
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

7 COMMENTS AND RESPONSE 

Involvement and participation by federal and state agencies, local public officials, and the 

general public was solicited for the development and direction of this project.  This section 

contains agency and public comments along with the FHWA and AHTD response to issues 

and concerns contained within these comments.  

All letters of comment received on the DEIS and SDEIS were reviewed by the AHTD staff, 

and their contents were evaluated.  Any suggestions for correcting text or data and request for 

further discussion of a subject have been given consideration.  Those editorial comments and 

suggestions that were practicable, reasonable, and improved the quality of the EIS were 

incorporated in the SDEIS or FEIS.    

Constructive criticism presenting a major environmental point of view or one’s opposition to 

the Preferred Line is treated by either making revisions in the appropriate part of the FEIS or 

giving reasons why AHTD did not deem a change appropriate.   

7.1 DEIS AGENCY COMMENTS 

The USACE and USFWS, as cooperating agencies, reviewed and commented on a draft copy 

of the DEIS.  The comments received as a result of that review are included in Appendix O 

and within Section 7.1.1 of this document.   

7.1.1 Response to Agency Comments on the DEIS 

A copy of the Agency comment letter on the DEIS is followed by responses to the comments 

contained in the letter.  Each letter is numbered to correspond with the appropriate comment.  

Where no response is warranted, a copy of the comment letter is included for informational 

purposes. 
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Dept. of the Army, Little Rock District, Corps of Engineers, received August 30, 2001 

 

Response: Comment noted
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Received August 10, 2001 

 
Response:  This comment was addressed in the Environmental Consequences, Section 

4.3.7.2 of the SDEIS.
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United States Department of the Interior, received 4/3/02 
#1
#2
 
 

   
7-4  COMMENTS AND RESPONSE 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

#3#3
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General Comment #1:  Incomplete information concerns 

Response:  A thorough review was conducted and comments voiced by the USDOI were 

addressed in the SDEIS and FEIS as discussed in the following comments/responses. 

General Comment #2:  Section 4(f) 

Response:  A number of steps have been taken to address comments regarding the 

identification of potential Section 4(f) properties.  Since preparation of the DEIS, all standing 

structures identified during the study have been evaluated by qualified architectural 

historians at the Arkansas Historic Preservation Program for eligibility to the National 

Register of Historic Places (see SHPO coordination in Appendix B).  Technically all of these 

would qualify as potential Section 4(f) properties.  Also, the potential eligibility of all known 

archeological sites was reviewed (see FEIS sections 4.3.12.5.2 and 4.3.12.6.).  Because a 

phased approach (see section 4.3.12.6.1 and 36CFR part 800.4 (b)(2) for the identification 

and evaluation of cultural resources is being taken, the eligibility of all archeological sites 

will not be known until a final survey can be conducted.  Also refer to FHWA’s August 9, 

2004 response letter regarding the SDEIS in FEIS Section 7.2.1 of the Comments and 

Response section.   

Specific Comment #3:  Page S-5, Summary of Beneficial and Adverse Impacts 

Response:  The summary in the DEIS provides a listing of the beneficial impacts and 

provides Table S-1, which contains a summary of adverse impacts for each line. 

Specific Comment #4:  Page 3-1, Current Land Use Designations as Zoned by Cities 

Response:  The SDEIS clarifies that Figure 3-1 is land use as zoned by the cities.  

Unspecified areas are not zoned by any of the cities or counties.  As discussed in Section 

4.3.12 of the DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS, none of lands impacted have been set aside for park, 

recreation, or wildlife purposes. 
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Specific Comment #5:  Page 3-31, Wetlands 

Response:  Comments were addressed in the SDEIS and FEIS in the Affected Environment 

Section 3.3.4 and Environmental Consequences Section 4.3.3. by adding/modifying text and 

by adding Wetlands Location Figure 3-14. 

Specific Comment #6:  Page 3-35, Drinking Water Supplies 

Response:  Because of the difficulty that would be involved in assessing the recharge areas 

for surficial individual wells, groundwater systems, and springs, no assessment of impacts on 

these systems was performed.  If any permanent impacts to private drinking water sources 

occur as a result of this project, the AHTD will mitigate these impacts by providing an 

alternative water source, either by drilling a new well or connecting the persons to a 

community or rural water system. 

Specific Comment #7:  Page 4-26, Soils 

Response:  Issues concerning soil erosion impacts on surface water quality were addressed 

in Sections 4.3.4 of the DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS.  Commitments to minimize soil erosion 

impacts to surface waters were also included in Sections 4.3.4 of the SDEIS and FEIS. 

Specific Comment #8:  Page 4-28, Floodways and Floodplains 

Response:  The Floodways and Floodplains Section, 4.3.2  in the FEIS, was expanded to 

include some of the requested information.  Information necessary to conduct a floodflow 

hydraulic analysis will not be available until the design stage of the project. 

Specific Comment #9:  Pages 4-1 to 4-33, Figure 4-2A and 4-2B Streams and Springs in the 

Area 

Response:  The figure used in the document was not used to perform analysis.  This figure is 

made available only to provide location information concerning potential stream impact 

areas.  Table 4-14 of the FEIS contains estimates of the structure size and type that will be 

utilized for stream crossings on the Preferred Line. 
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Specific Comment #10:  Page 4-58 and 4-59, Old Roads and Historic Trails 

Response:  This issue is further addressed in the section on Old Roads and Historic Trails in 

the FEIS Environmental Consequences Section 4.3.12.5.4 and in the FHWA’s August 9, 

2004 response letter regarding the SDEIS in FEIS Section 7.2.1 of the Comments and 

Response section.  A second request for comments regarding the Trail of Tears National 

Historic Trail was submitted by letter to Mr. Aaron Marr of the NPS Long Distance Trail 

Group in Santa Fe (see letter in Appendix B) and this was followed up by a phone call. To 

date no guidance or written comments have been received.   

Summary Comment #11 

Response:  Noted.  A thorough review was conducted and comments voiced by the USDOI 

were addressed in the SDEIS and FEIS as discussed previously. 
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US Environmental Protection Agency, dated March 18, 2002 
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General Comment 1:  Pollution prevention 

Response:  Section 4.5 of the SDEIS and FEIS addresses how pollution prevention will be 

implemented within the proposed project. 

General Comment 2:  Water quality 

Response:  As noted in section 4.3.4.1.1 of the DEIS and Section 4.3.4.1.1 of the SDEIS, a 

commitment has been established to comply with the NPDES requirements for this proposed 

project.  At this time, this includes preparation of a SWPPP and all BMPs needed for control 

of erosion and sedimentation.  To compose an effective SWPPP, the design of the project 

must be known.  A SWPPP cannot be completed until the survey and design process is 

nearing completion.  The AHTD Erosion and Sediment Control Design and Construction 

Manual provides the basic information that will be used to develop the SWPPP.  Any 

SWPPP information provided in the FEIS, besides a general list of BMPs that might be 

utilized, would be speculation.  

General Comment 3:  Appendices 

Response: The SDEIS and FEIS Table of Contents included a listing of each appendix and 

tabbed each one separately.   

Appendix P of the FEIS contains the modeling input data that was utilized in the Traffic 

Noise Model and a table illustrating the distances for the various noise contours for the 

Preferred Line.  Noise barrier analysis of the selected alignment after will take place the 

Record of Decision.   Once the Selected Alternative has been chosen, the project design and 

survey process will be completed.  Upon completion, efforts will be made to assess the 

Selected Alternative for potential adverse noise impacts to the appropriate surrounding noise 

sensitive areas, specifically for areas that warrant noise mitigation.  In order for areas to 

warrant noise mitigation, specific criteria must be met, based on AHTD’s Highway Traffic 

Noise Analysis Policy Of Reasonableness and Feasibility For Type I - Noise Abatement 

Measures.  Once an area meets these criteria, a barrier analysis will be performed for the area 

of concern in order to determine the appropriate types(s) of noise mitigation, such as barrier 

walls or berms. 
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General Comment 4:  Cultural resources MOA 

Response:  It is not feasible at this point in the planning process to develop a Memorandum 

of Agreement (MOA) because further survey and evaluation work is needed to identify any 

unknown archeological sites that may be present along the Preferred Line.  Once all 

resources have been identified, evaluated and appropriate treatment plans have been 

developed, a MOA can be drafted and implemented.  As stated in section 4.3.12.6.1, a phased 

approach to the identification of cultural resources is being used due to the lack of 

preliminary project design and land access issues. 

General Comment 5:  No-Action 

Response:  Beneficial and adverse impacts of the No-Action Alternative were including in 

the DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS.  Each impact sub-section in the Environmental Consequences 

describes the impacts resulting from the No-Action Alternative.  Most of these discussions 

are brief, since lengthy discussion is not necessary to provide the basic analysis and/or 

information needed for the impact determination associated with the No-Action Alternative.  

In addition, the Impact Summary table in the DEIS included a summary of the No-Action 

Alternative impacts. 

Specific Comment 1:  Page 1-29 

Response:  Noted, change made. 

Specific Comment 2:  Page 4-1, Land use. 

Response:  Section 4.1 of the SDEIS and FEIS contains additional clarification and analysis 

of the land use implications expected from implementation of the proposed project. 

Specific Comment 3:   Page 4-2, Visual Environment.  

Response:  The SDEIS and FEIS address aesthetic impacts in section 4.1.1. 
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Specific Comment 4:  Page 4-4, Air Impacts.  

Response:  Both the SDEIS and FEIS include clarification of the acronym NAAQS in the 

Environmental Consequences Section under the Air Quality discussion (Section 4.1.2.).  For 

further information regarding mitigation measures, refer to Section 4.1.2.2 of the 

Environmental Consequences Section of the FEIS. 

Specific Comment 5:  Pages 4-7 through 4-13, Noise Impacts. 

Response:  See Section 4.1.3.7 of the Environmental Consequences section of the FEIS for 

additional information addressing construction noise and mitigation.  Since a Supplemental 

DEIS analysis was required for this project, the model used to analyze the noise was changed 

from STAMINA to Traffic Noise Model between the DEIS and SDEIS, as documented.   

Specific Comment 6: Page 4-13, Economic Impacts. 

Response:  This information was added to Section 4.2.1 of the SDEIS and FEIS. 

Specific Comment 7:  Page 4-22, evaluation of anticipated indirect effects of no action on 

neighborhoods. 

Response:  The SDEIS and FEIS contain an Environmental Justice evaluation in Section 

4.2.4. 

Specific Comment 8:  Environmental Justice, Page 4-22. 

Response:  The SDEIS and FEIS contain an Environmental Justice evaluation in Section 

4.2.4.  This information is based on U.S. Bureau of the Census data for 2000.  

Specific Comment 9:  Floodways and Floodplains. 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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Specific Comment 10:  Impacts to Floodplains. 

Response:  Comment noted.  Section 4.3.2, Floodways and Floodplains section in the DEIS, 

SDEIS, and FEIS include appropriate commitments concerning the mitigation of floodplain 

impacts. 

Specific Comment 11:  Impacts to Streams. 

Response:  Comment Noted. The FEIS commits to stream mitigation, if required by the 

USACE, in Section 4.3.3.3. 

Specific Comment 12:  Impacts to Water Quality. 

Response:  Comment Noted.  As requested, the Surface Water Quality Section was 

expanded in the FEIS to include more information.  Although site-specific mitigation 

measures to protect water quality will not be available until the design stage of the project, 

potential measures to be used for protection of water quality are outlined in the Surface 

Water Quality section and the Storm Water Runoff section.  Applicable regulations and 

permit requirements are also outlined in these sections.  Compliance of the project with these 

regulations and permits will assure adherence to local water quality management plans, state 

water quality objectives, and state-adopted water quality standards. 

Specific Comment 13:  Impacts to Groundwater Quality. 

Response:  The Environmental Consequences Groundwater Quality Section, Section 4.3.5., 

was expanded in the FEIS to include additional information. 

Specific Comment 14:  Impacts to Terrestrial Communities. 

Response:  The last paragraph of Section 4.3.7.2 (p. 4-42) of the DEIS states that “no animal 

populations or communities should be extirpated by the proposed project, regardless of 

alignment selected,…”, therefore biodiversity should not be negatively affected by the 

proposed project.  “Biodiversity mitigation” should not be required for the project, however 

the AHTD will attempt to acquire uneconomic remnants and preserve these to partially offset 

conversions of terrestrial habitats to highway use. 
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Specific Comment 15:  Threatened and Endangered Species. 

Response:  Coordination with USFWS has been ongoing since the DEIS and has included 

additional investigations related to Threatened and Endangered Species. The AHTD will 

request a determination of no adverse impact and a letter of concurrence from USFWS prior 

to the Record of Decision. 

Specific Comment 16:  Prime Farmland. 

Response:  The remaining farmland not designated in Table 4-21 of the DEIS is not 

considered prime farmland or farmland of statewide importance. Additional clarification was 

added to the SDEIS.  Comment Noted. 

Specific Comment 17:  Hazardous Materials. 

Response:  This information is addressed in SDEIS and FEIS Section 4.5, Pollution 

Prevention, and Appendix E. 

Specific Comment 18:  Construction Impacts. 

Response:  Comment Noted.  The information related to construction impacts is contained 

within each impact sub-section of Section 4, Environmental Consequences.  Please refer to 

these sub-sections of the FEIS for specific information related to these impacts. 

Specific Comment 19:  Cumulative Impacts. 

Response:  Comment Noted.  Information available to date on these projects is scanty or 

unavailable.  Two of the projects are in the distant planning phase and may never be 

constructed due to financial constraints. This FEIS complies with FHWA’s policy on 

addressing secondary and cumulative impacts as contained in FHWA’s Interim Guidance: 

Questions and Answers Regarding Indirect and Cumulative Impact Considerations in the 

NEPA Process. 

Specific Comment 20:  Mitigation Commitments. 

Response:  In the DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS, the Commitments Section is a summary of all the 

commitments made in the document.  These commitments are taken directly from the 

resource areas evaluated in the Environmental Consequences. 
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Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), dated April 12, 2002 
#1
#2
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#6
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Comment #1:  Section 3.3.1.1.2  Mineral Resources 

Response:  Comment noted.  This statement merely relays the information that sand and 

gravel reserves are replenished by the action of flood waters and does not convey the intent 

to mine streambeds.  We are not advocating removal of sand and gravel from streambeds, 

since ADEQ's Regulation 15 for Mining prohibits in-stream mining in Arkansas.   

Comment #2:  Section 4.3.2  Floodways and Floodplains. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #3:  Section 4.3.3.2 Impacts to Streams and Springs. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #4:  Section 4.3.4 Surface Water Quality. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #5:  Section 4.3.4.1.3 Highway Runoff. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #6:  General Comments. 

Response:  Comments noted. 
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Arkansas Department of Health, dated February 21, 2002 
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Comment 1:  Water and sewer mains 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment 2:  Beaver Lake 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment 3:  Friendship Cemetery 

Response:  Alignment 1 did not directly impact Friendship Cemetery, as shown in Table 

4-19 of the DEIS.  The Preferred line is about two miles from Friendship Cemetery.  It will 

not be affected. 
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Department of Finance and Administration-State Clearinghouse Review, August 30, 

2002 

Responses: 

Arkansas Soil and Water Conservation Commission-No Comment 

Arkansas Forestry Commission-No Comment 

Arkansas Geological Commission-No Comment 

Arkansas Department of Economic Development-Supports 

Arkansas Game and Fish Commission-Comment Noted 
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The Department of Arkansas Heritage, March 14, 2002 

 
 

Response:   Comment noted. 
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Arkansas Department of Human Services, March 18, 2002 

 
 
Response:  Comment noted. 
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7.1.2 Response to Communities and Organization Comments on the DEIS 

A copy of the specific comment letter from each community or organization is followed by 

responses to the comments.  Each letter is numbered to correspond with the appropriate 

comment.  Where no response is warranted, a copy of the comment letter is included for 

informational purposes. 
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City of Springdale, April 11, 2002 
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Response Comment 1:  Comment noted. 

Response Comment 2: This alignment was developed and studied in the SDEIS as Line 5, 

and is the Preferred Alignment in the FEIS.   

Response Comment 3:  Line 2/4 was chosen in the DEIS as the Preferred Segment in the E-

F segment.  The center segments, B-E were re-evaluated in the SDEIS to include the 

alignment requested in Comment Number 2. 

Response Comment 4:  No interchanges are planned for the proposed bypass at Monitor 

Road or Parson-Monitor Road at this time, since traffic levels are very low.  During the 

design process, interchanges at the aforementioned locations will be considered if traffic 

increases substantially.  Sonora Road is positioned too close to the Highway 412 interchange 

to develop an interchange at that location. 

Response Comment 5:  The proposed interchange at Highway 264 East has been relocated 

to Old Wire Road (Highway 265) in the SDEIS and FEIS. 
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City of Bethel Heights, dated May 1, 2002 
#1
#2
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Comment #1:  Opposed relocation of interchange at Highway 264 to Old Wire Road. 

Response:  After the DEIS Location Public Hearing, Old Wire Road was adopted into the 

state highway system as an extension of Highway 265.  Since Old Wire Road has more 

traffic than Highway 264, the Northwest Arkansas Regional Planning Commission supported 

the interchange being placed on Highway 265 to better serve traffic on this major arterial.  

Therefore, the decision was made to study this new interchange location in the SDEIS.  The 

proposed interchange at Highway 264 East was studied at the Highway 265 (Old Wire Road) 

in the SDEIS and FEIS.   

Comment #2:  Requested study to move the bypass north of the latest purposed route. 

Response: A northern alignment was developed and studied in the SDEIS and FEIS, and is 

the Preferred Line. 
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Northwest Arkansas Regional Planning Commission, dated April 15, 2002 
#1
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#2
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#3

#4
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Comment #1:  Requests relocation of interchange at Highway 264 to Old Wire Road 

(Highway 265) 

Response:  The bypass interchange was moved from Hwy 264 to Old Wire Road (Highway 

265) in the SDEIS and FEIS.  

Comment #2:  Requests consideration for Historic Butterfield Coach Trail 

Response: The cultural resources for Old Wire Road are addressed in Sections 3.3.14.2.4 

and 4.3.12.5.4.  Addressing tentative plans for a regional trails system is beyond the scope of 

this study.  The grade separation utilized at Old Wire Road will be based on the current and 

projected traffic for Highway 265 when the design is completed.  For the purposes of this 

study, a five-lane cross-section was included in the study between Highway 264 and the 

bypass so that the potential impacts studied were maximized. 

Comment #3:  Requests grade separation for Wagon Wheel Road 

Response:  A grade separation was planned in the SDEIS for those alignments crossing 

Wagon Wheel Road.   

Comment #4:  Requests consideration of an alternate route north of Callahan Mountain 

Response:  An additional line, Line 5, was developed and studied in the SDEIS and FEIS.  

This line was chosen as the Preferred Line for the Springdale Northern Bypass in the FEIS. 
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Northwest Arkansas Regional Airport (NWARA), dated April 8, 2002 
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Comment:  Resolution supporting construction of DEIS preferred alignment. 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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Ozark Regional Transit, email February 28, 2002 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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7.1.3 Response to Public Comments on the DEIS 

The following comments were submitted by the public as a result of the DEIS Location 

Public Hearings.  Public comments were too numerous to include individually in the FEIS.  

Synopses of similar comments are addressed directly or changes relating to these comments 

incorporated within the FEIS.  Some of the comments were combined and/or paraphrased to 

simplify the comment and response process.  Each comment or question is followed by a 

response. 

Comment Number 1:  The preferred alignment needs to have interchanges added at Parsons 

Road, Monitor Road, and Brush Creek Road.  

Response:  No interchanges are planned for the proposed bypass at Monitor Road, Parson-

Monitor Road, or Brush Creek Road at this time, since traffic levels are very low.  During the 

design process, interchanges at Parsons Road and Monitor Road will be considered if traffic 

increases substantially.  

Comment Number 2:  There needs to be an interchange on Silent Grove Road.  This is a 

well-traveled road and an interchange would be beneficial to the public. 

Response:  No local access will be feasible at Silent Grove Road since the directional 

interchange for the Preferred Line and I-540 is located in the immediate vicinity.  The 

interchange of the Preferred Line and I-540 will sever the connection between Silent Grove 

Road, West Apple Blossom Avenue, and Goad Springs Road.  A grade separation is 

proposed for North Graham Road to provide access between Wagon Wheel Road and West 

Apple Blossom Avenue.  During the design phase of the process, retaining the connection 

between Silent Grove Road and West Apple Blossom Avenue will be evaluated. 

Comment Number 3:  The interchange on Highway 264 should be moved to Old Wire 

Road/Hatcher to provide better flow for trucks out of the Springdale industrial park. 

We understand there is pressure on AHTD to move the interchange from the crossing at Hwy 

264 to where the bypass would cross Old Wire Road.  We strongly recommend that the 
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interchange not be moved from Highway 264 to Old Wire Road because Old Wire Road is 

not equipped to handle increased truck and other traffic due to the interchange. 

Residents in Quail Meadows Subdivision oppose moving the Interchange on Highway 264 to 

Old Wire Road (Highway 265).  Concerns include increasing traffic on a road not designed 

or constructed for it, noise, traffic hazards to children, decreasing property values. 

Response:  After the DEIS Location Public Hearing, Old Wire Road was adopted into the 

state highway system as an extension of Highway 265.  Since Old Wire Road has more 

traffic than Highway 264, the Northwest Arkansas Regional Planning Commission supported 

the interchange being placed on Highway 265 to better serve traffic on this major arterial.  

Therefore, the decision was made to study this new interchange location in the SDEIS, along 

with the secondary impacts that will occur as a result of widening the portion of Highway 

265 (Old Wire Road) between the Preferred Line and Highway 264.   

Comment Number 4:  I have been told that Wagon Wheel Road is going to be made into a 

5-lane highway.  Why do you need this many lanes of traffic only approximately 1000 yards 

parallel to each other? 

Response:  Line 3 in the DEIS and SDEIS was located parallel to Wagon Wheel Road, 

however, it was not chosen as the Preferred Line in the FEIS.  Wagon Wheel Road is a local 

road under the jurisdiction of the City of Springdale.  Proposed improvements to Wagon 

Wheel Road are beyond the scope of this document.   

Comment Number 5:  We were never disclosed the information about the new 412 bypass 

possibly coming through our neighbor hood when we bought our house a year ago.  Both the 

contractor and our real estate agent did not disclose the information (Eagle Crest 

Subdivision).  

Why aren’t there proposed routes on file in local cities/courthouses and individuals notified 

when building permits are issued?  The contractor and real estate agent did not disclose this 

information. 
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Response:  Non-disclosure by contractors or real estate agents is under the purview of the 

Arkansas Real Estate Commission.  Several opportunities were offered to the public to view 

and comment on the proposed routes for the bypass (See Section 6, Coordination and Public 

Involvement) by AHTD.  Maps of the routes were routinely provided to local cities and 

counties for their use and public availability. 

Comment Number 6:  I think the (DEIS) preferred route (Lines 3 & 4) and the alternative 

routes need to be re-thought to a lesser-populated area.  There has to be a better route that 

will not affect so many people and housing. 

Response:  As discussed in the Purpose and Need Section, Benton and Washington Counties 

are two of the fastest growing counties in Arkansas.  Towns and cities within this area are 

experiencing explosive growth.  The need to balance sufficient transportation capacity for the 

growing population of the area with displacement of residents led, in part, to the addition of 

Line 5 as a prudent and reasonable alternative to be studied in the SDEIS.  This alignment is 

located further north than the other alignments and lessens the impacts to established 

neighborhoods.   

Comment Number 7:  Are you going to provide a means for cattle, tractors, etc. to get from 

one side of the highway to the other side when the highway cuts a farm in half? 

Response:  Issues dealing with property severance will be dealt with during the design and 

right-of-way acquisition phase of the process.  Financial compensation will be considered if 

property severance occurs.  

Comment Number 8:  The (DEIS) preferred line (Line 3/4) would cut off some residences 

north of Graham Road to quicker access of emergency response. 

Safety issues such as quicker access by child abductors to neighborhoods posed by the 

bypass have not been addressed. 

Response:  Line 3/4 is not the FEIS Preferred Line.  However, safety issues such as 

emergency response time and improved access to neighborhoods are mitigated by including 

grade separations to reconnect streets and neighborhoods.  North Graham Road and 
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Highway 71B will both be provided with grade separations for use by local traffic and 

emergency response vehicles.  Access to the facility will be controlled and can only occur at 

local access interchanges.  This would limit the ready use of the proposed facility by child 

abductors.  Other possible options, such as fencing, will be considered in the design phase of 

the process. 

Comment Number 9:  I am concerned that the City of Springdale will annex the land 

between the 412 Bypass and Wagon Wheel Road and rezone it for commercial use.  It would 

become difficult to sell our homes in Windsor Subdivision without taking a substantial loss if 

this were to happen. 

Response:  Local annexation and rezoning by cities is beyond the scope of this document.   

Comment Number 10:  I am disappointed that little research data has been compiled 

concerning the impact of the 412 Bypass upon small businesses. 

Response:  Potential beneficial and adverse impacts to businesses are discussed in the 

Environmental Consequences section in the DEIS, SDEIS and FEIS. 

Comment Number 11:  Submission of a new alignment for consideration north of Callahan 

Mountain dubbed "the orange route." 

Response:  This alignment was studied, determined reasonable and feasible, and evaluated in 

the SDEIS.  It has been carried into the FEIS as the Preferred Line. 

Comment Number 12:  Submission of a new alignment for consideration that followed 

DEIS Line 2/4 from Highway 112 to an interchange with I-540, merge with I-540 to proceed 

northward, then pass through another I-540 interchange and proceed eastward along the 

location of SDEIS Line 5.  This was given the name the "the split alignment." 

Response:  A determination was made that this route was not feasible based on current 

accepted engineering design principles related to future traffic volumes, overlapping routes, 

route continuity and weaving movements. 
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Comment Number 13:  A highway should not be built across a commercially operated rock 

quarry. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 14:  Suggested moving the Highway 71B interchange approximately 

300 feet to the north and/or moving the on-off ramps to the north side of the road to reduce 

business relocations. 

Response:  Comment noted.  During the design phase of the projects, further efforts will be 

made to minimize impacts and costs relating to the Highway 71B interchange. 

Comment Number 15:  Include a multi-use utility road along all or scenic/historical 

sections. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The construction of frontage roads along the proposed bypass 

is not included in this environmental study.  A commitment to the USFWS in Section 7.2.1 

prohibits the FHWA or AHTD from participating in frontage road construction between 

Highway 112 and I-540 except for special circumstances detailed in the USFWS 

correspondence earlier in this section. 

Comment Number 16:  Opposition to (DEIS) Preferred Alignment due to impacts on 

subdivisions, homes, community, noise impacts. 

Response:  Comments noted.  After additional study and preparation of a SDEIS, the DEIS 

Preferred Alignment is no longer the Preferred Alignment. 

Comment Number 17:  Opposed to Line 1. 

Response:  Comment Noted. 

Comment Number 18:  Opposed to Line 2. 

Response:  Comment Noted. 

Comment Number 19:  Opposed to Line 3. 
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Response:  Comment Noted. 

Comment Number 20:  Opposed to Line 4. 

Response:  Comment Noted. 

Comment Number 21:  Support (DEIS) Preferred Alignment 

Response:  Comments noted. 

Comment Number 22:  Support Line 3 

Response:  Comments noted. 

Comment Number 23:  Support Line 4 

Response:  Comments noted. 

Comment Number 24:  Support Line 2 

Response:  Comments noted. 

Comment Number 25:  Support Line 1. 

Response:  Comments noted. 

Comment Number 26:  Use cloverleaf interchanges.  They are safer, traffic flows better, 

and there is less pollution. 

Response:  The interchange configuration will be designed according to the traffic volumes 

predicted moving through the interchange.  Cloverleaf interchanges are not appropriate for 

all situations. 

Comment Number 27:  The (DEIS) Preferred Route does not leave Springdale with suitable 

room for expansion on the east side. 

Response:  Line 3 was the Preferred Line through Segment E-F in the DEIS.  Since Line 3 

and Line 2/4 were similar in impacts, the recommended alignment through this segment has 
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been changed to Line 2/4 based on the City of Springdale's request.  This alignment is 

located further to the northeast,. 

Comment Number 28:  Will Callahan Mountain Road be widened to accommodate the 

grade separation planned there? 

Response:  The FEIS  Preferred Line does not affect Callahan Mountain Road, therefore no 

changes will occur associated with this project. 

Comment Number 29:  Can the bypass be cut into Callahan Mountain to lessen noise 

impacts to surrounding neighborhoods? 

Response:  The FEIS Preferred Line will not cut across Callahan Mountain. 

Comment Number 30:  If there is an interchange at Primrose and Highway 264, what kind 

of noise control do you plan for people living in the area?   

Response:  No interchange is planned for the Primrose/Highway 264 area.  See Section 

4.1.3. of the FEIS for  further information related to noise mitigation. 

Comment Number 31:  Don't go through the city of Elm Springs if it can be routed around. 

Response:  The FEIS Preferred Line currently skirts the western edge of Elm Springs. 

Comment Number 32:  Opposed to construction of proposed bypass. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The Purpose and Need Section of the FEIS demonstrates the 

overall need for the project. 

Comment Number 33:  Opposition to proposed "Orange Route." (Northern Route). 

Response:  The "Orange Route" (SDEIS Line 5) was submitted during the DEIS Location 

Public Hearing process.  It was evaluated and found to be a reasonable and feasible 

alternative.  Therefore, as required by the National Environmental Policy Act, a SDEIS was 

completed to compare this alignment to the alignments previously studied in the DEIS.  This 

alignment is the Preferred Line in the FEIS. 
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Comment Number 34:  Avoid Brush Creek Subdivision, move alignment away. 

Response:  Brush Creek Subdivision was impacted by the interchange with existing 

Highway 412.  By modifying the interchange design and making adjustments in the 

alignment, residential relocations in Segment A/B could be reduced by 13.  These changes 

were evaluated and documented in the FEIS.   

Comment Number 35:  Hurry up and make a decision! 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 36: How is the (DEIS) Preferred Route going to improve safety, 

minimize traffic through the city, and help congestion in commercial areas and Springdale? 

Response:  Information that answers this question is documented in the Purpose and Need 

Section of the DEIS. 

Comment Number 37: How are you going to avoid undesirable topography by going 

through the only mountain in Springdale? 

Response:  The FEIS Preferred Line will not cut through Callahan Mountain. 

Comment Number 38: Why is the preferred route the most expensive? 

Response:  Although projected construction costs are an important factor, they are not the 

final decision-making factor in the process. 

Comment Number 39: How can the (DEIS) Preferred Route lessen impacts when it 

relocates the most people? 

Response:  The DEIS Preferred Line did not have the most relocations.  Review of the 

Impact Summary Table S-1 illustrates that of the five alignments documented, only Line 3 

had fewer relocations than the Preferred Line.  Impact areas other than relocations also weigh 

into the decision-making process when recommending an alignment for construction.  
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Comment Number 40: Recommended building an elevated highway over existing 

Highway 412. 

Response:  This alternative was evaluated and documented in Section 2.3.4.2 of the SDEIS. 

Comment Number 41:  Move (DEIS) Preferred Alignment away from Eagle Crest onto 

cheaper property with ugly, run down properties. 

Response:  The FEIS Preferred Line will not impact Eagle Crest Subdivision. 

Comment Number 42: Move the (DEIS) Preferred Alignment crossing of Highway 265 at 

least 0.5 miles to the east, near or east of Mountain Road, then follow the route of DEIS Line 

2/4 southeast. 

Response:  The evaluation of this proposed realignment showed that moving the alignment 

would impact more residences located near Reed Avenue, Cloer Lane, and Katie Lane than 

the alignment studied in the DEIS. 

Comment Number 43:  The (DEIS) Preferred Route will take a spring that we use as a 

water source, making it economically unfeasible to continue operating our business.  

Response:  The Preferred Alignment was shifted to the south in this area and avoids the 

spring.  If the spring recharge area were to impacted by construction of the bypass, Section 

4.3.6 of the FEIS contains commitments related to restoration of water sources. 

Comment Number 44:  My business was impacted by road severance during the 

construction of I-540.  I have purchased property at Graham and Robins Roads to relocate 

this business, and now it will be impacted similarly by the (DEIS) Preferred Alignment.  Can 

this alignment be moved to avoid this impact? 

Response:  The FEIS Preferred Line does not impact this location. 

Comment Number 45:  Please relocate the I-540 Interchange for the (DEIS) Preferred 

Alignment.  It impacts too many homes, a business, and a church, as well as the country 

serenity. 
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Response:  This area will not be impacted by the FEIS Preferred Line. 

Comment Number 46:  If the (DEIS) Preferred Line is chosen, I recommend a service road 

be built so there will be access to the balance of the Blevins property on the northwest corner 

of the Highway 71B interchange. 

Response:  If it is less expensive to build access to the property than purchase it, this request 

will be taken into consideration during the design phase and right-of-way acquisition phases 

of the project. 

Comment Number 47:  Concerns with impacts to personal property 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 48:  My property is located at the southwest corner of Reed and 

Mountain Roads.  I don't want Reed blocked off going to Old Wire Road.  Please consider an 

overpass at this location. 

Response:  Currently, a grade separation is planned for Highway 264, approximately 0.2 

miles to the north of Reed Road.  During the design phase, this request will be taken under 

consideration. 

Comment Number 49:  I am concerned with drainage for my property.  Please address 

drainage. 

Response:  Local drainage issues will be addressed during the design phase of the process.  

Any concerns over drainage can be discussed at the Design Public Hearing. 

Comment Number 50:  Please consider moving alignment in the area of Reed Road a little 

southwest onto pastureland to avoid my house and property.   

Response:  During the design phase, this request will be taken into consideration. 

Comment Number 51:  Move NWARA Access Road interchange to west to avoid 

impacting the Northwest Arkansas Pallet, Inc. buildings and truck parking. 
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Response:  Although moving the interchange to the west isn't feasible, the alignment of the 

bypass was shifted slightly to the north in this area.  This shift should lessen the impacts to 

this business and property. 

Comment Number 52:  Shift (DEIS) Preferred Alignment further north to closely parallel 

Miller Road and lessen severance impacts to local property owners. 

Response:  The alignment was shifted north closer to Miller Road to lessen these impacts. 

Comment Number 53:  Go further north and miss 2000 acres of family property on Parsons 

Road. 

Response:  The Preferred Line Segment was changed in this area to Line 2/4, further 

northeast. 

Comment Number 54:  Opposition to closing Graham Road because of access problems 

during winter weather.  Request (DEIS) Preferred Alignment be moved just south of Graham 

Road. 

Response:  Graham Road will not be severed by the FEIS Preferred Line.  A grade 

separation is proposed to reconnect the street. 

Comment Number 55:  The Preferred Line severs my 155 acre farm, located at 20697 Perry 

Road, removing my largest hay field and the only spring fed pond.  It will also cut off the 

water line and the primary access to my son's house.  Consider straightening the alignment to 

lessen the impacts to my property. 

Response:  This request will be evaluated during the design and right-of-way acquisition 

process. 

Comment Number 56:  Homes will be damaged by blasting Callahan Mountain. 

Response:  The FEIS Preferred Line does not cut across Callahan Mountain. 

Comment Number 57:  The Preferred Alignment will make the homes in the dense 

residential areas next to the highway virtually "unsellable."  Property next to the highway 
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that cannot be sold will later be rezoned due to hardship, bring unwanted businesses, 

apartments and the like into an area that is currently zoned residential. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The zoning process is under the control of the city. 

Comment Number 58:  Concern with impacts to Monitor Valley, including severance 

impacts to a 150-year old neighborhood, over 150 families and 300 residents, the Jasper Cave 

System, five major springs that service numerous valley residents, archeological and historic 

sites associated with the Civil War and Cherokee villages, and old growth timber. 

Response:  The FEIS Preferred Line will not impact Monitor Valley. 

Comment Number 59:  Concern for impacts to family homestead on Monitor Road, 

including severance of property, property access issues, loss of home, increasing right-of-

way costs for project. 

Response:  This property will not be impacted by the FEIS Preferred Line. 

7.2 SDEIS AGENCY COMMENTS 

The USACE and USFWS, as cooperating agencies, reviewed and commented on a draft copy 

of the SDEIS.  The comments received as a result of that review are included in Appendix O 

of the DEIS and within Section 7.2.1 of the FEIS.   

7.2.1 Response to SDEIS Agency Comments 

A copy of the Agency comment letter on the SDEIS is followed by responses to the 

comments contained in the letter.  Each letter is numbered to correspond with the appropriate 

comment.  Where no response is warranted, a copy of the comment letter is included for 

informational purposes. 

The USDOI comment letter resulted in additional coordination with the US Fish and Wildlife 

Service (USFWS) to provide additional information and address the concerns contained in 

the USDOI letter.  Additional correspondence is included from USFWS and FHWA that 

outlines commitments for this project that address the original concerns expressed in the 

USDOI SDEIS comment letter. 
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Department of the Army, Little Rock District, Corps of Engineers, April 29, 2004 

 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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United States Department of the Interior, July 23, 2004 
#1
#2
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Section 4(f) Comment #1: 

Response:  Expanded discussion on Section 4(f) properties is included in both the Affected 

Environment and Environmental Consequences Section of the FEIS.  Additional 

documentation is also provided in this FEIS regarding the Trail of Tears (see Section 

4.3.12.5.4 on Old Roads and Historic Trails in Environmental Consequences).  Also see 

FHWA’s response letter dated August 9, 2004 to USFWS in this section responding to these 

comments.  There are only three eligible structures along the Preferred Line (structures C, U, 

and BE905).  None are within the impact zone and none will be directly affected by the 

project.  Additional discussion is provided on possible secondary impacts and constructive 

use analysis in Environmental Consequences Section 4.3.12.6 regarding Section 4(f) 

properties.  

Section 4(f) Comment #2: 

Response:  As discussed in Section 4.3.12 of the DEIS, SDEIS, and FEIS, there are no 

publicly owned parks or recreational areas impacted by the project, including the Trail of 

Tears National Historic Trail. 

General Comment #1:  Eliminate Alignment 5 

Response:  A coordination meeting with USFWS was held on July 29, 2004 to provide 

additional information regarding local access associated with the various alignments in the 

vicinity of Cave Springs Cave.  After the coordination meeting, USFWS reversed its position 

regarding elimination of Line 5 (the Preferred Line) from further consideration if 

commitments were made to control local access and runoff from the facility.  These 

commitments have been agreed to by FHWA and AHTD. 

General Comment #2:  Split Cave Resources 

Response:  The survey of Split Cave has been completed, and a determination made that it 

contains no protected resources such as endangered species. Any cave resources that are 

discovered will be investigated and the potential for impacts assessed. Section 4.3.1.3 of the 
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Environmental Consequences provides additional information.  Any cave resources that are 

discovered will be investigated and the potential for impacts assessed. 

General Comment #3:  Line 5 potential to impact the Cave Springs recharge area 

Response: The FHWA and AHTD do not agree with this assessment.  A coordination 

meeting with USFWS was held on July 29, 2004 to provide additional information regarding 

local access associated with the various alignments in the vicinity of Cave Springs Cave.  

Following the meeting, the USFWS agreed that Line 5 did not present the highest potential 

for adverse impacts to Cave Springs Cave.  In subsequent correspondence, the USFWS stated 

it had no objection to construction of Line 5 if commitments were made to control local 

access to/from the facility near the Cave Springs Recharge Area.  These commitments have 

been agreed to by FHWA and the AHTD. 

General Comment #4:  Wetlands 

Response:  All potential impacts and mitigation options for aquatic habitats are identified in 

the FEIS Environmental Consequences Section 4.3.3.   

General Comment #5:  Migratory birds  

Response:  If existing structures are being utilized by migratory birds as nesting habitat, 

demolition will not be permitted from April 1 through August 31.  Every attempt will be 

made, where practicable, to schedule construction clearing and grubbing activities so that 

they do not occur during the primary nesting season for migratory birds. 

General Comment #6:  National Park Units 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #7:  Conclusion 

Response:  Comments noted 
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USDOI, Fish and Wildlife Service, August 5, 2004 
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#3

#4
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Comment #1:  Proposed committments 

Response:  These commitments have been agreed to by FHWA and the AHTD and are 

included in Sections 4.3.8.2 and 5.14 of the FEIS. 

Comment #2:  Split Cave near Beaver Lake 

Response:  Cave divers performed additional explorations and determined that Split Cave is 

not likely to support a population of Ozark cavefish. 

Comment #3:  Potential for more cave resources 

Response:  Any cave resources that are discovered will be investigated and the potential for 

impacts assessed. 

Comment #4:  Our comments to date also addressed wetland impacts and migratory bird 

issues.  These comments should be reviewed and addressed in the FEIS. 

Response:  Wetland impacts and migratory bird impacts are addressed in Sections 4.3.3 and 

4.3.7.2 of the FEIS. 
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U.S. Department of Transportation, FHWA, Arkansas Division, August 9, 2004 
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US Environmental Protection Agency, July 23, 2004 

 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality, July 7, 2004 
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Water 

Comment #1:  Section 4.3.1.3 Caves and Cave Resources 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #2:  Section 4.3.3.2 Impacts to Streams and Springs 

Response:  Comment noted. Comments are addressed in Sections 4.3.3.2 – 4.3.3.5 of the 

FEIS. 

Comment #3:  Channel modification of Spring Creek 

Response:  No ecologically sensitive waterbodies as designated by ADEQ’s Regulation 2 are 

found in the project study area.. 

Comment #4:  Line 5 would result in the least probability of adverse impacts to water 

quality and aquatic fauna. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #5:  Section 5.2 Commitments – Surface Water Quality 

Response:  The SWPPP will be submitted to ADEQ for review as required by the NPDES 

General Construction Permit.  Comments Noted. 

Air 

Comment #6:  Section 4.1.2 Air Quality – The Air Division agrees that this area is 

designated as being in attainment for carbon monoxide and ozone.  Therefore, the project is 

not subject to transportation conformity requirements. 

Response:  Comment noted 

Comment #7:  Section 4.1.2.2 Air Quality Impacts – The Air Division also agrees that the 

No-Action Alternative would likely lead to higher carbon monoxide concentrations on 
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existing U.S. Highway 412 by 2024, resulting from slower speeds caused by increased 

congestion. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #8:  Environmental Preservation 

Response:  Comment noted.  The USFWS is a co-operating agency on the preparation of this 

FEIS and, as such, they will have an opportunity for review and comment.  The Karst 

Resources Support Team will receive a copy of the FEIS for review. 
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Arkansas Department of Finance and Administration, State Clearinghouse Review, 

June 18, 2004 

 

   
7-94  COMMENTS AND RESPONSE 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

Responses: 

Arkansas Soil and Water Conservation Commission-Supports 

Department of Finance and Administration-No Comments 

Arkansas Department of Economic Development-No Comments 

Arkansas Forestry Commission-Support 

Arkansas Department of Parks and Tourism-No Comments 

Arkansas Department of Health-Comment Noted 

Arkansas Game and Fish Commission-Comment Noted 

   
COMMENTS AND RESPONSE  7-95 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

   
7-96  COMMENTS AND RESPONSE 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

   
COMMENTS AND RESPONSE  7-97 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

   
7-98  COMMENTS AND RESPONSE 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

   
COMMENTS AND RESPONSE  7-99 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

   
7-100  COMMENTS AND RESPONSE 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  SPRINGDALE NORTHERN BYPASS 

Arkansas Department of Health, June 1, 2004 
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Comment:  Public water well 

Response:  The Arkansas Health Department Database lists the Billie Acres Subdivision 

Well as inactive.  Even if the well were active, impacts to the well from the construction of 

this project would not be expected due to the distance of the well from the roadway 

alignment. 
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Arkansas Game and Fish, June 7, 2004 

 

Response:  Comment noted.
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The Department of Arkansas Heritage, July 16, 2004 

 

Comment:  Cave Springs recharge area concerns 

Response:  Comment noted. Please refer to the previous USDOI and USFWS comments on 
the SDEIS and responses. 
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The Department of Arkansas Heritage, May 20, 2004 

 

Comment:  Agree with plan to conduct an intensive cultural resources survey of the final 

alignment, then continuing the Section 106 process. 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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7.2.2 Response to SDEIS Public Comments 

The following comments were submitted by the public as a result of the SDEIS Location 

Public Hearings.  Public comments were too numerous to include individually in the FEIS.  

Synopses of similar comments are addressed directly or changes relating to these comments 

incorporated within the FEIS.  Some of the comments were combined and/or paraphrased to 

simplify the comment and response process.  Each comment or question is followed by a 

response. 

Comment Number 1:  The use of old aerial photos in the SDEIS and at the Public 

Involvement/Public Hearing sessions left a false impression, or at least no impression, of the 

potential impact on residences and business.  Many of the northern routes have been heavily 

developed since those photos were made.  For example, the positions of lines 3 and 4 as they 

cross Callahan Mt. Road appear to have been moved up the mountain from the original 

position of the “preferred route” in the DEIS.  Also, Line 5 is extremely close to the quarry 

and environmental protection area.  It appeared that the map was out of date and may not 

reflect the existing expansion of the quarry.  We were told the apparent move up the 

mountain was an artifact on the aerial photos.  How can accurate impacts on residences and 

business be assessed without using updated photos? 

Response:  Aerial photographs used in the SDEIS and at the Public Involvement/Public 

Hearing sessions were from February 2001, the most recent available photographs at the 

time.  The appearance that the positions of Line 3 and Line 4 had moved since the last public 

involvement session was an artifact of the use of computer-aided drawing.  Furthermore, the 

lines as they appear on various maps and photographs are an approximation of where the 

proposed bypass will actually be located.  The location of the bypass will not be finalized 

until after the survey and design has been finalized and the public has an opportunity to 

comment.  Most of the impacts analyzed and documented during the EIS process are based 

on field reconnaissance and investigations in the project area.  The only impact areas 

assessed from aerial photography are those relating to the existing land use, and these have 

been re-analyzed for the FEIS using aerial photography from September 2004. 
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Comment Number 2:  Alternatives 3/4 appear to strip off part of Callahan Mountain.  

Furthermore, the geology of the mountain has yet to be studied and additional right-of-way 

may be needed if certain rock types are encountered.  Callahan Mountain is scenic; therefore 

the visual impact of these two alternatives will be greatest due to the proposed cut on the 

south side of the mountain. 

Response:  Neither Line 3 or Line 4 were chosen as the Preferred Alignment in the FEIS.   

Comment Number 3:  Line 5 comes within two-tenths of a mile of the recharge area of the 

blind Ozark cavefish, a federally protected species.  In 1998 a proposed route existed that 

was several hundred feet closer but not much that traveled close to East Brown Road.  You 

withdrew that from consideration for environmental reasons.  What will prevent a toxic waste 

spill from an eighteen-wheeler traveling (on Line 5) during a significant rain event reaching 

the Cave Springs recharge area and harming cavefish?   

Response:  The Preferred Line will not enter the currently delineated Cave Springs recharge 

area. 

Comment Number 4:  Many of the people who live along the corridor of Line 5 still depend 

on wells for their water supply, which would most likely be adversely affected from 

pollutants present in the runoff from the highway seeping into the groundwater in the area.  

We are also concerned with the loss of animal water source due to the bypass interfering with 

the various springs located in the proposed right of way.  What plans are being made to 

ensure that wells in the area of line 5 are protected? 

Response:  General and specific measures to be considered and used to manage highway 

storm water runoff include curb elimination, litter control, good management usage of 

deicing chemicals and herbicides, establishment and maintenance of vegetation, grassed 

channels, overland flow through vegetation, wet detention basins, infiltration basins, and 

wetlands.  If springs or wells used for domestic or agricultural purposes are impacted by this 

project, damages will be paid, or provisions made to replace the water.   
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Comment Number 5:  Part of the Preferred Route (Line 5) crosses a flood plain near Wagon 

Wheel Road.  What precautions will be taken so that floodwater does not become a problem 

on our property once the bypass is completed?  Is there a flood report?  May I have a copy? 

Response:  The final project design will be reviewed to confirm that design measures to 

minimize floodplain impacts are adequate and that the potential risk to life and property are 

minimized. Adjacent properties should not be impacted nor have a greater flood risk than 

existed before construction of the project.  A detailed analysis of the effects the proposed 

construction on the depth of flooding upstream from, and along all the regulated stream 

crossings within the project will be made after design surveys are obtained.  The project 

design will meet, or exceed, the requirements of local floodplain development regulations.  

No detailed survey information has been collected for project design, so no detailed drainage 

or flood reports are yet available.     

Comment Number 6:  There are several water lines in the Preferred Corridor that will be 

traversed by the bypass.  How will the AHTD ensure that water service is continued in the 

area?   

Response:  The Department pays for all required utility relocations that result from the 

construction of a project on new location. 

Comment Number 7:  Access to the bypass is needed on Monitor Road or Parson Road on 

the east end of the project. 

Response:  No interchanges are planned for the proposed bypass at Monitor Road or 

Parsons-Monitor Road at this time, since traffic levels are very low.  During the design 

process, interchanges at the aforementioned locations will be considered if traffic increases 

substantially. 

Comment Number 8:  The City of Springdale made a grave error in approving the Belmont 

development without the state having chosen a route for the bypass.  Why were builders and 
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real estate people allowed to continue the building & selling in Belmont subdivision while 

this was on the table? 

We were never disclosed the information about the new 412 bypass possibly coming through 

our neighbor hood when we bought our house a year ago.  Both the contractor and our real 

estate agent did not disclose the information. 

Response:  The environmental and land acquisition process that must be conducted to meet 

federal regulations does not allow corridor preservation (buying of potential right-of-way) to 

occur until the Record of Decision is final, since this would usurp the rights of private 

landowners.  Several opportunities were offered to the public to view and comment on the 

proposed routes for the bypass (See Section 6, Coordination and Public Involvement) by 

AHTD.  Maps of the routes were routinely provided to local cities and counties for their use 

and public review.  Non-disclosure by contractors or real estate agents is under the purview 

of the Arkansas Real Estate Commission.  

Comment Number 9:  If you build Line 5, Springdale will want AHTD to build miles of 

frontage road next and apparently they have enough influence on the highway commission to 

make that a real possibility. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The construction of frontage roads along the proposed bypass 

is not included in this environmental study.  A commitment to the USFWS in Section 7.2.1 

prohibits the FHWA or AHTD from participating in frontage road construction between 

Highway 112 and I-540 except for detailed circumstances. 

Comment Number 10:  We would like to know if there have been measures taken to control 

urban sprawl in our community Apple Meadows – particularly commercial buildings across 

the street from our quiet neighborhoods.  We recognize that highway planners aren’t the 

architects of urban sprawl – building a highway will provide the means to an end. 

Response:  Zoning issues should be discussed with city or county officials, as the AHTD has 

no authority over zoning. 
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Comment Number 11:  I believe the Wagon Wheel exchange is poorly laid out and 

dangerous.  The city of Springdale wants to preserve the current Wagon Wheel Road/I-540 

interchange.  There is no good reason to preserve this interchange.  The southbound 

deceleration lane is short with a very sharp turn involved.  The southbound on ramp is such 

that it is very difficult to see traffic on I-540 as you merge.  There is also a bridge at the end 

of the short acceleration lane.  The northbound off ramp is OK but the north bound on ramp 

is such that it is difficult to see traffic on I-540 as you merge.  It appears the best design 

would include taking out the current Wagon Wheel/I-540 interchange and build the 412 

bypass I-540 interchange one mile north of the current Wagon Wheel/I-540 interchange.  

Doing this will allow AHTD to have a nearly perpendicular I-540/412 Bypass interchange. 

Response:  Comment Noted.  During this study, conceptual design was performed on the 

interchanges for the proposed bypass alignments.  These proposed interchange designs were 

studied in the SDEIS and presented to the public at the SDEIS Location Public Hearing.  To 

maintain proper interchange spacing and minimize impacts from construction of the 

proposed Line 5, the Wagon Wheel Road/I-540 interchange should remain at the existing 

location. 

Comment Number 12:  There would be less total costs and would have a potential to save 

even more money by moving the interchange at Highway 71B south to match lines 3 and 4 

(SDEIS page 2-49, Table 2-4). 

Response:  Comment noted.  During the design phase of the projects, further efforts will be 

made to minimize impacts and costs relating to the Highway 71B interchange. 

Comment Number 13:  If northern route is chosen, please build sight & sound barrier on 
western side of road. 
 
Response:  If Line 5  (the northern route) is the Selected Alternative, a survey and the project 

design process will be completed for this alignment. Efforts will then be made to assess the 

Selected Alternative for potential adverse noise impacts to the appropriate surrounding noise 

sensitive areas, specifically for areas that warrant noise mitigation.  In order for areas to 

warrant noise mitigation, specific criteria must be met, as detailed in Section 4.1.3., based on 

AHTD’s Highway Traffic Noise Analysis Policy Of Reasonableness and Feasibility For 
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Type 1- Noise Abatement Measures.  Once an area meets these criteria, a barrier analysis 

will be performed for the area of concern in order to determine the appropriate type(s) of 

noise mitigation, such as barrier walls or berms.   

Comment Number 14:  Noise impact is a concern for us on East Wagon Wheel Road.  The 

test was ½ mile from I-540.  This is simply not a valid comparable environmental test due to 

the distance involved.  I request a 24/7 noise test be done at the Wagon Wheel Exit and I-540 

interchange because such a test would be far more accurate. 

Response:  Samples taken at the Wagon Wheel exit of I-540 would not be representative of 

the noise you will experience at your location. Two ambient noise samples were taken in the 

area surrounding East Wagon Wheel Road (Ambient Noise Samples # 20 and # 28).  Based 

on these two samples, the average noise level for that area was 50 dBA.  These two samples 

provide an adequate representation of the existing daytime noise levels in the area that will 

be affected by noise from the bypass.  The daytime noise levels, at the date and time the 

samples were taken, were well below the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA’s) 

Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) for residential areas, specifically 67 dBA.   

Line 5 (the northern route) has been chosen as the Preferred Line.  If Line 5 is the Selected 

Alternative, a survey and the project design process will be completed for this alignment. 

Efforts will then be made to assess the Selected Alternative for potential adverse noise 

impacts to the appropriate surrounding noise sensitive areas, specifically for areas that 

warrant noise mitigation.  In order for areas to warrant noise mitigation, specific criteria must 

be met, as detailed in Section 4.1.3., based on AHTD’s Highway Traffic Noise Analysis 

Policy Of Reasonableness and Feasibility For Type 1-Noise Abatement Measures.  Once an 

area meets these criteria, a barrier analysis will be performed for the area of concern in order 

to determine the appropriate type(s) of noise mitigation, such as barrier walls or berms.  

Comment Number 15:  Excessive noise from the bypass will decrease our property values. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 16:  Highway noise is a concern in our neighborhood – not only from 

the 412 bypass but the eventual widening of Old Wire Road.  We would like to have an 
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explanation of the noise levels we will potentially be exposed to in our neighborhood (Apple 

Meadows) as a result of this project. 

Response:  Apple Meadows is located over 0.5 mile (0.8 km) north of the Preferred Line.  

Three ambient noise samples were taken south of the Apple Meadows neighborhood (Noise 

Sample #9, #33, and #11), nearer the proposed bypass location.  Based on these results, the 

average existing noise level of that area was determined to be 52 dBA.     

The Federal Highway Administration's (FHWA) noise model, TNM (Traffic Noise Model), 

was utilized to calculate the estimated noise levels along the proposed bypass.  Based on the 

calculations performed by TNM, noise levels are predicted to be well below 67 dBA, the 

Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) for residential areas, in the Apple Meadows neighborhood.  

The noise impacts to the Apple Meadows neighborhood from the operation of the bypass 

should be minimal.  However, these calculations only utilized the traffic projected for the 

proposed bypass from 2004 to 2024 and did not include traffic projections for Old Wire 

Road.   

This document studied impacts related to widening Highway 265 to the south between the 

proposed bypass and Highway 264.  If Old Wire Road should need to be widened north of 

the bypass in the future, noise levels would increase in the Apple Meadows neighborhood.  

This would be a result of an increase in traffic volume and moving traffic closer to the 

residents.  The widening of Old Wire Road in the area of Apple Meadows is beyond the 

scope of this document. 

Comment Number 17:  Line 5 would require an extremely long and high bridge to cross the 

quarry at Wagon Wheel Road and I-540.   

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 18: Line 5 should not be considered – it appears to be dangerous with 

the extreme curves in the interchange. 

Line 5 requires the design of an intersection of two major freeways at a very acute angle.  

The proposed interchange is similar to the interchange of 71B and I-540 located south of 
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Springdale.  This interchange is the site of many accidents, several of which that have 

resulted in death.  AHTD should not make this design mistake again. 

Response:  The design of this interchange will be in accordance with current accepted 

federal design standards. 

Comment Number 19:  We are concerned about the loss of property and of revenue from 

the land. 

We believe the state will not be fair in its reimbursement at the current property market value 

is selling in the area. 

Established businesses should take priority over single-family dwellings when choosing a 

route for the bypass.  The cost of moving a business and loss of income due to the move is 

much higher than a simple family home.  We will suffer a financial loss of income that we 

will be unable to recover.  Finding another centrally located site will be impossible. 

Response:  There will be loss of property.  However, the Department will provide just 

compensation for the property.  Property owners may take the compensation received and 

replace the land acquired with similar property, or they may elect to invest in another 

manner. 

Compensation for property needed for the project is established based on fair market value 

using comparable sales in the vicinity of the project.  A Reviewing Appraiser must certify 

that the value established is fair market value and represents just compensation for the 

property being acquired. 

The alignment of the project is based on design considerations and other impacts to the 

community, both residential and commercial.  All businesses that are displaced by the project 

will be eligible for relocation assistance and payments to help them move and continue their 

operation at a new location.  Advisory assistance will be provided commensurate with the 

businesses’ needs in order to assist them in relocating within the same community. Under 

current Arkansas law, loss of income is non-compensable. 

Comment Number 20:  Support Line 5. 
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Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 21:  Oppose Line 5. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 22:  Oppose Line 2. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 23:  Support Line 3. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 24:  Oppose Line 4. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 25:  Support 2/4 Route. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 26:  Support Preferred Segment A-B. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 27:  Support Preferred Segment E-F. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 28:  Support DEIS Line 1. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 29:  Prefer bypass go through Bethel Heights. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 30:  Support Line 2. 
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Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 31:  Support Old Wire Road interchange location. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 32:  Make a decision as soon as possible, landowners and homeowners 

are experiencing difficulties selling property and property values are suffering.  The situation 

is unfair. 

Response:  Comment Noted 

Comment Number 33:  By the time you build it, the bypass will be outgrown. 

Response:  As the project undergoes the design process, existing traffic levels and traffic 

projections will be considered and incorporated into the design.   

Comment Number 34:  I oppose Line 5 because it will be in the shade of Callahan 

Mountain.  This will make the road icy and dangerous in the winter. 

Response:  Comment noted.   

Comment Number 35:  Build it quickly! 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 36:  Why do you need to build a bypass when Highway 412 was just 

4-laned? 

Response:  Refer to the Purpose and Need Section of this FEIS for information related to 

current and projected traffic levels on existing Highway 412, and why the bypass is needed. 

Comment Number 37:  Move Line 5 north off Belmont Subdivision. 

Response:  Preliminary design evaluations indicate that the Line 5/I-540 interchange cannot 

be moved much further south or north, because of its location between and proximity to the 

Wagon Wheel Road/I-540 and Highway 264/I-540 interchanges.  Further consideration of 
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changes to avoid and/or minimize impacts to the Belmont Subdivision will be given during 

the survey and design process. 

Comment Number 38:  The Preferred Segment A-B is too close to Churchill Subdivision.  

It is impacting the value of the homes there. 

Response:  The conceptual alignment was adjusted in the area of Churchill to remove it 

slightly east of the subdivision.  Further consideration of changes to avoid impacts to the 

Churchill Subdivision will be given during the survey and design process. 

Comment Number 39:  Silent Grove Road is an important connector to residential areas and 

enables the elderly to avoid using Highway 71B. West Appleblossom is needed for access. 

Do not sever Silent Grove Road and West Appleblossom. 

Response:  During the design phase of the process, retaining the connection between Silent 

Grove Road and West Apple Blossom Avenue will be evaluated. 

Comment Number 40:  We want Wagon Wheel Road to be redesigned and made safer, 

including 4-lanes, traffic lights, etc. 

Response:  Wagon Wheel Road is not on the state highway system. Improvements to it are 

the responsibility of the City of Springdale.  

Comment Number 41:  Build the bypass as close to Miller Road as possible to avoid land 

severance impacts to local landowners to the south. 

Response:  The alignment was shifted north closer to Miller Road to lessen these impacts.  

Further consideration to avoidance of impacts will be given during the survey and design 

process. 

Comment Number 42:  Leave Graham Road open.  The street is too icy in winter to go 

north to Appleblossom Road. 
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Response:  The current conceptual design for the FEIS Preferred Line does not sever 

Graham Road.  Further consideration to avoid closing Graham Road will be given during the 

survey and design process. 

Comment Number 43:  Build a service road from Highway 71B to Wagon Wheel Road. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The construction of frontage roads along the proposed bypass 

is not included in this environmental study.  A commitment to the USFWS in Section 7.2.1 

prohibits the FHWA or AHTD from participating in frontage road construction between 

Highway 112 and I-540 except for special circumstances detailed in the USFWS 

correspondence earlier in this section. 

Comment Number 44:  Farm families are not given the consideration that is given families 

that live in sub-divisions. 

Response:  For impact assessment, all residences being relocated are assessed equally.  

Impacts to farms are assessed in a separate category from residences and businesses.   

It does not matter whether a family lives on a farm or in a subdivision, families being 

relocated are eligible for the same residential relocation assistance benefits.  A farm displacee 

is eligible for separate farm relocation assistance and payment benefits, similar to other 

businesses. 

Comment Number 45:  A 6-lane is needed on I-540.  A recent study sites major 

improvements are needed to I-540 and all the interchanges in the next 10-20 years.  These 

recommended improvements need to be integrated into this plan now so that the 

improvements are not necessary down the road. 

Response:  Comment noted.  Improving I-540 is outside the scope of this document. 

Comment Number 46:  The relocatees in the proximity of the Callahan Mountain area were 

undercounted during the assessment of Lines 3 and 4. 

Response:  A conceptual 300-foot right-of-way (ROW) was assumed for the impact 

assessment of all the alignments.  This estimate is an average of the ROW width typically 
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needed in an area similar in topography to the project area.  In some level areas, the ROW 

required will be narrower, or in areas where cut and fill slopes are needed, the ROW required 

may be wider.  This 300-foot ROW was utilized across the slope of Callahan Mountain, as it 

was for all other areas potentially impacted by the project alignments, so that a standard 

assessment criteria was utilized for comparison of the alignments.  This area will not be 

impacted by the Preferred Line. 

Comment Number 47:  Why did the evaluation of Line 4 concerning the interchange 

location impacts change between the information given in the DEIS and SDEIS? 

Response:  Refer to the SDEIS Alternatives Section 2.3.3.2 for information related to 

changes in the bypass/I-540 interchange designs. 

Comment Number 48:  I was dismayed at the exclusion of Mount Callahan Acres 

Subdivision as a subdivision directly impacted by Lines 3 and 4 in the SDEIS.  Obviously the 

impact statement is in error and incomplete concerning the impacts on the residents in this 

subdivision. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The staff preparing the SDEIS was unaware that the residences 

on Callahan Mountain were part of a subdivision development.   

Comment Number 49:  The SDEIS does not include the required eight-hour air analysis, 

only a one-hour air analysis. 

Response:  Typically eight-hour concentrations are lower, not higher (only 60-70 percent), 

than the one-hour concentrations.  The one-hour analysis was cited in the Environmental 

Consequences Section 4.1.2.2 of the SDEIS since the results did not exceed 9 ppm, the more 

stringent eight-hour criteria.   

Comment Number 50:  No replacement roads are figured into your studies for Line 5. 

Response:  Two replacement roads were included in the SDEIS study for Line 5.  These 

roads are planned to reconnect roads severed by the bypass, from Wagon Wheel Road to 

Zion Road and from Spring Creek Road to Puppy Creek Road. 
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Comment Number 51:  Line 5 is too far north and has a longer distance for the bypass.  It 

needs to be kept on a more direct route.   

Response:  Line 5 is projected to carry more traffic and remove more traffic from existing 

Highway 412 than the routes to the south.  

Comment Number 52:  The sharp curve and I-540 interchange for Line 5 do not appear to 

be safe. 

Response:  The design of the bypass will meet federal design and safety criteria. The 

interchange configuration will be designed according to the traffic volumes predicted moving 

through the interchange.   

Comment Number 53:  Our neighborhood (Belmont Subdivision) cannot function as a 

neighborhood if the planned houses are removed.  Therefore, the few houses left would 

extremely decrease in value. 

Response:  Information in Table 4-9 of the SDEIS lists Belmont Subdivision as a directly 

impacted neighborhood.  The accompanying text discusses the potential impacts to 

neighborhoods. 

Comment Number 54:  Is there any reason not to take the route further north to Lowell? 

Response:  In the initial stage of the project a corridor was considered in the Lowell area.  

However, it was discarded before the public involvement stage because of potential impacts 

to the Cave Springs recharge area and the number of relocatees that would be involved in 

constructing a bypass in the city of Lowell. 

Comment Number 55:  I feel the public has not been receiving all the information they need 

to make a good decision.  I have attended all the meetings, but feel I'm in the dark. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 56:  I don't think the maps given out at the public meetings show enough 

detail to know what is being planned.   
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Response:  Comment noted.  Large aerial based maps were made available at the public 

meetings and the local AHTD offices so that the public would be able to review more 

detailed maps. 

Comment Number 57:  Line 5 would make it forever impossible to gain access to I-540 at 

Goad Springs Road, because of its proximity to the I-540 interchange. 

Response:  There has never been a demonstrated need for access at the Goad Springs Road 

overpass, and due to its proximity to Highway 264, it is unlikely that access would be granted 

at this location. 

Comment Number 58:  Belmont Estates should be totally left as a subdivision or totally 

removed! 

Response:  Preliminary design evaluations indicate that the Line 5/I-540 interchange cannot 

be moved much further south or north, because of its location between and proximity to the 

Wagon Wheel Road/I-540 and Highway 264/I-540 interchanges.  Moving the alignment and 

interchange to the north would impact additional relocatees along Appleblossom Road and 

the Burrell Place neighborhoods.  If the alignment and interchange were to be moved south, 

the western side of Belmont could potentially be affected instead of the northern side.  

Further consideration of changes to avoid and/or minimize impacts to the Belmont 

Subdivision will be given during the survey and design process. Federal regulations do not 

allow the purchase of ROW tracts that will not be needed for the construction of the highway 

facility. 

Comment Number 59:  Why was the existing Wagon Wheel Road/Highway 264 location 

not considered as one option?   

Response: One of the original corridors under consideration for the project included the 

Wagon Wheel Road and Highway 264 location.  Avoidance of the social, economic, and 

environmental impacts along these two roads developed into Line 3. 

Comment Number 60:  Are there any measures taken to control urban sprawl in our 

community? 
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Response:  Zoning and control of urban sprawl are outside the scope of this document. 

Comment Number 61:  I saw a list detailing the advantages and disadvantages of each 

route.  Line 2 had no disadvantages, while each other route contained several areas of major 

concern.  It is the shortest, straightest, has the least impact on those concerned within the 

community and is the second cheapest alternative. 

Response:  Refer to SDEIS Table 4-25, Segment B-E Comparison.  This table lists several 

disadvantages for Segment B-E of Line 2, including the highest estimated total numbers of 

relocatees, highest number of noise receptors, direct impacts to four subdivisions and a local 

school, and the highest potential impacts to water quality. 

Comment Number 62:  Had you built this bypass through any of the areas four years ago, 

you would have had your choice of routes.  But your lack of decisive action has caused all 

the residents of northern Springdale, Lowell, Bethel Heights, and all the surrounding 

communities to question the stability of their homes . . . Due to the lack of action on the part 

of the state, the residents of this area are being punished for building in the area. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The environmental process being conducted is following the 

requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act.  The planning work on this project 

began in 1997 with a Major Investment Study and the EIS process began in 1998, seven 

years ago.  Growth in the project area had already begun and rapidly extended into the 

preliminary corridors originally placed to avoid the development existing at that time. 

Comment Number 63:  I am wondering how much traffic will decrease on Highway 412 

when this bypass opens. 

Response:  Refer to the FEIS Alternatives Section Figure 2-7 for information related to 

existing and projected traffic on Highway 412 with Line 5 of the bypass operational. 

Comment Number 64:  Would it be possible to extend east another ¼ to ½ mile before 

turning south?  This would bypass several homes on this end being displaced and also be 

outside of Springdale City Limits. 
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Response:  Extending the bypass further eastward in this area will impact additional 

relocatees in the area of Reed Road. 

Comment Number 65:  The department appears to be unaware of the present location of 

Living Savior Lutheran Church at Graham and Robins Road.  Please do not use Graham 

Road as the bypass route.   

Response:  The Preferred Line will not directly impact this church. 

Comment Number 66:  I believe that if a homeowner is impacted negatively in any fashion, 

the homeowner should be compensated. 

Response:  The law requires just compensation when property is taken. 

Comment Number 67:  Route 5 takes out twice as many businesses as Route 3 or 4.  The 

negative effect on the economy and employment is less going with Route 3 or 4. 

Response:  The SDEIS Table S-2 Impact Summary estimates business relocations through 

Segment B-E.   These estimates are as follows:  Line 5-33 businesses.  Line 4- 21 businesses 

and Line 3-31 businesses.  All businesses relocated will be eligible for business relocation 

assistance. 

Comment Number 68:  I am elderly, handicapped, and have severe allergies.  The proposed 

change would directly affect my quality of life and I would probably have to move, forced by 

the noise and air pollution.  I am also concerned about transient traffic.  Please reconsider this 

decision. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment Number 69:  Line 5 faces certain legal challenges from groups interested in the 

environment and protection of endangered species.  Why open the state to that litigation?  It 

will only delay the project, cause redesign, and increase the cost. 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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Comment Number 70:  The alignment maps you had on display were incomplete and/or 

outdated and, therefore, seriously flawed regarding the current existence of Belmont 

Subdivision.  It is our concern that those invited to comment on the 412 bypass would have 

done so without essential information needed to assess its impact and thus respond accurately 

and responsibly.  For this reason, we believe that any and all comments concerning Route 5 

should be considered null and void.  Furthermore, we urge you to either repeat the hearings 

with current and accurate information, or disqualify Route 5 from further consideration. 

Response:  We disagree that the information provided was incomplete.  The aerial 

photography used for the displays at the SDEIS LPH was the most recent aerial photography 

available that provided coverage of the entire study area.  The locations of all subdivisions 

potentially impacted by the proposed project were identified on the aerial photography 

displays. 

In the area that would be acquired for the Line 5 ROW, the SDEIS relocation study showed 

that thirteen Belmont Subdivision homes would require relocation.  This study, in which the 

potentially affected homes and businesses were physically counted, was performed in late 

December 2003.  This information was incorporated into the Segment and Alignment Impact 

Summaries that were displayed and provided to the public as handouts at the SDEIS LPH.  

These summaries, and the relocation totals they contain, were used by the public to compare 

the overall impacts of the alignments.   

Comment Number 71:  We are requesting the AHTD consider moving Line 5 where it 

intersects with Wagon Wheel Road, west from 200-300 yards (map attached).  

Response:  This requested alignment change to the Preferred Line will be evaluated during 

the survey and design process. 

Comment Number 72:  We request the AHTD consider moving Line 2, moving further 

south starting at Highway 112 and end up just south of the current Wagon Wheel Road at 

I-540.  This segment would connect with Line 3 east of I-540 (map attached).  

Response:  This proposed alignment is within the corridors previously evaluated and appears 

to constitute a longitudinal encroachment on the Spring Creek floodplain. 
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