
not building the project at all. The Service believes tha*
this approach is unnecessarily restricted, and clearly not
in accordance with the guidelines for the implementaticn of
the National Environmental Policv Ack,

Further, we note in the same notice that neither the SR11c:
documentation, nor the Page Avenue Extension documentation
propese to include the indirect and cumulative impacts of
the extension of the Earth City Expressway and related
develorments in the Missouri River floodplain. The
interchanges for the proposed Expressway are shown on
axisting project drawings. The utility and feasibility of
the Expressway is directly dependent on the Federal projects
zresently being propossaé.

Accordingly, e strongly reccmmend that the FHEZ ewpand the
scope o the SR113 and Fage Avenue environmental planning
processes to include full consideration of all project
relzted inmpacts, be thev direct, indirect, or cumulative
irpacts. Plszse previde any creliminary plans and &rawings
gt ths ezrlisst opportunity so that we will be able to
rrovide tizely commeants for inclusion in the text of the
Gralt envireonzantal impzc: staterments.,
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1f you have any questions regarding this response or if we
can be of any further assistance, please contact

Paul J. Burke, Columbia Field 0ffice, P. 0. Box 1506,
Columbia, Missouri 65205, (314)875=-5374 or (FTS)276-5374.

Sincerely yours,

-
/@e—— /cjo,m-»
Joe Tieger
Field Supervisor

ccr KPS-=0Omaha

Molly Balazs
OZPR~Frank Stearns
-3, REC~ L. Lewis
MDC~Planning

N. Stucky
HDKRR

C. Johnson
EPA~Environmental Revisw

E€ Vest

-M: 1G32S.doc’ 06 ]12] 87
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Mr. Gerald T. Reihsen ‘\ YC?
Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration

P.0. Box 1787 -
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102

Dear Mr, Reihsen: ' - -

This letter is in reference to recent correspondence
submitted to your office from the Environmental Protection
Agency, dated October 1, 1986, and the National Park
Service, dated January 22, 1987, regarding State Highway 115
in St. Charles and St. Louis Counties, Missouri. The
following comments have been prepared under the authority of
and in accordance with the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act (16 U.S.C. 66l et seg.), the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321~4327), the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543), as amended, and
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mitigation Policy.

We note with interest that several important road projects
are being planned for +he St. Louis County floodplain, that
will share interchanges with Federally-funded highway
projects. Of particular concerm is the incremental loss of
floodplain and wetland resource values to urbanization, the
direct impacts of highway construction on lands purchased
for their open space, recreation, and fish and wildlife
habitat values, and the cumulative loss of significant
wvintering habitat for the Federally listed endangered
species, the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus).

The relocation of State Route 115 bridge and highway is a
federally-funded project that includes an in