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Federal Register/Vol. 68, No. 24/Wednesday, February 5, 2003/ Notices

5971

a cover letter should be included in the
submission itself. Similarly, to the
extent possible, any attachments to the
submission should be included in the
same file as the submission itself, and
not as separate files.

Information or advice contained in a
comment submitted, other than business
confidential information, may be
determined by USTR to be confidential
in accordance with section 135(g)(2) of
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2155(g)(2)). If the submitter believes that
information or advice may qualify as
such, the submitter—

(1) Must so designate the information
or advice:

(2) Must clearly mark the material as
“SUBMITTED IN CONFIDENCE" in a
contrasting color ink at the top of each
page of each copy, or appropriately
name the electronic file submitted
containing such material; and

(3) Is encouraged to provide a non-
confidential summary of the
information or advice.

Pursuant to section 127(e) of the
URAA (19 U.8.C. 3537(e)), USTR will
maintain a file on this dispute
settlement proceeding, accessible to the
public, in the USTR Reading Room,
which is located at 1724 F Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20508. The public file
will include non-confidential comments
received by USTR from the public with
respect to the dispute; if a dispute
settlement panel is convened, the U.5.
submissions ta that panel, the
submissions, or non-confidential
summaries of submissions, to the panel
received from other participants in the
dispute, as well as the report of the
panel; and, if applicable, the report of
the Appellate Body. An appointment to
review the public file (Docket WTO/DS—
275, Venezuela Import Licensing
Dispute) may be made by calling the
USTR Reading Room at (202) 395-61886.
The USTR Reading Room is open to the
public from 9:30 a.m. to 12 noon and 1
p.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

Daniel Brinza,

Assistant United States Trade Representative
for Monitoring and Enforcement.

[FR Doc. 032706 Filed 2—-4-03; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3190-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement:
Peoria, Fulton, and McDonough
Counties, lllinois

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
will be prepared for the construction of
a proposed four-lane highway in west
central Illinois through portions of
Peoria, Fulton, and McDonough
Counties. The proposed highway,
Hlinois 336 (FAP 315), will extend from
Peoria to Macomb, Illinois.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman R. Stoner, P.E., Division
Administrator, Federal Highway
Administration, 3250 Executive Park
Drive, Springfield, Tllinois 62703,
Phone: (217) 492—4600.

Joseph E. Crowe, P.E., District Engineer,
Illinois Department of Transportation,
401 Main Street, Peoria, lllinois 61602—
1111, Phone: (309) 671-3333.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the [llinois
Department of Transportation will
prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) on a proposal to
develop a four-lane highway between
Peoria and Macomb Illinois. Three
feasible corridors previously identified
by linois DOT will be re-evaluated and
one corridor will be selected for further
study. The selected corridor will be
presented at a public hearing. Alternate
alignments will be studied within the
selected corridor once it has been
identified. Alternates studied will
address engineering and environmental
concerns in order to determine an
alignment location that meets the
transportation needs of the region and
minimizes the impacts to the
environment. Alignment studies will
determined one preferred alignment
location and address types of facility,
preliminary interchange geometrics and
engineering, and identify environmental
impacts. Preliminary measures to
minimize harm, probable construction
cost estimates, and estimated right-of-
way requirements will be developed. A
second hearing will beheld to present
the final preferred alignment.

The proposed action will enhance
travel efficiency within the study area,
improve transportation continuity,
improve rural access, and help reduce
further economic and population
decline in the counties served by this
highway. Several alignment alternatives,
including the no-action alternative, will
be evaluated for the proposed project.
Intersections/interchanges will be
provided at all major high-volume
roadways. Primary resources that may
be affected are agricultural and,
property tax income, wetlands, and
woodlands.

The scoping process undertaken as
part of this project will include the
distribution of a scoping informational
packet, coordination with appropriate
Federal, State, and local agencies, and
review sessions, as needed. A study
group comprised of local officials will
be established to provide input during
development and refinement of
alternatives. A scoping packet may be
obtained from one of the contact people
listed above.

To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed, and all substantive issues are
identified, public involvement activities
will be conducted as part of this study.
Public informational meetings, public
hearings, newsletters and interest group
meetings will provide opportunities for
puhblic involvement. The project’s Draft
EIS will be available for public and
agency review prior to the public
hearing. The time and location of the
puhblic hearings will be announced in
local newspapers. Comments or
questions concerning this proposed
action and the Draft EIS should be
directed to FHWA or the Illinois
Department of Transportation at the
addresses provided abhove.

(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.)

Dated: January 30, 2003.

].D. Stevenson,

{FHWA Signature Line).

[FR Doc. 032785 Filed 2—4-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA 2002-14181]

Insurance Cost Information Regulation

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: This notice announces
publication by NHTSA of the 2003 text
and data for the annual insurance cost
information booldet that all car dealers
must make available to prospective
purchasers, pursuant to 49 CFR 582.4.
This information is intended to assist
prospective purchasers in comparing
differences in passenger vehicle
collision loss experience that could
affect auto insurance costs.
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PROJECT

PEORIA TO MACOMB STUDY —FAP 315 (1L 336)

Section: Various
Peona, Fulton, McDonough Counties
Catalog No. 032258-00P

PROJECT NUMBERS

IDOT Job No. P94-025-00

URS Job No. 25364560

DATE

September 9, 2005

SUBJECT

NEPA/404 Meeting

Mike McLuckie

MINUTES

A meeting was held on the above date in the FHWA Tllinois office in Springfield for two concurrence
points for the project: Purpose and Need and Alternatives to Be Carried Forward. In attendance:

Name

Maureen Addis
Mike McLuckie
Greg Larson
Tamara Christion
J. D. Stevenson

Newton Ellis
Ken Westlake
Mike Daily
Keith A. McMullen
John Betker

Pat Malone
Charles Perino
Scott Stitt

Jeff South

Eric Harm
Randy Strang
Greg Piland
Michael Hine
Barbara Stevens
Terry Savko

Tom Brooks

122 5. Michigan
Chicago, IL 60603

312-939-1000
WWW.Urscorp.com

Representing
IDOT

1IDOT

1DOT
FHWA-IL
FHWA-IL
USEPA
USEPA
USACE-STL
USACE-STL
USACE-Rock Island
TDNR

IDOT

1IDOT

IDOT

IDOT

FHWA
FHWA
IDOT-BDE
IDOT-BDE
IDOA-BLWR
IDOT-BDE

Page 1 of 3

NEPA 09-09-05 minutes draft mch.doc
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Steve Hamer IDNR
Jon-Paul Kohler FHWA
Mitch Tsoe USACE
Robert Andrews URS
Mary Hagerty URS

PURPOSE AND NEED

URS summarized the previous NEPA/404 presentation for the project from April 2003, and activities that
have occurred since, in a PowerPoint presentation. Stevenson asked {or concurrence on Purpose and
Need, and concurrence was granted. US Fish & Wildlife was not in the meeting. They will be contacted
later for input/concurrence.

ALTERNATIVES TO BE CARRIED FORWARD

Using presentation boards with alignments on aerial photographs, URS (Andrews) summarized the
material from the information packet that had been distributed to the group in August. He summarized the
rationale for reducing the proposed alternatives to be carried forward from the multiple alternatives
presented at the December 2004 public meeting (Exhibit 1-7 in the information packet) to those shown in
Exhibit 1-9 of the packet. Impacts for the December 2004 alternatives were shown in Exhibit 1-8 of the
packet, and impacts for the proposed alternatives to be carried forward were shown in Exhibit 1-10.

IEPA asked why the IL 116 alignment was dropped. URS/IDOT responded that there are more
relocations along that alignment because there are many homes and businesses along the two lane
highway. Widening the two-lane highway into a four-lane divided highway creates many relocations and
proximity impacts for those remaining structures.

Some parties felt there was insufficient documentation in the packet to justify elimination of altematives.
Not all impacts itemized in Exhibit 1-10 were included in Exhibit 1-8. An Army Corps of Engineers
representative felt that, in particular, 404 issues were not addressed in the process of elimination of
alternatives, and requested a comparison that included tabulation/assessment impacts to wetlands, water
quality, stream crossings and floodplains. Some felt that the change in color designations and section
breaks from Exhibits 1-7 and 1-8 to Exhibits 1-9 and 1-10 was confusing. No one present voiced specific
concerns about impacts of the proposed alignments to be carried forward.

Concurrence was not granted for the alternatives to be carried forward, based on insufficient
documentation of alternatives proposed for elimination.

ACTIONS

It is anticipated that concurrence will be granted after the requested documentation is provided and
reviewed. The following actions are planned:

¢ URS/JIDOT will prepare a table similar to Exhibit 1-10 that shows impacts of each of the
December 04 (Exhibit 1-7) alignments.

¢ URS/ADOT will prepare a narrative discussing relative impacts and detailing the rationale for
elimmating alignments from further study.

¢ The above information will be sent to the NEPA/404 group in attendance, plus the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife representative, by mail or e-mail.

¢  Once the information 1s received, the NEPA/404 group will decide how to grant concurrence, 1f
appropriate. (by phone/email or another meeting).

122 5. Michigan
Chicago, IL 60603

312-939-1000
WWW.Urscorp.com

Page 2 of 3 NEPA 09-09-05 minutes draft mch.doc
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Respectfully submitted,
UR

Robert J. Andrews, FE
Project Manager

122 5. Michigan
Chicago, IL 60603

312-939-1000
wWww.urscorp.com

Page 3 of 3
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Section 1—Macomb Bypass to 1.5 Miles East of Marietta

Section 1
NORTH NORTH NORTH MIDDLE NORTH MIDDLE SOUTH MIDDLE
e Tk ] [ " 2
__ i — % e e
S - L e d
Retained Retained Retained

An additional alignment in Section One, has been added for evaluation since the NEPA meeting
held on September 9, 2005. This additional alignment is north of the 1-North alighment presented
at the September meeting. This alignment was introduced to reduce the floodplain and wetland
impacts associated with the East Fork of the Lamoine River while still addressing the Purpose and
Need for the project and addressing the public support for the preference of a northern alignment.

The alignments in Section 1 were split into two groups based on one or more of the following
reasons: similarities in impacts; geographic location; and/or ability to address the Purpose and Need
for the project. Group One (the northern part of this section) includes three alignments: 1-North
North, 1-North and 1-Middle North. Group Two (the southern part of this section) includes three
alignments: 1-Middle, 1-South Middle and 1-South.

The northern alignments were grouped together into Group One due to their similarities in
addressing the Purpose and Need, impacts and public support. This project is based on the need for
improved system linkage, enhanced economic stability and greater travel efficiency. Part of the
system linkage component of the project Purpose and Need is providing an important connection
between central Illinois towns and markets in western Illinois. In Section 1 Bushnell is the largest
community outside of Macomb, and is a community with an active manufacturing base. Since the
northern alignments are located closer to Bushnell they provide the best linkage and highest travel
efficiency for the community, thereby providing the highest opportunity in maintaining the
economic viability of the town.

These northern alternatives share identical alignments in the eastern 34 of Section 1 and diverge
from each other in the western V4 of this section. Therefore they have identical impacts and benefits
in the eastern portion of this section. A variance in impacts appear only in the western %4 of the
section.

In addition during the public involvement process, the local community (Bushnell) expressed
support for a northern alignment close to Bushnell as best for providing transportation for people
and products.

The southern three alignments in this section, 1-Middle, 1-South Middle and 1-South, while further
to the south in this section of the corridor, are in the same proximity of each other, have similar
impacts to each other and provide similar performance in meeting the Purpose and Need for the
project. These similarities are the reasons these alignments were grouped into Group Two.
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General characteristics of each of these two groups can be summarized as follows:

Group One Alignments (1-North North, 1-North and 1-Middle North):

more direct route

addresses economic stability component of the project Purpose and Need
less impacts on cropland (which is almost all prime farmland)

fewer relocations

Group Two Alignments (1-Middle, 1-South Middle and 1-South) have:

fewer impacts on wetlands
fewer impacts on wooded areas
fewer impacts on floodplaing
fewer stream crossings



The following table summarizes the impacts of each alignment:

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES

Section 1

Macomb Bypass to 1.5 Mi. East of Marietta

Group One Group Two
IJ\lZOr:;tzh INerth |y afigate | T | 1 Soun
: North : Middle I-South
Retained Retained Retained

Land Existing Road R.O.W used 70 72 45 127 125 105
Required New ROW Required 631 604 805 498 1,030 1,080
(aeres) Total R.O.W. Required 701 676 8350 625 1,155 1185
(each) Severances (para. & diag.) 26 22 28 9 14 10
{acres) Land Locked Parcels 15 37 0 0 6 6
(mumber) Wetlands 2 10 7 3 6 3
{acres) Wetlands 12 135 7.7 0.3 15 0.1
(acres) | cpopland 540 488 665 422 865 925
(acres) | Wwooded Land 50 57 90 39 80 70
(acres) Grassland 34 52 0 29 0 0
(acres) | ooy 8 7 50 85 85
(each) Residential Relocations 1 9 6 18 12
(each) Commercial Relocations 1 0 3 0 6 7
(each) Stream Crossings 18 18 16 6 13 11
{acres) Floodplain Encroachment 25 47 18 0 2 0
(each) Threatened & Endangered 0 0 1 0 1 0
(each) Historic Properties 0 0 0 0 1 1
(rniles) Length 5.0 133 133 144 158 137

2004 §'s Const. Cost {Expressway) $ 165M $165M $155M $128M $148M $143M

2004 $'s Const. Cost (Freeway) $ 180M $179m $160M $142M $162M $157M

No alignments impact:
Quality Upland Forest

A{f) Land
— except for

historic
structures
IDNR

Property

* Other includes: residential lawns, open water and urban areas
* Retained alignments are shaded in gray

* Highest impacts are shaded in yellow
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The following describes the reasons behind retaining or eliminating alignments in Group One. These
comparisons are inclusive to the Group One alignments.

The 1-North North alisnment was retained for the following reasons:

route efficiency (e.g., travelers from Macomb and west traveling to the east along IL 336 would
continue more directly east along this alignment)

no potential impact to endangered species

addresses Bushnell’s need for better access. During public involvement, the community of
Bushnell expressed its support for an alignment close to its community.

lowest wetland impacts

lowest residential relocations

lowest woodland impact

The 1-North alisnment was retained for further evaluation because of the following reasons:

route efficiency (e.g., travelers from Macomb and west traveling to the east along IL 336 would
continue more directly east along this alignment)

no potential impact to endangered species

addresses Bushnell’s need for better access and thus had higher public support than the 1-North
Middle alignment. During public involvement, the community of Bushnell expressed its support
for an alignment close to its community.

lowest cropland impact

lowest residential relocations

lowest commercial relocations

The 1-Middle North Alisnment was eliminated because of the following reasons:

route inefficiency (e.g., travelers from Macomb and west traveling to the east along II. 336 are
required to go south along the Macomb bypass and then back to the northeast along this
alignment)

it would impact a high quality privately held prairie/woodland restoration area in which an Illinois
endangered Northern Harrier was found during the biological survey

public support was less for this alignment than for the 1-North alignment.

highest residential relocations

highest woodland impact

least amount of existing right-of-way utilized

highest severances

highest cropland impact

highest amount of new right-of-way needed

Based on these factors, the 1-North North alignment and the 1-North alignment in Group One will be
carried forward.

Group Two Alisnments (1-Middle, 1-South Middle and 1-South)

As summarized earlier and quantified in Exhibit 1-8R, the Group Two alignments (1-Middle, 1-South
Middle, and 1-South) are not in close proximity to Bushnell and thus do not address Bushnell’s need for
better access as well as the Group One Alignments and do not have as much public support as the Group
One alignments. However, it is felt that one of the Group Two alignments should be retained through the
next public informational meeting to allow the public a wider range of alternatives on which to voice their
opinion.
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Group Two alignments (1-Middle, 1-South Middle, and 1-South) have the following general
characteristics in comparison with the Group One alignments:
o fewer impacts on wetlands
fewer impacts on wooded areas
fewer stream crossings
fewer floodplain encroachments
do not address Bushnell’s need for better access and thus do not address the Purpose and Need for
the project as well as the Group One Alignments.

In terms of the above characteristics, the Group Two alignments are differentiated from the Group One
alignments. However each of the Group Two Alignments are very similar to each other. Therefore, one
alignment from this group was chosen to represent the group: 1-Middle. The following summarizes the
reasons for this decision. These comparisons are inclusive to the Group Two Alignments.

The 1-Middle Alisnment was retained for further evaluation because of the following reasons:
most direct route

fewest impacts on cropland

fewest relocations

most public support

no impact historic structures

The 1-South and 1-South Middle alishments were eliminated because of the following reasons:

¢ both would impact structures judged to be potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places.

higher new right-of-way required

The City of Macomb believes a south interchange would contribute to traffic problems and did not
support the South or South Middle alignments.

least public support

highest residential and commercial relocations

substantially higher impact to cropland (more than twice as much)

highest number of stream crossings

highest woodland impacts

Based on this analysis of the Group Two alignments, the 1-Middle alignment will be carried forward.

In conclusion, for Section 1, the 1-North North, 1-North, and the 1-Middle alignments will be carried
forward for further evaluation.
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Identification of Alternatives to Be Carried Forward

Section 2—1.5 Miles East of Marietta to 1.5 Miles East of Smithfield

Section 2
NORTH NEAR SOUTH Far South
P s
I B
R~
\ A-_'-__“__,I"ZE{_ e
N —

Retained

Initially, one alignment was developed in the Spoon River area. This single alignment, the 2-Middle
alignment, used the existing IL. 95 right-of-way for the construction of much of the new roadway. This
approach resulted in fewer impacts to the natural environment than creating a new alignment and
roadway. When IDOT learned in August, 2004 that a proposed new nature preserve abutting II. 95 was
under consideration, additional alignments were developed as alternatives to avoid the potential nature
preserve area. Alignment 2-North goes north of the proposed nature preserve; 2-Near South and 2-Far
South both go south of the potential nature preserve area.

These four alignments were presented to the public in December of 2004. The status of the proposed
nature preserve along IL 95 was unknown at the time of the last NEPA merger meeting. At that time
alignments 2-North, 2-Middle and 2-Far South were proposed to be carried forward. Alignments 2-North
and 2-Far South were being carried forward to avoid this proposed nature preserve until the dedication of
the nature preserve was either denied or confirmed. On October 18" 2005 the Illinois Nature Preserves
Commission denied the proposal to dedicate this nature preserve.
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The following table summarizes the impacts of each alignment.

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES

Section 2

1.5 East of Marietta to 1.5 East of Smithfield

2-Middfe

2-North _ apear | 2-Far south
Retained
Land Existing Road R.O.W used 60 105 55 65
Required New ROW Required 320 240 310 355
(acres)
Total R.O.W. Required 380 345 365 420
{each) Severances (para. & diag.) 11 0 8 9
(acres) Land Locked Parcels 0 0 0 0
(humber) Wetlands 5 3 6 3
(acres) Wetlands 27 1.6 2.3 1.6
(acres) Cropland 265 155 205 280
(acres) Wooded Land 35 65 85 55
(acres) Grassland 10 10 10 10
(acres) Other 10 10 10 10
{each) Residential Relocations 15
{each) Commercial Relocations 0 4 2 0
{each) Stream Crossings 5 4 8 4
(acres) Floodplain Encroachment 26 8 15 15
(each) Threatened & Endangered 0 0 0 0
(each) Historic Properties 0 0 0 0
(miles) Length 57 5.1 56 6.1
2004 $'s Const. Cost (Expressway) $57M $51M $71M $81M
2004 §'s Const. Cost (Freeway) $62M $56M $77M $838M

No alignments impact:

Quality Upland Forest

4A(f) Land
IDNR Property

* QOther includes: residential lawns, open water and urban areas.
* Retained Alignment highlighted in gray
* Highest impacts highlighted in yellow
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The 2-Middle (I1. 95) alisnment was retained because:

least new right-of-way since the existing IL. 95 land is incorporated into the design.

no farm severances. These severances create two separate fields where there is now one, and this
reduces the efficiency of farm operations and can cause adverse travel because of access issues.
fewer impacts to wetlands

least floodplain impacts

The other alignments would result in the introduction of a new crossing of the Spoon River, which
is listed as a candidate to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers list, thereby possibly resulting in
additional environmental impacts and further habitat fragmentation.

least disruptive to the local road network and grid because this alignment follows an existing
roadway which would maintain existing entrances and the side road network.

The 2-North alisnment was eliminated because of the following reason:

an avoidance alternative for the proposed nature preserve is no longer needed because the INPC
denied the dedication proposal.

as indicated in the table above, the 2-North alignment causes the same or more impacts to new
ROW needed, severances, land locked parcels, wetlands, croplands, grassland, stream crossings,
floodplain encroachment, T&E, and historic properties than the 2-Middle alignment.

The 2-Far South alienment was eliminated because of the following reason:

an avoidance alternative for the proposed nature preserve is no longer needed because the INPC
denied the dedication proposal.

as indicated in the table above, the 2-North alignment causes the same or more impacts to new
ROW needed, severances, land locked parcels, wetlands, croplands, grassland, stream crossings,
floodplain encroachment, T&E, and historic properties than the 2-Middle alignment.

The 2-Near South alisnment was eliminated because:

an avoidance alternative for the proposed nature preserve is no longer needed because the INPC
denied the dedication proposal.

as indicated in the table above, the 2-North alignment causes the same or more impacts to new
ROW needed, severances, land locked parcels, wetlands, croplands, grassland, stream crossings,
floodplain encroachment, T&E, and historic properties than the 2-Middle alignment.

In conclusion, for Section 2, the 2-Middle alignment will be carried forward for further evaluation.

Section 3—1.5 Miles East of Smithfield to 2.0 Miles South of Canton

Sect

ion 3

NORTH

SOUTH T E
r -"-JP'




In this section, two alignments were evaluated and presented to the public at the December 2004 public
meeting, the 3-North and 3-South alignments. The 3-North alignment follows an existing roadway that is
the most direct route between Cuba and Canton. The 3-South alignment goes south of Cuba and crosses
public property owned by the Metropolitan Sanitary District.

The following table summarizes the impacts of each alignment.

Section 3
1.5 Mi. East of Smithfield to
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES {0 SR @ LRy
3-North
3-South
Retained
ALIGNMENT Existing Road R.O.W used 95 25
ALTERNATIVES
New ROW Required 390 485
DECEMBER 2004 ]

ALIGNMENTS Total R.O.W. Required 485 510
(each) Severances (para. & diag.) 15 5
(acres) Land Locked Parcels 0 0

(number) Wetlands 13 19
(acres) Wetlands 4.2 10.0
(acres) Cropland 250 230
(acres) Wooded Land 25 125
(acres) Grassland 85 100
(acres) Other 30 30
(each) Residential Relocations 13 2
{each) Commercial Relocations 1 0
{each) Stream Crossings - 0 3
(acres) Floodplain Encroachment 2 0
(each) Threatened & Endangered 0 0
{each) Historic Properties - 0 0
{miles) Length - 0.8 9.9

2004 §'s Const. Cost (Expressway) $128M $219M

2004 $'s Const. Cost (Freeway) $135M $229M

No alignments impact:

Quality Upland Forest

4(f) Land

IDNR Property
* Other includes: residential lawns, open water and urban areas.
* Retained alignment highlighted in gray
* Highest impacts highlighted in yellow
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The 3-North alignment was retained for further evaluation because of the following reasons:
serves the community of Cuba better

most public support

estimated to cost 42% less

less than half the wetland impacts

one-fifth of the woodland impacts

fewer grassland impacts

no stream crossings

does not separate the town of Cuba from the school, golf course, or park

The 3-South alisnment was eliminated because of the following reasons:
o least public support because it separates Cuba from a newly constructed school, the golf course,
and the park.
estimated to cost 42% more than the 3-North
twice as much wetland acreage impact
5 times as many acres of woodland impacted
more stream crossings
more grassland impacts
e crosses extensively strip mined ground

I ,

n conclusion, for Section 3, the 3-North alignment will be carried forward for further evaluation.

Section 4—2.0 Miles South of Canton to 2.5 Miles South of Farmington

Section 4
WEST NORTH f’; 1 | WEST SQUTH ,', MIDOLE (,}(‘, EAST ) *J
t t I
| & } g '.’.'_3-
= H—3>
F A #
',IT § -4 {
£
L P
Retained Retained

Four alignments were evaluated in this section and were presented to the public at the December 2004
public meeting, 4-West North, 4-West South, 4-Middle and 4-East. Overall in this section, as shown in
the table below, cropland impacts decrease from west to east, but impacts to wetlands, grasslands, and
stream crossings increase from west to east.
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The following table summarizes impacts of each alignment.

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES

Section 4

2.0 Mi. Sotth of Canton to 2.5 Mi. South of Farmington

4-West
4-West South . AL
North 4-Middie :
Retained Retained
ALIGNMENT Existing Road R.O.W used 65 65 70 90
ALTERNATIVES
New ROW Required 640 615 745 570
DECEMBER 2004

ALIGNMENTS Total R.O.W. Required 705 680 815 660
{each) Severances (para. & diag.) 18 18 71 5
(acres) Land Locked Parcels 0 3 5 2
{(numbern) Wetlands 9 17 22 29
(acres) Wetlands 4.9 8.6 13.6 17.3
(acres) Cropland 460 445 345 245
(acres) Wooded Land 100 85 185 80
(acres) Grassland 30 20 95 125
(acres) Other 50 65 120 120
{each) Residential Relocations 18 16 34 18
(each) Commercial Relocations 1 7 16 16
{each) Stream Crossings 2 2 5 5
(acres) Floodplain Encroachment 0 0 0 0
(each) Threatened & Endangered 0 0 0 0
(each) Historic Properties 0 0 0 0
(miles) Length 12.7 12.5 13.8 11.9

2004 $'s Const. Cost (Expressway) $192M $229M $302M $218M

2004 $'s Const. Cost (Freeway) $203M $240M $317M $230M

No alignments impact:

Quality Upland Forest

4A(f) Land
IDNR Property

* QOther includes: residential lawns, open water and urban areas
* Retained alignments are highlighted in gray
* Highest impacts are highlighted in vellow

The two western alignments, 4-West North and 4-West South, are identical except for the northern

portions of the alignment. In this area the two alignments separate and run parallel in close proximity to

cach other. These two alignments essentially provide the same service. Therefore one of these two




alignments was chosen as a representative alignment. The following describes the reasons the 4-West
South alignment was chosen to be retained over the 4-West North alignment.

The 4-West South Alignment was retained because of the following reasons:
impacts 15 acres less cropland

impacts 15 acres less woodland
impacts 10 acres less grassland
closer to the city of Canton

The 4-West North Alisnment was eliminated for the following reasons:
e impacts 15 acres more cropland
e impacts 15 acres more woodland
e impacts 10 acres more grassland

Although the 4-East Alignment does have the most wetland impacts and more residential
relocations than 4-West South (retained for further studv), it was also retained because of the
following reasons:

o closest to the city of Canton, thereby addressing the economic stability component of the Purpose
and Need
least cropland impacts
least woodland impacts
shortest in length and therefore provides the most efficient route to connect to Peoria
preferred by the city of Canton

The 4-Middle Alignment was eliminated for the following reasons:
¢ has substantially more woodland impacts than any of the other alignments
¢ bisects a proposed residential development
¢ substantially more expensive than any of the others

In conclusion, for Section 4, the 4-West South and 4-East alignments will be carried forward for further
evaluation.

Section 5—2.5 Miles South of Farmington to I-474 at Peoria

Section 5
NORTH MIDDLE SOUTH
Retained Retained

In this section three alignments were evaluated and presented to the public at the December 2004 public
meeting: 5-Middle is along existing IL. 116, 5-North is north of IL 116, and 5-South is south of IL 116.
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The following table summarizes the impacts of each alignment.

Section 5
2.5 Mi. South of Farmington to [-474 at
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES Pt
5-North 5-South
5-Middfe

Retained Retained

ALIGNMENT Existing Road R.O.W used 60 150 60
ALTERNATIVES
New ROW Required 1,010 890 980
DECEMEBER 2004
ALIGNMENTS Total R.O.W. Required 1,070 1,040 1,040
(each) Severances (para. & diag.) 58 27 24
(acres) Land Locked Parcels 0 0 0
{(numbern) Wetlands 6 1 1
(acres) Wetlands 4.9 0.0 0.1
(acres) Cropland 870 790 900
(acres) Wooded Land 90 30 30
(acres) Grassland 0 0 0
(acres) Other 50 70 50
(each) Residential Relocations 35 60 43
(each) Commercial Relocations 0 0 7
(each) Stream Crossings 2 1 1
(acres) Floodplain Encroachment 12 3 0
(each) Threatened & Endangered 0 0 0
(each) Historic Properties 0 0 0
(miles) Length 19.2 18.7 18.2
2004 $'s Const. Cost (Expressway) $155M $155M $145M
2004 %'s Const. Cost (Freeway) $170M $170M $155M

No alignments impact:

Quality Upland Forest

4A(f) Land
IDNR Property

* QOther includes: residential lawns, open water and urban areas
* Retained alignments are highlighted in gray

* Highest impacts are highlighted in vellow

Due to their being located in relatively open space, the 5-North and 5-South alignments offer the most
opportunity to avoid human and natural environmental resources, while still meeting the Purpose and
Need. Asthe chart indicates, the 5-North alignment, while impacting more wetlands, woodlands, and
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floodplains, would impact fewer acres of cropland. While the 5-South alignment would impact more
acres of cropland, it would impact fewer acres of wetlands, woodlands and floodplain. Both the 5-North
and 5-South alignments will be retained for further study.

The 5-North Alishment (retained) impacts compared to the 5-South Alisnment:
¢ impacts 30 acres less farmland
e has 8 fewer residential relocations

The 5-South Alisnment (retained) impacts compared to the 5-North Alisnment:
impacts no acres of floodplain

only has one small stream crossing

impacts only 0.1 acres of wetland

impacts 60 acres less woodland

The 5-Middle alignment follows existing I1. 116 and passes through the communities of Hanna City and
Trivoli. This part of the project area is much more developed than the rest of the corridor. An estimated
60 residences along IL 116 would be relocated by the project, and many others would be impacted by a
new highway in their front yards. Because of the development along the existing IL 116, with the 5-
Middle alignment there is very little opportunity to reduce the number of relocations.

The 5-Middle Alisnment was eliminated because of the following reasons:
¢ more developed area, and therefore has numerous impacts to residences and commercial
establishments.
s most relocations, 6() residences

e since it is located on existing alignment it creates the most disruptions to communities along IL
116

In conclusion, for Section 5, the 5-North and 5-South alignments will be carried forward for further
evaluation.



ILLINOIS 336 URS Team Personnel

Peoria to Macomb
Highway Study

* Robert Andrews, URS Project Manager

+ Mary Hagerty, URS Environmental Lead
West-Central lllinois
Peotia, Fulton and McDonough Counties + Sue Laue, URS Public Involvement

i% I l|| :‘m-i-. De p.Ll!_mil-lll
W/ of Transportation

Milestones Since Last NEPA Process
Meeting

« April 2003 Last NEPA Meeting + Part 1-- Corridor Re-evaluation --

» February 2004 Corridor Public Hearing Salali=gd

» June 2004 Corridor Report Approved + Part 2 -- Design Repert and EIS - in
+ December 2004 Public Meeting Presenting el
Alignments
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Background

The Last Part
of the1970 Plan
Peoria to Macomb

= [-474 at West Edge of
Peoria to Proposed
Macomb Bypass at East
Edge of Macomb

« Area about 60 miles x 22
miles

1970 Plan

Supplemental
Freeway
F-7
Quincy to Peoria

Environmental Features of
Study Area

* lllinois River Valley borders south side--

several wildlife refuges/other protected areas

* All corridors cross the Spoon river
* Prime farmland
* Wetlands

* Other parks and protected areas




SIS 2003 Corridors

* Peoria County--Peoria, pop. 113,000
« Fulton County--Canton, pop. 15,000

* McDonough County--Macomb, pop. 19,000

« Other towns with population over 1,500:

Bartonville, Bellevue, Bushnell, Farmington, and

Lewistown

« Several smaller villages

Selected Corridor

Part 1

Corridor
Re-evaluation
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Corridor Selection — First
Corridor C Eliminated:

Little public support

Didn’'t serve Canton or Macomb well
Highest potential for impacts to Section 4 (f)
and 6 () properties, wetlands, floodplains,
streams, archaeological resources and T&E
species

Substantially higher cost than A or B

30% more relocations than A or B

No real advantages over A or B

Public Involvement in Part 1

»  Advisory Council meetings (3 meetings)
» Individual meetings

» Public Meeting (1 meeting)

» Public Hearing {1 meeting)

= 336 Coalition (3 meetings)

+ Newsletters

+ News Releases

+ Library Repositories

+ Project Mailing List

Corridor Selection —
Evaluation of A and B — AB
Selected:

Most public support

Preferable for traffic

Provides access for Farmington

Similar to other A — B combinations for
environmental impacts

Was selected in 1970s and there are no
changed conditions great enough to make
other corridors preferable

Purpose and Need

» System Linkage
* Need for Economic Stability

+ Travel Efficiency
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System Linkage
Key Link to
Highway Improvement

EEE US Route 67,
Macomb to Monmouth

US Route 67,
Macomb to Alton

11336,
Quincy to Macomb

IL 336/US Route 67,
West of Macomb to east of
Macomb

Need for Economic Stability

Unemployment: all three counties above
state average; in Fulton County, 47% higher
than state average (International Harvester
plant closed in 1983; many mines closed
around the same time period)

Population: declining in Fulton and
McDonough Counties

Median household income: McDonough 31%
below state average; Fulton 27% below

Poverty: McDonough nearly 2x state average

System Linkage

+ Improved regional transportation
continuity

» Enhanced linkage of west central lllinois
to major economic markets

* Project has independent utility

Travel Efficiency

The project would provide:

* Improved travel times and safety between
Macomb, Canton, and Peoria

Improved vertical and horizontal alignment
Passing lanes

Reduction of vehicle conflicts at intersections,
railroad crossings, and access points




D-28

Concurrence Point One:
Purpose and Need

First Phase Part 2

Develop Preliminary Alignments — Began Spring 04
Environmental Studies (Biological Report)

Public Involvement

— Advisory Group, Other Stakeholders

— December 04 Public Meetings

Eliminate Some Alignments — Spring 05
Determine Freeway/expressway limits

Public Meetings — Oct/Nov 05

Select Preferred Alignment — Spring 06

Public Hearing — Fall 07

Part 2--Design Report and EIS

Identification of Alternative Alighments within
Selected Corridor

Alternatives Analysis/Draft EIS
|dentification of Selected Alternative/Final EIS
Record of Decision

3 ¥ year time frame

. 04 Meeting Alignments
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Section 1 — Macomb to Marietta

South and South Middle (red and orange)
eliminated: lack of support and route
efficiency; high displacements and ag

impacts; potential historic structure impacts.

Middle North (purple connector) eliminated:
low route efficiency, impacted native
plantings, little support.

North (blue) retained: least ag impact,
highest route efficiency, fewest relocations,
access for Bushnell.

Middle (green) retained: shortest, least
wetland and stream impacts, lowest cost.

Section 2 —Norris to Peoria

Middle (orange) eliminated: high
relocations and other
residential/business impacts.

North (blue) retained: high public

support, most direct, lower relocations.

South (green) retained: good public
support, lower relocations.

Section 2 — Marietta to Norris

South East and South Middle (red and green)
eliminated: lack of support, do not serve
Cuba-Canton traffic well.

North North (yellow) eliminated: high ag
impacts, too far from Canton.

North Middle (orange) eliminated: lake and
strip mine impacts, too far north of Canton.

North West (blue) retained: has support, fits
between strip mines and ag land.

North East {(green) retained: has support, is
close to Canton.

Current Alignments &
Freeway Limits




THANK YOU
Concurrence Point Two:

Alternatives to Be Carried
Forward

lllinois Department of Transportation

("‘}‘ Ilinois Department
@f of Transportation
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PROJECT

;
|

PEORIA TO MACOMB STUDY —FAP 315 (1L 336)

Section: Various

Peona, Fulton, McDonough Counties

Catalog No. 032258-00P

PROJECT NUMBERS

IDOT Job No. P94-025-00
URS Job No. 25364560

DATE

November 14, 2006

SUBJECT

NEPA/404 Meeting

Mike McLuckie

A meeting was held on the above date in the IDOT District 1 Office for the purpose of presenting IDOT’s
preliminary preferred alignment and to solicit input. In attendance:

Name Representing
Maureen Addis 1IDOT D4
Mike McLuckie 1IDOT D4
Greg Larson IDOT D4
Matt Fuller FHWA-IL
Newton Ellens USEPA
Shawn Cirton USFWS
John Betker USACE-Rock Island
Heidi Woeber USFWS—Rock Island
I P. Varma FHWA-IL
Warren Lutz FHWA-IL
Walt Zyznievski IDOT-BDE
Terry Savko IL Dept Agriculture
Pam Heimsness FHWA-IL
Steve Hamer IDNR
Robert Andrews URS
Mary Hagerty URS
GENERAL

Matt Fuller (FHWA-IL) noted that there would be some changes in FHW A’s policy for the NEPA/404
process. Proposed changes would be submitted for comment during the first half of 2007, with plans to
finalize the changes around August 2007.

MINUTES

URS Corporation
100 South Wacker Dr., Suite 500
Page 1 of 2 Chicago, IL 60606

Tel: 312.939.1000
Fax: 312.939.4198
WA UTSCOrp.com



URS

PRELIMINARY PREFERRED ALIGNMENT

URS distributed an updated information packet—it was the same packet that had been distributed to the
group prior to the meeting, but with more detailed wetland tables added. Hagerty summarized the current
project status: alignments that had been presented at the September 2005 NEPA meeting were presented
to the public in March 2006, with the addition of a new alignment in Section 1 at the west side of the
project (North North alignment). Since the March 2006 public meetings IDOT has identified a
preliminary preferred alignment and has made some small changes to the alignment to reduce impacts.
Using presentation boards with alignments on aerial photographs, Andrews summarized each alignment
section and the rationale for identification of the preliminary preferred alignment.

Terry Savko (IL Dept. of Agriculture) wanted to know what lands were included in the “Other Lands”
category in the tables. Andrews said examples were the land associated with a relocated residence and
open water.

After the presentation, John Betker (USACE) made positive comments about the presentation of
information and the relatively low impacts on wetlands. He noted farm land impacts were relatively high.
Savko said she did not have a problem with the alignment location and was glad to see that severances
were minimized.

There were no objections or negative comments about the preliminary preferred alignment from any of the
NEPA agencies

OTHER

Fuller noted that Section 4 of the draft EIS would include only the preferred alignment (note: this is the
traditional Section 4, Environmental Consequences; in the draft EIS the traditional Sections 3 and 4 will
be combined into Section 3, Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences). Greg Larson
(IDOT D4) said the draft EIS may be available in July or August 2007 if everything goes well.

Respectfully submitted,
UR

Robert J. An%

ews, PE
Project Manager

Attachment: Meeting handout

URS Corporation Tel: 312.939.1000
100 South Wacker Dr., Suite 500 FZ)&' 312' 93§ 4198
D-32 Page 2 of 2 Chicago, IL 60606 T

WWW.Urscorp.com
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IL 336 - PEORIA TO MACOMB
Peoria, Fulton and McDonough Counties
Job. No. P-94-025-00
Catalog No. 0322583-00P

November 14, 2006 NEPA/404 Merger Meeting

This handout summarizes the rationale for IDOT’s identification of a preliminary
preferred alignment for the proposed IL. 336 Peoria to Macomb highway project. It
summarizes the transition from the alignments presented at the March 2006 public
meetings to IDOT’s current preliminary preferred alignment. In addition to considering
eliminating all but a single alignment, IDOT has made some minor alignment and
intersection changes in response to public comment and to reduce impacts.

The alignments presented at the March 2006 public meetings were essentially the same as
those presented in the September 2005 NEPA meeting, with the addition of the alignment
that was added at the west and north side of the project (North North), in response to
agency comments from the September 2005 NEPA meeting.

The handout includes tabulated impacts, including more details of wetland impacts, based
on more recent INHS studies focused on the March 2006 alignments.

At the November NEPA meeting IDOT’s preliminary preferred alignment, along with the
other alignments presented at the March 2006 public meetings, will be presented on
large-scale aerial photo based boards. The purpose of the meeting will be to present the
preliminary preferred alignment in more detail and to solicit initial input on the alignment
from the NEPA agencies
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Section 1—Macomb Bypass to 1.5 Miles East of Marietta

Section 1

NORTHNORTH NORTH MIDOLE
= Bughned *Eymhragl * Rushnall
T T || T e ([ e
1 Macormb ® Maoomi Mannmhb
Preferred

An additional alignment in Section 1 (North North) was added in response to agency concerns expressed
through the NEPA process leading up to the March 2006 public meetings. This alignment was
introduced to reduce North alignment impacts on the floodplains and wetlands associated with the East
Fork of the LLa Moine River, while still addressing the Purpose and Need for the project and the public
support for a northern alignment. As a result of avoiding floodplains and wetlands, however, the North
North alignment resulted in more farmland impacts, particularly diagonal severances.

Up through the March 2006 public meetings a group of stakeholders from the Bushnell area strongly
supported alignments as close to Bushnell as possible. For example, of the 93 comments IDOT received
following the December 2004 public meetings, 58 supported a north alignment, with the remaining 35
were split between the Middle alignment and a southern alignment that was still under consideration.
(Most of those 35 supported the Middle alignment.)

Following the March 2006 public meetings, support for the north alignments began to change.
Immediately following the meetings IDOT received about 25 comments in support of the north
alignments. But soon after that an organized effort against the north alignments developed, led by affected
farmers who believed that the impacts to their properties and their farm operations far outweighed the
benefits of having the alignment slightly closer to Bushnell. Based on public input to IDOT, there now
appears to be little or no support for the north alignments. IDOT has recently received 48 comments
either supporting the Middle alignment or opposing the north alignments. IDOT has also received a
petition with 159 signatures that opposes the north alignments. The Bushnell city council and Bushnell
Economic Development Corp., both of whom previously supported a north alignment, now support the
Middle alignment.

The following summarizes the rationale for retaining or eliminating alignments in Section 1.

The North North alisnment was eliminated for the following reasons:

As noted above, there no longer appears to be public support for a north alignment.
It has the most farm severances (26) of any of the Section 1 alignments.

It has the second highest acreage of land locked parcels (15 ac.).

It impacts the most cropland (540 ac.).

It has the highest new ROW requirement (631 ac.).

It is more disruptive to the existing road network than the other two alignments.

It has a high number of stream crossings (18) and floodplain encroachment (235 ac.).
It is tied for highest cost with the North alignment.




D-35

The North alisnment was eliminated for the following reasons:

As noted above, there no longer appears to be public support for a north alignment.

It has a large number of farm severances (22).

It has the highest amount of landlocked parcels (37 ac.).

It has the highest impact to wetlands (13.5 ac.).

It has the second highest cropland impacts (488 ac.).

It has the highest impact to wooded land (37 ac.).

It has a high number of stream crossings (18) and highest floodplain encroachment (47 ac.).
o It is tied for highest cost with North North alignment.

The Middle Alisnment is preferred for the following reasons:

As noted above, the Middle alignment now has the most public support.

It requires the least amount of new ROW (100 acres less than the others).

It results in the fewest farm severances (9).

It has the least impact to cropland (66 acres less than the others).

It has the fewest stream crossings. In addition the streams in this area are much smaller than those
near the La Moine River that are crossed by the north alignments.

It has essentially no wetland or floodplain impacts.

o Itis the least costly of the three alignments, by $40M. The lower cost results primarily from
having an at-grade intersection at IL. 41. Providing an intersection instead on interchange reduces
land requirements and costs.

In summary, when compared with the Middle alignment, the north alignments are costlier, have less
public support, and have higher impacts to farmland, wetlands, floodplains, wooded land, and streams.
The only real benefit of the northern alignments is that neither has residential relocations. The Middle
alignment requires 6 residential relocations.

Section 2—1.5 Miles East of Marietta to 1.5 Miles East of Smithfield

Section 2

IL85

“Smitrfield

Preferred

Initially, only the IL 95 alignment, shown above, was developed in the Spoon River area. This single
alignment uses the existing I1. 95 right-of-way for the construction of much of the new roadway. This
approach results in fewer impacts to the natural environment than creating a new alignment and roadway.
When IDOT learned in August, 2004 that a proposed new nature preserve abutting II. 95 was under
consideration, additional alignments were developed as alternatives to avoid the potential nature preserve
arca. These additional alignments were carried forward in the event the nature preserve was actually
dedicated. On October 18™, 2005 the Illinois Nature Preserves Commission denied the proposal to
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dedicate this nature preserve. After that date, only the IL 95 alignment was presented to the NEPA
agencies and the public as an alignment to carry forward.

In conclusion, for Section 2, the IL. 95 alignment is preferred.

Section 3—1.5 Miles East of Smithfield to 2.0 Miles South of Canton

Section 3

"NORTH um.u

y L~ Cuba " ubg ]

Preferred

Development of both alignments under consideration has continued since the public meetings in March of
2006. Based on some public comments, the North A alignment was adjusted to be more like the North
alignment where it separates from II. 95 at the west end of this section. Further details were developed
regarding existing road grid impacts and the need for frontage roads for both alignments. Based on
comments from Cuba officials, the 7% street/10" street connections to I1. 336 east of I, 97 were reversed
for both alignments. As presented at the public meetings, for both alignments, 7" connected to IL 336
and 10" was closed. Access was modified to keep 10" open and close 7 As part of that change, access
to the northwest quadrant of Cuba was analyzed in more detail, and street connectors have been added to
route around the closures. The North A alignment goes through more of the north part of Cuba and causes
both 3™ Street and 7" Street to be closed. The North alignment is north of the end of 3" Street, so only 7t
Street is closed. Even at 7" Street, fewer people are affected by the North alignment because it 1s north of
the city. Public comments were essentially split, with six people favoring North and 8 favoring North A.

A result of these modifications is that both alignments have been improved, but their relative impacts
have changed since the March 2006 public meetings. The updated impact tables is presented below.

Summary of impacts:

North North(A)
Severances 9 6 Same as public meeting
Residential relocations 4 9 Reduced from 10 to 9 on North A
Commercial relocations 0 1 Same as public meeting
Row crop land (acres) 165 151 We broke cropland into hay and row
Hay crop land (acres) 20 4 crops. Proportions did not change from

public meeting.

In the impact table presented at the public meetings, “crop land” was a single category. To better
discriminate true impacts, the table above breaks crop land into two categories, row crop land and hay
crop land. While the North alignment has more impact on crop land overall, much of the impact is on
low-quality formerly stripped mined land used for hay. This land is usually poorly drained and hilly.
Some of 1t is used for pasture or hay because it will not economically support row crops. The
North(A) alignment splits 5 large, rectangular parcels into pieces. It is apparent from the aerial



photographs that this land has never been strip mined and is flat. Some of the verbal input received in
the public meetings supports the conclusion that the North alignment has fewer agricultural impact
than the North(A) alignment.

The North alisnment is preferred over North A for the following reasons:
o The North alignment has fewer relocations.
o The North alignment is less disruptive to the Cuba street system in the northeast quadrant of the
city.
o It has less impact on agriculture.

In conclusion, for Section 3, the North alignment 1s preferred.

Section 4—2.0 Miles South of Canton to 2.5 Miles South of Farmington

Section 4

(WEST - EAST )
Double T Double T

Preferred

Both alignments are west of Canton in an area in between the Canton parks on the east and the IDNR
Double Tee property on the west. In the middle of this area along II. 9 are the Canton airport and an
Illinois State prison. Also located in the middle of this area is former strip-mined ground that is now
covered with lakes and grassland. These former strip-mined areas are currently used for recreational
purposes and parts are being redeveloped for residential use.

The East alignment is west of Canton and east of the airport and prison. It goes through an industrial
park, a planned (though not platted) residential subdivision, the strip mined land and lakes and some
investment property known as Double Cluck.

The West alighment is west of the airport and prison and is east of the IDNR property. It goes along the
border between the agricultural land and the strip mined land. Cropland is taken for new ROW, but
mostly from edges of farms. Less of the alignment is through lakes and uncompacted fill left from mining

operations.

Public comments were split in this section with 24 people favoring East and 27 West.
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The West Alisnment is preferred for the following reasons:

e Asaplanning issue, the new expressway does not separate Canton from its airport. It also is less
restrictive for redevelopment than the Fast alignment by being slightly further from the city.

¢ It reduces the amount of construction through lakes and strip mined land. Construction in strip
mined land is a concern because it is:

o Difficult and expensive due to compaction problems.

o Could have unintended consequences relating to the water table. Many of the lake surfaces
are at different elevations and are connected through the ground water system.
Consolidating embankments could disrupt the existing systems in unknown ways.

o Could create water quality problems. When disturbed these soils can produce acid runoff
and impact streams, lakes and water quality.

o It has about one-third the wetland impacts than the east alignment.
o It costs $36M less mostly due to less difficult construction requirements.
o It has one-fourth the relocations of the East alignment due to avoiding the industrial park.

In conclusion, for Section 4, the West alignment is preferred because it is less costly, is better for long
range planning, has fewer relocations and less wetland impacts.

Section 5—2.5 Miles South of Farmington to I-474 at Peoria

Section 5

NORTH SOUTH

m Paoria.)
farml Paorlae fﬂml n -

Preferred

Both alignments are identical from the eastern beginning of the project at Maxwell Road west to the
Taylor Road interchange. (The South alignment is not shown where it is identical with the North.)

The North alignment, which lies north of I1. 116, would be constructed as freeway from the east end at I-
474 to Taylor Road about 4 miles to the west. No further interchanges are located on the North alignment
until it rejoins the South alignment east of Farmington. Based on traffic/development patterns and the
more rugged character of the ground north of Hanna City an interchange with Hanna City Glasford Road
(CH 78) 1s not needed. Most of the traffic on Hanna City Glasford Road is south of IL 116.

The South alignment, which lies south of IL 116, would be constructed as freeway for about 7.5 miles on
the east end, to west of the interchange with the Hanna City Glasford Road (CH 78). Based on
traffic/development patterns and the more developable character of the ground south of Hanna City an
interchange with Hanna City Glasford Road (CH 78) is needed and the freeway limits were extended to
maintain traftic flow and reduce accidents.
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The North Aliscnment was eliminated for the following reasons:

There are more farm land severances on the North alignment.

Although there is somewhat less cropland used by the North alignment, the South alignment
seems to be better for the agricultural community if both severances and cropland take are
considered. Part of the difference in cropland between the two alignments results from the South
alignment having one more interchange than the North.

The North alignment has twice as many residential relocations as the South.

The North alignment has almost four times as much floodplain encroachment as the South.

The North alignment takes more grassland than the South.

The North alignment takes more wooded land than the South.

The North alignment does not support the transportation needs in the more heavily traveled east
side of the Section as well as the South, particularly around Hanna City.

In conclusion, for Section 5, the South alignment 1s preferred because it has less impacts and better serves
the transportation needs of the area.
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ILLINOIS 336
Peoria to Macomb
Highway Study

West-Central lllinois
Peoria, Fulton and McDonough Counties

Department

Dec. 04 Meeting Alignments

Project Milestones

April 2003 First NEPA Meeting — Purpose and Need
February 2004 Corridor Public Hearing

June 2004 Corridor Report Approved

December 2004 Public Meeting Presenting Initial Alignments
September 2005 NEPA Meeting — Purpose and Need plus
Alternatives to be Carried Forward

March 2006 Public Meeting Alternatives to be Carried Forward

November 2006 NEPA Meeting — Preliminary Preferred Alternative

March 06 Alignments &
Freeway Limits




Section 1

Preliminary Preferred
Alignments

Section 1 North North Section 1 North
Alignment Eliminated Alignment Eliminated

No public support for a north alignment. No public support for a north alignment.

Most farm severances (26) Large number of farm severances (22).

Second highest acreage of land locked Highest amount of landlocked parcels (37 ac.).
parcels (15 ac.). Highest impact to wetlands (13.5 ac.).

Impacts the most cropland (540 ac.). Second highest cropland impacts (488 ac.).
Highest new ROW requirement (631 ac.). Highest impact to wooded land (57 ac.).

More disruptive to the existing road network High number of stream crossings (18) and

High number of stream crossings (18) and highest floodplain encroachment (47 ac.).
floodplain encroachment (25 ac.). Tied for highest cost with North North alignment.
Tied for highest cost with the North alignment.
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SECTIOH 1
Section 1 M iddle IMPACT DESCRIFTION
Magomb Expan it 1.6 ML B rtof Marulla
o HORTH FREFERRED
Alignment Preferred
EXISTING ROAD ROWUSED T2 70 127
LAND REQ'D (acres) | NEW ROW RERUIRED 604 631 498
Most pub'IC SUppOl‘t TOTAL ROW 676 m 625
i EACH SEVERANGES (parsllel & diagoral ] 2 26 9
Least amount of new ROW (100 acres less than orEs LA ND LOCKE O FARGELS ) 1 o
the others). nnees | werianns = v 3
Fewest farm severances (9). AORES UETLANDS 154 0.5 0.2
4 ACRES CROFLAND 488 540 422
Least impact to cropland (66 acres less than the Py —— p= 0 5
Others). ACRES GRASS LAND 52 34 29
Fewest stream crossings. ALRES OTHER LiND ! s i
g = - EACH RESIDENTIAL RELOCATIONS 1 1 6
Essentially no wetland or floodplain impacts. p— FE—— . : .
Least costly of the three alighments, by $40M. EAc STRERN CROSSINGS 1 1 i
ACRES FLOODPLA IN ENCRORCHM ENT a1 25 L]
MiILE LENGTH 15.0 15.0 144
2005 §=5 CONSTRUCTION COST $MILLION $208 $205 $168

Section 2 IL 95 Alignment
Preferred

Single alignment considered in this section
Used existing IL 95 right-of-way
Fewer impacts than creating new alignment &

roadway
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SECTIOH 2

st Section 3 North

smitnne g
PREFERRED

Alignment Preferred

EXISTING ROAD ROW USED 66

LAND REQ'D(acres) | NEW ROW REGUIRED 139

TOTAL ROW Fewer relocations.

EACH SEVERANCES [parallel & diagoral | £ . -

i P —— Less disruptive to the Cuba street system in the
northeast quadrant of the city.

NLMBER WETLANDS

achEs veTLANGS - Less impact on agriculture.

ACRES CROFLAND

ACRES w0 DED LAND

ACRES GRASS L ND
ACRES OTHER LAND
EACH RES IDEMTI4 L RELOCATIONS

EACH COMMERCIL RELOCATIONS

EACH STREAM CROSEINGE

ACRES FLOOOPLAIN ENCROACHMENT
MILE LENGTH
2005 §s CONSTRUCTION COST § MILLION

SECTIOH 3

IMPA CT DESCRIPTION 1.5 WL Eantor SmitiNiid o 20 ML Sectlon 4
South of Canton

PREFERRED

NORTH NORTHEA]

EXISTING ROAD ROW USED 113 110

LAND REQ'D (ores) MEW ROw REG UIRED 285 255

TOTAL ROW

EACH SEVERANCES (parsllel & diagonal]

ACRES LAND LOCKED PARCELS

HUME ER WHETLANDS

ACRES WETLANDS

ACRES CROPLAND
ACRES WOODED LAND

ACRES GRS S LAND
ACRES OTHER LAND
EACH RESIDENTIAL RELOCATIONS

EACH COMMERCIAL RELOCATIONS

EACH STREAM CROS3INGS

ACRES FLOODPLAIN ENCROACHHENT

MILE LENGTH
2005 §= CONSTRUCTION COST $MILLION
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Section 4 West Alignment
Preferred

Does not separate Canton from its airport. Less

restrictive for redevelopment than the East alignment.

Reduces the amount of construction through lakes
and strip mined land.

— Difficult and expensive due to compaction
problems.

— Unintended consequences relating to the water
table.

— Could create water quality problems/facid runoff
One-third the wetland impacts of the east alignment.
Costs $36M less.

One-fourth the relocations of the East alignment.

Section 5

SECTION 4

20 WL Souh otCanton o 2.8 W1

IMPACT DESCRIPTION South ot Farmington

FREFERRED
WEST

EXISTING ROAD ROW USED 87
LAND REQ'D (acres) | NEW ROW REQUIRED 522

TOTAL ROW

EACH 3 EVERA NCES [parallel & diagonal]

ACRES LAND LOCKED PARCELS

HUMBER WETLANDS

ACRES WETLANDS

ACRES CROPLAND
ACRES WOODED LAND

ACRES GRASS LAND

ACRES OTHER LAND

EACH RESIDENTIAL RELOCATIONS
EACH COMMERCI L RELOCATIONS

EACH STREAM CROS3INGS
ACRES FLOODPLA IN ENCROA CHHENT

MILE LENGTH

2005 s CONSTRUCTION COST $MILLION

Section 5 South
Alignment Preferred

Less farm land severances.

Seems to be better for the agricultural community if
both severances and cropland take are considered.
Half as many residential relocations.

North alignment has almost four times as much
floodplain encroachment as the South.

North alignment takes more grassland and wooded
land than the South.

The North alignment does not support the
transportation needs in the more heavily traveled east
side of the Section as well as the South, particularly
around Hanna City.




SECTIOH 5

2.5 M. South of Farmington o 147 45t
Poorta

IMPACT DESCRIPTION

FREFERRED
SOUTH
EXISTING ROAD ROW USED 65

LAND RERO ) | wewrmw reauRED o0 THANK YOU

TOTA L ROW 985

EA4CH SEVERANCE S(parallel & dagoral]
ACRES LAND LD CKED PARCELS
NUMBER WETLANDS

ACRES WETLANDS

e [ : : lllinois Department of Transportation

ACRES Wil DOED LA ND

ACRES GRS LAND
ACRES OTHER LAND

RESIDENTIAL RELOCATIONS L Department
COMMERCIAL RELO CATIONS of Transportation
STREAM CROGEINGS

ACRES FLOODFLAIM ENCROACHMENT

MILE LENGTH

2005 §s CONSTRUCTION COST $MILLION
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ILLINOIS NATURE PRESERVES COMMISSION AGENDA
Minutes of the 183rd Meeting
(subject to approval of Commission at 184th Meeting)

University of Illinois ACES Library
Heritage Room

1101 S. Goodwin Avenue
Urbana, Illinois

Tuesday, August 3, 2004 - 9:00 a.m.

183-1) Call to Order, Roll Call and Introduction of Attendees

At 9:10 a.m., pursuant to the Call to Order of Chair Allread, the meeting began.
Don McFall gave the roll call.

Members present: Jill Allread, Kristi DeLaurentiis, Harry Drucker, Dr. Ronald Flemal,
Jill Riddell, Bruce Ross-Shannon, John Schwegman, and John Sommerhof.

Members absent: Dr. Richard Keating.

Others present: Steven Byers, Judy Faulkner Dempsey, Bob Edgin, Randy Heidorn,
Tom Lerczak, Don McFall, Angella Moorehouse, John Nelson, Debbie Newman,
Debbie Reider, Kim Roman, and Mary Kay Solecki, Illinois Nature Preserves
Commission (INPC); Tim Kelley and Patti Reilly, Office of Resource Conservation
(ORCQ), Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR); Penny Snyder, Wildlife,
IDNR; Kathi Davis and Brian Reilly, Office of Realty and Environmental Planning
(OREP), IDNR; Jonathan Furr, Chief Legal Counsel, IDNR; Randy Nyboer,
Endangered Species Protection Board (ESPB) and Illinois Natural History Survey,
IDNR; Fran Harty, The Nature Conservancy (TNC); INPC Consultant Marilyn
Campbell, Illinois Audubon Society (IAS); Maureen Addis, Sue Dees, and Mike
McLuckie, Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT); INPC Consultant Ken
Robertson, Illinois Natural History Survey, IDNR; Former INPC Chair Guy Fraker;
INPC Consultant John White, Ecological Services; Deanna Glosser, Environmental
Planning Sclutions; David Monk, Educational Resources in Environmental Sciences
(ERES); and Doris Westfall.

Chair Allread thanked Kevin Cummings, Rob Wiedenmann, and John Taft from the
Illinois Natural History Survey for their presentations to the INPC staff on Monday,
August 2, 2004. She also thanked Mary Kay Solecki for hosting a reception for the
INPC staff on Monday evening, August 2, 2004.

183-2) Adoption of Agenda

Don McFall stated that Item 13 will be presented after Item 11. Item 19 will be
presented after Item 20. Representatives from the IDOT have requested to address
the Commission regarding the proposed Kedzior Woodlands addition to Harper-
Rector Woods Nature Preserve. He also stated that Jonathan Furr, Chief Legal
Counsel, IDNR, will address the Commission regarding ethics training.
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It was moved by Schwegman, seconded by Flemal, and carried that the Agenda be
adopted as amended.

183-3) Approval of the Minutes of the 182nd Meeting, May 4, 2004

It was moved by Ross-Shannon, seconded by Flemal, and carried that the Minutes of
the 182nd Meeting, May 4, 2004, be approved as presented.

Chair Allread reported that at the 182nd Meeting of the INPC, held at the Chicago
Botanic Garden in Glencoe on May 4, 2004, legal protection for six tracts of land
totaling 568 acres was approved by the Commission. Four of the six areas are owned
by private individuals or not-for-profit corporations who donated the value of the
protection agreement to the public. The dollar value of the tracts of private land is
$251,000, based on conservative estimates of the fair market value of the land. This
private land was permanently preserved without acquisition of the land by the State.
Private lands protected without State acquisition at the 182nd Meeting of the INPC
were an addition to Thistle Hills Nature Preserve, McDonough County, 114 acres;
Sibley Grove, Ford County, 50 acres; Nitch addition to Sleepy Hollow Ravine Nature
Preserve, Kane County, 1 acre; and Short Fork Seep, McDonough County, 42 acres.
A total of 207 acres of private land was protected. Protection of this land came about
because the INPC has eight staff in the field working with private landowners. There
are now 321 dedicated nature preserves in 79 counties totaling 43,382 acres and
108 land and water reserves in 50 counties totaling 33,789 acres.

183-4) Next Meeting Schedule

Meeting Date Location
184 26 October, 10:00 a.m. - Giant City Lodge, Makanda

183-5) 2005 Proposed Meeting Schedule

1 February, 10:00 a.m. - Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Springfield
3 May, 10:00 a.m. - Western Illinois University, Macomb

2 August, 9:00 a.m. - Morton Arboretum, Lisle

25 October, 10:00 a.m. - Cahokia Mounds State Historic Site, Collinsville

It was moved by Schwegman, seconded by Delaurentiis, and carried that the
proposed meeting schedule be approved as presented.

183-6) Election of Officers - INPC Nominating Committee Report

Chair Allread stated that her term as Chair of the INPC has been a marvelous, yet
challenging and rewarding opportunity for her personally. She stated that as she
closes out her tenure as Chair, she would like to thank the staff and fellow
Commissioners for the support that she was given to increase the public awareness
of the INPC over the last six years. She stated that it was her goal to increase the
visibility of the INPC, and she feels that she has reached that goal as more people
know that the INPC is a valuable asset to the people of Illinois. She encouraged the
staff to continue the wonderful work that they have been doing. People throughout
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the State rallied behind the INPC, as well as other opportunities to support open
space, recreation, and parks by getting the budget restored.

Commissioner Riddell stated that the Committee wishes to place the following
nominations for officers before the Commission for consideration: for Chair,
Commissioner Harry Drucker; for Vice-Chair, Commissioner Bruce Ross-Shannon;
and for Secretary, Commissioner John Schwegman. All have agreed to serve if
elected.

Chair Allread asked for any nominations from the floor, and none were offered.

It was moved by Flemal, seconded by Sommerhof, and carried that the following
Commissioners be elected as Officers of the Illinois Nature Preserves Commission:
Harry Drucker as Chair, Bruce Ross Shannon as Vice-Chair, and John Schwegman as
Secretary.

Chair Drucker stated that Commissioner Allread’s tenure was unusually busy with
milestones to celebrate and difficult challenges. The dedication of the 300th nature
preserve occurred under her tenure, along with the 40th anniversary of the INPC.
With her background in public relations, Commissioner Allread provided positive
media coverage of these events and elevated the extremely important work that the
Commission does within the State of Illinois. A particularly difficult challenge faced
by Commissioner Allread dealt with the budget crisis, and she was able to inform the
people of Illinois about the importance of the C