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5 COORDINATION, PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, 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 

describes the coordination and public involvement conducted throughout the SDEIS process. 

A Notice of Intent to conduct the SDEIS was published in the Federal Register on April 26, 

2004 to solicit comments and suggestions from all interested parties.  A total of 11 meetings 

were held as part of the SDEIS public involvement process for this project; three meetings 

with Army National Guard officials, four meetings with federal/state resource agency 

representatives and local public officials, and four public involvement or public hearings with 

the general public.  Table 5-1 contains a summary of information pertaining to these 

meetings.  

Table 5-1 

List of Meetings 

 Date Location 
Approximate 
Attendance 

Army National Guard March 2004 Camp Robinson 10 

Army National Guard February 2005 Camp Robinson 11 

Army National Guard March 2005 Camp Robinson 5 

Agency/Public Officials March 2005 Little Rock 21 

Agency/Public Officials November 2005 Sherwood 19 

Public Involvement 
November 2005 
November 2005 

Sherwood 
Runyon Acres 

489 

Agency/Public Officials January 2007 Little Rock 19 

Agency/Public Officials March 2007 Sherwood 20 

Location Public Hearing 
March 2007 
March 2007 

Sherwood 
Runyon Acres 

495 

 

5.1 ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 

In order to update the alignment alternative through Camp Robinson, several meetings were 

held with Army National Guard officials.  The officials requested minor adjustments to the 

original route through Camp Robinson as a result of land use planning changes that had 
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occurred since the Selected Alternative had been identified in the ROD.  Following the 

meetings at Camp Robinson, these officials also participated in the agency/public officials 

meetings in order to stay updated on the project’s progress. 

5.2 AGENCY/PUBLIC OFFICIALS 

A meeting with state/federal resource agencies and public officials was held on March 23, 

2005 to familiarize them with the project and identify issues and concerns for consideration 

and study in the SDEIS.  Three additional agency/public officials meetings were held to take 

comments on the initial and revised alignment alternatives, and results of the SDEIS process. 

5.3 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

Public involvement meetings were held in two areas of Sherwood on the evenings of 

November 14 and 15, 2005.  Press releases to local media and mailing lists were used to 

notify the public of the scheduled public involvement meetings.  The sign-up sheet from the 

public involvement meeting in October 2003 was used as the basis for the mailing list, and it 

was supplemented with names as inquiries were received.  Local officials and Army National 

Guard officials were also notified of the public involvement sessions. 

Exhibits utilizing aerial photographs and maps overlaid with the proposed alignment 

alternatives were used to inform the public.  Additionally, a flowchart presented a simplified 

outline of the overall project process.  Handouts were used to convey information about the 

project including its history and status.  AHTD representatives were available to explain the 

displays and provide information. 

Comment sheets were used to encourage contributions from the public.  They were designed 

to obtain information about environmental constraints in the project area and public 

perception on the purpose and need of the project.  To encourage participation by citizens 

unable to attend the scheduled meetings, copies of the maps with corridors and comment 

sheets were provided to cities in the area.  This information was also available at the local 

AHTD office in Little Rock.  Subsequent to the public involvement meeting, a website was 

developed to provide the latest project information.   
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5.4 SDEIS REVIEW 

The US Army Corps of Engineers, as a cooperating agency, reviewed and commented on a 

draft copy of the SDEIS.  Others reviewers included the Interdisciplinary Staff at the AHTD 

and the Multi-disciplinary Staff at the Arkansas Division of the FHWA. 

Copies of the final SDEIS were delivered to federal and state agencies, US and State 

legislators, local officials, and other applicable organizations.  The distribution list can be 

found in Section 8 of the SDEIS.  Copies were also made available at the Sherwood and 

North Little Rock Public Libraries, and the SDEIS or an Executive Summary was made 

available upon request. 

5.5 SDEIS PUBLIC HEARING – MARCH 2007 

A Location Public Hearing was held to obtain formal comment on the SDEIS.  Aerial 

photographs and maps were used as exhibits to show the changes made to the alignment 

alternatives.  Handouts were used to provide the public with an overview of the project and 

its history.  A copy of the meeting handout, comment sheet, and a synopsis and analysis of 

the public meetings are in Appendix F. 

5.6 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 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 FEIS.    
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5.6.1 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. 
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US Environmental Protection Agency 

 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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US Department of the Interior 
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Response: As noted in Section 4.11, should any sites be found to qualify as Section 4(f) 

properties, there should be enough flexibility within the study corridor to modify final 

roadway designs to consider avoidance of all but the very largest sites.  If avoidance proves 

impossible, a Section 4(f) Evaluation will be prepared for the qualifying sites as per 49 USC 

Section 303 and Title 23 USC Section 138. 
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US Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

#1 

#2 
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Comment #1:  Limit impacts to waters of the United States 

Response:  Impacts to waters of the United States will be minimized to the greatest extent 

possible.  This will be accomplished through avoidance where practical; however, 

consideration will be given to the minimization of impacts to streams and wetlands during 

the design of structures for these crossings. 

Comment #2:  Wildlife passage issues 

Response:  Further consideration will be given to these issues during the design process. 
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Natural Resources Conservation Service 

 

Response:  Comment noted. 
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Military Department of Arkansas, Camp Robinson, received April 13, 2007 

 

Comment 1:  Increased security 

Response:  Referenced text was deleted. 

Comment 2:  Timber 

Response:  The harvesting of timber on the right of way through Camp Robinson will be 

administered by the Camp prior to construction with revenues to be received by the Camp. 
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Comment 3:  Cultural Resources Consultation 

Response:  Initial consultation with the Camp Robinson Cultural Resources Manager was 

begun during the alternative development phase of the Project.  With the identification of a 

Selected Alternative detailed, consultation for the survey on the route through the Camp 

Robinson area will be handled by the cultural resources firm selected by AHTD to conduct 

the survey for the entire Project.  

Comment 4:  Map correction for historic structure 

Response:  Comment was noted and map was updated. 

Comment 5:  Bridge 

Response:  During further consultation conducted during the FEIS process, the Camp has 

stated that they have developed plans to demolish the bridge in order to use the rock in other 

locations within their facility. 

Comment 6:  Curation issues and inadvertent discoveries 

Response:  A Programmatic Agreement will be developed that includes the Arkansas 

National Guard Cultural Resources Management Plan for curation standards and processes 

regarding any inadvertent discoveries along the route through the Camp Robinson area.   

Comment 7:  Structures and Training Facilities 

Response:  Relocation of structures will be conducted in accordance with the Relocation 

Procedure found in Appendix E.  The Camp will be offered just compensation as defined in 

Title III of the Uniform Real Property Acquisition Act. 
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Arkansas Archeological Survey 
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Response:   Comment was noted and the text on page B-4 was altered to incorporate this 

updated information.  
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Arkansas Department of Finance and Administration – State Clearinghouse Review 
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Response:  Updated information about the known locations of sinkholes and mine openings 

was obtained and used to revise alternative alignment locations.  Onsite evaluations 

determined that no substantial sinkholes from collapsed underground shafts or mine openings 

are visible along the Preferred Alternative route.   
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5.6.2 Community and Organization Comments 

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

responses to the comments.  Where no response is warranted, a copy of the comment letter is 

included for informational purposes. 
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City of Sherwood 

 

 

Response:  The requested grade separation will be evaluated during the design phase.
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Metroplan 

 
 
Response:  Comment noted.
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5.6.3 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 #1:  The Preferred Alternative Alignment Bab is the best one due to its lower cost, 

lower number of relocatees, and lower wetland impacts. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #2:  I am concerned with who will pay for any costs incurred to impacts on 

military assets and weapons systems inside Camp Robinson. 

Response:  The AHTD has coordinated closely with Camp Robinson officials in order to 

identify a location for this project that will minimize potential impacts to their facilities and 

operations.  The camp will receive just compensation for any impacted facilities. 

Comment #3:  A public hearing should have been held in Jacksonville for the Northlake 

segment. 

Response:  The public hearing locations were selected to provide the best opportunity for the 

most people in the project area to be able to attend and comment on the project. 

Comment #4:  Do not toll the North Belt. 

Response:  The funding source for the right of way acquisition and construction of this 

project has not been determined.  Tolling is a financing option that could be considered, if 

additional funding is needed.  If it was determined that this project would be a toll facility, 

additional environmental analysis and public meetings would be conducted to assess any 

impacts associated with the conversion of this proposed freeway into a toll facility. 
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Comment #5:  The Preferred Alternative Alignment Bab is not preferable due to its potential 

impact to the Northlake subdivision. 

Response:  The route of the Preferred Alternative minimizes impacts to the Northlake 

subdivision as much as possible while also minimizing impacts to the wetlands that lie just to 

the southwest of the subdivision.  

Comment #6:  One of the A alternatives should be chosen over Alternative Bab. 

Response:  The A alternatives would impact several subdivisions resulting in high numbers 

of relocatees and noise impacts. 

Comment #7:  Alternative C should be the chosen route. 

Response:  Alternative C is the longest and most expensive of the alignment alternatives.  

Additionally, it has the most relocatees and the lowest predicted traffic volumes. 

Comment #8:  Construction of an interstate through the Northlake subdivision would cause 

environmental impacts, relocations, and property devaluations. 

Response:  The environmental process has been conducted to determine the best location for 

the proposed facility while minimizing impacts. 

Comment #9:  If tolling the North Belt would speed up its construction, I would gladly pay a 

toll to have this road in place.  Toll it, pave it, open it. 

Response:  Comment noted. 

Comment #10:  An interchange at Kellogg Acres Road should be considered. 

Response:  An interchange was evaluated for the alternatives that crossed Kellogg Acres 

Road in the 1991 DEIS.  Due to the comments received at that time opposing an interchange 

in the Kellogg Acres Road vicinity, the proposal was dropped for the reevaluation in 2003 

and the SDEIS.   Misdirection for those living in the vicinity of Kellogg Acres Road caused 

by the absence of an interchange in that location would be minimal.  No substantial stressors 

would be placed on the local system by this traffic. 
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Comment #11:  Accident records and effects of this freeway on nearby roadways need to be 

considered. 

Response:  The potential impacts of the proposed project on other roadways are addressed in 

Section 2.4.2.2. 

Comment #12:  Concerns were expressed that without an interchange at Oneida Street, no 

local access would be available, resulting in substantial misdirection for those wanting to 

access the facility who live in the vicinity of Oneida Street.  

Response:  Misdirection for those living in the vicinity of Oneida Street caused by the 

absence of an interchange in that location would be minimal.  Due to this fact, and the 

impacts that would occur if an interchange were constructed at Oneida Street (outlined in 

Section 2.4.2.1), an interchange at Oneida Street is not warranted. 

 

 

 

 

 


