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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Arkansas State Highway and Transportation Department (AHTD) and the City of 

Ozark, in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), are proposing 

to construct a route on new location between Hillbilly Lane and Highway 23 in the City 

of Ozark in Franklin County.  Three alternatives were considered, including the 

No-Action Alternative and two build alternatives.  Figure 1 illustrates the project study 

area. 

 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

Purpose of Proposed Project 

The AHTD is proposing to construct a route on new location between Hillbilly Lane and 

Highway 23 in the City of Ozark.  Once completed, the route will become the 

responsibility of the City for all future maintenance needs.   

Ozark High School is located on Hillbilly Lane.  Named for the school mascot, Hillbilly 

Lane is a north-south route and an extension of North 29th Street.  North 29th Street 

extends north from a “T” intersection with Highway 64 and is the only road providing 

access to Ozark High School.  West Side City Park is located adjacent to and on the east 

side of North 29th Street with no alternative access.  The park has numerous ball fields, 

playground equipment and other typical park attractions.  The Franklin County 

Fairgrounds are also located to the east of North 29th Street adjacent to and north of the 

park. 

Needs Analysis 

Ozark is located in Franklin County in west central Arkansas.  The central business 

district (CBD) is located approximately three miles south of Interstate 40, adjacent to the 
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Arkansas River and along Highway 64.  Access from I-40 to the City is provided by two 

interchanges, Highway 23 on the west and Highway 219 on the east.  Highway 64 

(Commercial Street) traverses the City west to east, approximately paralleling the 

Arkansas River through town.  Highway 96 (Airport Road) connects Highway 23 just 

north of the CBD with Highway 219 just south of the interchange with I-40.  Hillbilly 

Lane/North 29th Street provides the only access to the Ozark High School campus, West 

Side City Park and the Franklin County Fairgrounds.  The hospital, main fire station and 

emergency medical services are located within the downtown area.  A satellite fire station 

is located on Highway 64 near the City Services Complex between Highway 23 and 

North 29th Street.  With only the single access, there is the potential for a crash or similar 

event to block the route and hinder emergency access to the school, fairgrounds or park.  

All three sites can have large numbers of people in attendance for regular activities and 

special events.  A secondary access to the area would provide an alternate emergency 

access route. 

Existing Conditions 

The existing route to West Side City Park, the Franklin County Fairgrounds and Ozark 

High School consists of two 10-foot lanes.  It is signed as North 29th Street from 

Highway 64 to Walden Drive at the southwest corner of the park and designated Hillbilly 

Lane from there north and west to the high school.  Because the high school 

accommodates students in the 10th through 12th grades, many of the students drive 

themselves to school.  The morning traffic peak corresponds to the typical workday 

morning traffic peak, while the afternoon traffic peak is earlier and shorter than normal, 

occurring for approximately 15 minutes beginning at 3:30 p.m. 

Level of Service 

North 29th Street/Hillbilly Lane is currently operating at a Level of Service (LOS) B and 

will continue to operate at LOS B over the design period.  Although no improvement in 

LOS is needed, the purpose of the proposed project is to provide additional access to the 
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high school campus, fairgrounds and park for emergency response in the event of an 

incident blocking the existing route.  Additionally, the proposed project will fulfill a need 

identified in the City’s Comprehensive Plan.  See Appendix A for a description of each 

level of service. 

Safety Analysis/Crash Rates 

Crash data for 2007, 2008 and 2009 (the three most recent years for which data are 

available) were reviewed.  Eight crashes occurred during the three-year period on the 

school access route; one non-incapacitating injury and three possible injuries were 

reported.  The other four crash reports indicated property damage only.  Crash rates are 

not included, as analysis indicated that due to low traffic volumes and the low numbers of 

crashes, rates are not statistically relevant. 

Summary 

The proposed project will meet a recognized need for improvements to the City of Ozark; 

it will provide increased traffic flow and improve safety in the project area by addressing 

the need for secondary access to the school, fairgrounds and park area in the event of an 

emergency.  The proposed improvements are a component of ongoing upgrades to city 

streets and are consistent with local traffic infrastructure planning. 
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ALTERNATIVES 

This section describes the alternatives that were developed to address the purpose and 

need for this project.  Three alternatives are evaluated in this Environmental Assessment 

(EA):  the No-Action Alternative and new location Alternatives 1 and 2.  A third new 

location alternative was dropped from consideration after preliminary analysis concluded 

that it would not provide an alternate route for use during an emergency response and, 

therefore, does not address the safety issue associated with this proposed project.  The 

alternatives carried forward for this project are described below and shown on Figure 2. 

No-Action Alternative 

The No-Action Alternative consists of no improvements being made to the project area. 

Under this alternative, routine maintenance would be provided to Highway 23, Hillbilly 

Lane, North 29th Street and Highway 64.  Congestion would worsen and no 

improvements would be made to address the problem of accessing the school.  Although 

this alternative does not meet the project purpose and need, it has been included to allow 

for comparison with the proposed build alternatives. 

Build Alternatives 

Alternative 1 

Alternative 1 would begin at the intersection of Highways 23 and 96 and go west and 

then southwest to a sharp curve on Hillbilly Lane, approximately 0.4 mile south of the 

school parking lot.  By connecting to Highway 96, this alternative would provide a direct 

route to Highway 219 from the high school.  At the intersection with Hillbilly Lane, a 

roundabout would be installed to allow efficient management of merging traffic. 

The proposed cross-section for both new location alternatives would be two 12-foot 

travel lanes and 5-foot sidewalks with curb and gutter design (Figure 3).   
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Alternative 2 

Alternative 2 would begin at Highway 23, approximately 0.6 mile north of Highway 96, 

and go southwest and then south to connect with Hillbilly Lane at Ozark High School.  

Although this alternative would also provide access from the east, it would be farther 

north than most of the residential development in Ozark and would not be as beneficial 

for students as Alternative 1.  Information for each build alternative is shown in Table 1. 

 

Table 1  
Summary of Build Alternatives 

Alternative 
Length 
(miles) 

Cost 
(2011$ millions) 

Projected Traffic 

Right of Way Construction Total 
Volume 

(2011/2031) 

vpd 

LOS 
(2031) 

1 0.9 $1.0 $1.7 $2.7 600/1000 A 

2 1.0 $1.3 $2.0 $3.3 500/800 A 

 

Findings 

The No-Action Alternative would not provide an alternate route for emergency access to 

Ozark High School, West Side City Park and the Franklin County Fairgrounds.  If no 

action is taken, an incident blocking North 29th Street or Hillbilly Lane would limit the 

ability of emergency service providers to respond to an incident past the blockage. 

Alternative 1 would connect Highway 23 and Hillbilly Lane, beginning at the intersection 

of Highways 23 and 96.  Because Highway 96 connects Highways 23 and 219, this route 

would also provide a direct route from Highway 219 to the high school.  This alternative 
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would serve 600 vpd accessing the school and park, and is the total estimated cost is $2.7 

million. 

Alternative 2 would connect Highway 23 and Hillbilly Lane near the high school.  This 

alternative would serve 500 vpd and is estimated to cost $3.3 million. 
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AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND IMPACTS 

This section describes the potential impacts of the proposed build alternatives and the 

No-Action Alternative.  If impacts are anticipated for a particular resource, conditions or 

mitigation measures to offset these impacts are detailed.  An alternative comparisons 

analysis (Table 4) is provided in the Recommendation Section. 

Relocations 

Estimated right of way widths were used in determining potential structures to be 

relocated.  Cost estimates, a conceptual stage relocation study, and an available housing 

inventory are provided in Appendix B.  Relocation information is provided in Table 2.  

One elderly tenant/landlord business would be impacted by Alternative 1.  Alternative 2 

would not result in any relocations.  No relocatees are of a minority race or low-income 

population.  The No-Action Alternative would not result in any relocations. 

 

 Table 2 
Estimated Relocation Summary 

Alternative Residential 
Owners 

Residential 
Tenant/Landlord 

Business* 
Businesses Total 

No-Action 0 0 0 0 

1 0 1 0 1 

2 0 0 0 0 

* The residential tenant and landlord business are combined in the relocation count to indicate that impacts will 
occur to a residence and a business while indicating that actual displacement will only occur to the occupants of 
the residence. 

 

Social and Economic Environment 

The proposed project passes through areas that are primarily undeveloped agricultural 

land.  None of the build alternatives will sever any subdivisions or urban neighborhoods.  
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Both of the build alternatives would create benefits for the community by enhancing 

circulation and accessibility for local citizens and travelers alike, particularly during the 

school year.  The No-Action Alternative would not have impacts on the community. 

Environmental Justice Impacts and Title VI Compliance 

By using the 2000 U.S. Census Data, the Health and Human Services Poverty Guidelines, 

(Federal Register, February, 2000), and making field observations, a determination was 

made that the proposed project will not have any disproportionate or adverse impacts on 

minorities, low-income, elderly, or disabled populations. 

Public Land 

There are no public parks, recreational lands, or wildlife refuges impacted by this project.  

Access to the public parks, fairgrounds and recreational areas will be improved by the 

project. 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 

There are no federal or state regulated water bodies impacted by this project that are 

designated as wild or scenic rivers. 

Endangered and Threatened Species 

A records check of the Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission database of sensitive 

species indicated no threatened or endangered species within the project area.  However, 

the project area falls within the American Burying Beetle (ABB) Study Area established 

by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  Therefore, an ABB 

Presence/Absence Survey was conducted on July 8, 2011.  No ABBs were captured 

during the survey.  Due to the negative results from the survey and the lack of suitable 

habitat in the project area, no further action will be required from the USFWS.  The 

No-Action Alternative would have no impacts to threatened or endangered species. 
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Prime Farmland 

Agriculture activity in the study area consists mainly of pastures utilized for grazing and 

hay production for beef cattle.  Right of way acquisition would reduce the pasture held by 

one landowner on Alternative 2.  Splitting this farm with a new highway would not only 

convert farmland to highway right of way, but would result in the disruption of some 

farm operations.  The construction of the new facility would result in positive impacts by 

providing easier farm to market access and more efficient transportation of farm supplies. 

Alternative 1 is entirely within the corporate limits of Ozark and does not impact prime 

farmland.  Alternative 2 would convert approximately 1.5 acres of prime farmland to city 

right of way.  Form NRCS-CPA-106, The Farmland Conversion Impact Rating, can be 

found in Appendix D.  The No-Action Alternative would not impact prime farmland. 

Hazardous Materials 

Field inspections and record research has determined that none of the alternatives should 

impact any known hazardous waste facilities, illegal dumps or areas of concern for 

hazardous materials.  The No-Action Alternative would not impact hazardous materials. 

If  hazardous materials are identified, observed or accidentally uncovered by any AHTD 

personnel, contracting company(s) or state regulating agency, it will be the AHTD’s 

responsibility to determine the type, size and extent of contamination.  The AHTD will 

identify the type of contaminant, develop a remediation plan and coordinate disposal 

methods to be employed for the particular type of contamination.  All remediation work 

will be conducted in conformance with the Arkansas Department of Environmental 

Quality (ADEQ), Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and Occupational Safety and 

Health Administration (OSHA) regulations. 

An asbestos survey by a certified asbestos inspector will be conducted on each building 

slated for acquisition and demolition.  If the survey detects the presence of any asbestos-

containing materials, plans will be developed to accomplish the safe removal of these 
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materials prior to demolition.  All asbestos abatement work will be conducted in 

accordance with ADEQ, EPA and OSHA asbestos abatement regulations. 

Cultural Resources 

A records check of the Arkansas Archeological Survey AMASDA database site files 

revealed no previously recorded archeological sites in the vicinity of either proposed 

alternative.  A Phase I archeological survey was conducted on both alternatives.  One 

new prehistoric archeological site was identified during the initial survey along 

Alternative 1.  Numerous lithic flakes were observed on the surface and in shovel tests.  

If Alternative 1 is identified as the Preferred Alternative, this site will need to be 

examined more thoroughly in the field (i.e. Phase II archeological testing) to make a 

determination regarding National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility.  Two 

new historic archeological sites were also identified during the initial archeological 

survey.  Both sites are stacked rock walls located near Alternative 1.  Theses rock walls 

are not likely eligible for inclusion to the NRHP because they are not associated with any 

historic house site or farmstead, but should be avoided if possible.  A check of Arkansas 

Historic Preservation Program records revealed no historic structures listed on or eligible 

for the NRHP in the vicinity of either alternative.  No new archeological sites were found 

in the survey of Alternative 2.  The No-Action Alternative would not impact cultural 

resources. 

Noise Analysis 

Noise predictions have been made for this project utilizing the Federal Highway 

Administration’s TNM 2.5 (Traffic Noise Model) procedures.  These procedures indicate 

that noise levels are below the FHWA noise criteria beyond the project’s proposed right 

of way limits for both alternatives for current (2011) and future (2031) planning periods.  

Noise generated by the operation of equipment during the construction phase of the 

proposed project is expected to be temporary and minor.  Construction would take place 

during normal business hours and equipment would meet all local, state, and federal 
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noise regulations.  In compliance with Federal guidelines, local authorities will not 

require notification.  The No-Action Alternative would not result in noise impacts 

because no construction would occur. 

Air Quality 

Utilizing the Mobile 5.0a Model (Mobile Source Emission Factor Model) and CALINE 3 

dispersion model, air quality analyses have been conducted for carbon monoxide on 

previous projects of this type.  These analyses incorporated information relating to traffic 

volumes, weather conditions, vehicle mix, and vehicle operating speeds to estimate 

carbon monoxide levels for the design year. 

These computer analyses indicate that carbon monoxide concentrations of less than one 

part per million (ppm) would be generated in the mixing cell for a project of this type.  

This computer estimate, when combined with an estimated ambient level of 1.0 ppm, 

would be less than 2.0 ppm, and well below the national standards of 8.0 ppm for carbon 

monoxide. 

This project is located in an area that is designated as in attainment for all transportation 

pollutants.  Therefore, the conformity procedures of the Clean Air Act, as amended, do 

not apply. 

Wetland and Stream Impacts 

Preliminary surveys of the study area were conducted to assess wetland and stream 

impacts.  There are two unnamed, intermittent tributaries of Gar Creek that flow through 

the project area (See Figure 4).  There are no wetland impacts associated with the two 

proposed alternatives. 

Alternative 1 would impact two intermittent tributaries of Gar Creek, impacting less than 

0.1 acre per crossing.  Alternative 2 would have no waters of the United States stream 

crossings.  There are multiple drainage areas that bisect the project site, but no ordinary  



")

")

IsAÂ

?ó

!"a$

!"a$

Hillbilly Ln.

Ozark High School
å

Gar Creek

Pipe Culvert

Box Culvert

Job 040493
August 16, 2011
AHTD - Environmental GIS - Strawn Ozark 1993 USGS Topographic Map

Watalula 1973 USGS Topographic Map

Figure 4
Stream and Floodplain Crossings! 0 1,500750

Feet

") Stream Crossing
100-Year Floodplain
Alternative 1
Alternative 2



   
AHTD JOB NUMBER 040493 16 ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

high water marks were identified.  These areas are classified as local drains and are not 

regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

Stream impacts will be minimized as much as possible during the design of the Preferred 

Alternative.  Temporary and permanent erosion control measures will minimize adverse 

impacts to streams and local drainages.  Impacts to the two intermittent streams should be 

minimal and the functional integrity of the streams will be maintained.  Construction 

should be allowed under the terms of a Nationwide Permit 14 for Linear Transportation 

Projects as defined in the Federal Register 72(47):11180-11198.  The No-Action 

Alternative would not impact wetlands or streams. 

Water Quality 

The project area lies within the Arkansas River Valley Ecoregion where the primary 

turbidity standard set by ADEQ for streams is 21 Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTUs) 

and 25 NTUs for lakes and reservoirs (Regulation 2).  Given the existing water quality 

within the region, additional sediments contributed during construction will likely result 

in localized, short-term adverse water quality impacts.  Temporary exceedances of state 

water quality standards for turbidity may occur.  Other potential sources of water quality 

impacts include petroleum products from construction equipment, highway pollutants 

from the operations of the facility, and toxic and hazardous material spills. 

The AHTD will comply with all requirements of The Clean Water Act, as amended, for 

the construction of this project.  This includes Section 401; Water Quality Certification; 

Section 402, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit (NPDES); and Section 

404; Permits for Dredged or Fill Material.  The NPDES Permit requires the preparation 

and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).  The SWPPP 

will include all specifications and best management practices (BMPs) needed for control 

of erosion and sedimentation.  This will be prepared when the roadway design work has 

been completed in order to best integrate the BMPs with the project design. 
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Floodways and Floodplains 

The Federal Emergency Management Agency uses Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) 

to identify the regulatory 100-year floodplain for the National Flood Insurance Program 

(NFIP).  The FIRM panel for the area of this project indicates that Alternative 1 crosses a 

Zone AE Special Flood Hazard Area and a Regulatory Floodway that has been 

designated along North Branch Gar Creek (see Figure 4).  The Regulatory Floodway 

width at the Alternative 1 crossing is approximately 90 feet, and the Special Flood 

Hazard Area crossing width is 350 feet.  Alternative 2 would not include any crossings 

over any Special Flood Hazard Areas currently shown on Franklin County Flood 

Insurance Rate Maps. 

Bridges and/or drainage structures will be sized sufficiently to minimize impacts on 

natural and beneficial floodplain values.  These values include, but are not limited to fish, 

wildlife, plants, open space, natural beauty, scientific study, outdoor recreation, 

agriculture, and aquiculture, and forestry, natural moderation of floods, water quality, 

maintenance, and groundwater recharge.   

The design measures to minimize floodplain impacts include: avoiding longitudinal 

encroachments, sufficient bridging and/or drainage structures to minimize adverse effects 

from backwater, sufficient bridging and/or drainage structures to minimize increases in 

water velocity, minimizing channel alterations, adequate and timely erosion control to 

minimize erosion and sedimentation, and utilizing standard specifications for controlling 

work in and around streams to minimize adverse water quality impacts.   

The final project design will be reviewed to confirm that the design is adequate and that 

the potential risk to life and property are minimized.  The project will not support 

incompatible use or development of the floodplain.  None of the floodplain crossings will 

constitute a significant floodplain encroachment or a significant risk to property or life.  
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Public/Private Water Supplies 

The project area is not within a public drinking water system’s Wellhead Protection Area.  

No impacts to public drinking water supplies are anticipated due to this project.  If any 

permanent impacts to private drinking water sources occur due to this project, the AHTD 

will take appropriate action to mitigate these impacts.  Impacts to private water sources 

due to the contractor neglect or misconduct are the responsibility of the contractor. 

Natural and Visual Environment 

The project is located within the Arkansas Valley Ecoregion.  The Arkansas Valley 

Ecoregion is primarily an alluvial valley formed by the Arkansas River lying between the 

Ozark Highland to the north and the Ouachita Mountains to the south.  The alluvial valley 

is largely underlain by interbedded Pennsylvanian sandstone, shale, and siltstone.  

Bedrock geology in the immediate project area is mapped by the Arkansas Geological 

Commission as part of the Atoka formation.  The Atoka formation is a sequence of 

marine, mostly tan to gray silty sandstones and grayish-black shales.  The project is 

within the White Oak gas field and gas wells dot the landscape. 

The landform consists of the Arkansas River valley plain and adjacent hills.  The 

immediate project area is relatively flat to rolling, varying by about 45 feet, but hills 

adjacent to the project slope up to about 200 feet higher than the valley plains.  

Elevations for Alternative 1 range from 520 feet above mean sea level (msl) to 

approximately 570 feet msl.  Elevations for Alternative 2 range from 580 feet msl to 620 

feet msl.  Puddin Ridge, on the north side of Alternative 2, slopes up to about 760 feet 

msl before leveling out. 

Water resources in the immediate project area include intermittent tributaries of Gar 

Creek.  Gar Creek is a tributary of the Arkansas River, which is just over a mile south of 

the project. 
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Soils in the project area are mapped by the USDA as the Pickwick-Ora association.  

These are deep, well-drained to moderately well drained, nearly level to gently sloping 

soils on terraces, with predominantly clay loam or silty clay loam subsoils. 

Natural vegetation in the project area consists of floodplain forest on the valley plains and 

oak-hickory forest on the nearby hills.  Common trees in oak-hickory forest includes post 

oak (Quercus stellata), blackjack oak (Q. marilandica), white oak (Q. alba), southern red 

oak (Q. falcata), mockernut hickory (Carya tomentosa), and black hickory (Carya 

texana).  A variety of trees now make up the floodplain forest type, including sweetgum 

(Liquidambar styraciflua), green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica), hackberry (Celtis 

occidentalis), persimmon (Diosyros virginiana), American elm (Ulmus americana), and 

eastern red cedar (Juniperus virginiana).  Non-native introduced species noted in the 

project area include sericea lespedeza (Lespedeza striata), Chinese privet (Ligustrum 

sinense), and Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera japonica).  Much of the floodplain forest 

has been cleared for pasture and development.  The principal pasture and hay grass in the 

area is the non-native tall fescue (Festuca arundinacea). 

No direct impacts to biodiversity are expected due to the intensive human impacts 

already inflicted on the local environment.  Minor indirect impacts may include invasion 

by potentially invasive species into new roadside right of way. 

The viewsheds of both proposed alternatives would be essentially alike, and include 

pasture, old fields, and woodland, except that Alternative 2 would provide clear views of 

Puddin Ridge (Figures 7-10).  There are no officially designated scenic features or 

visually sensitive resources in the immediate project area. 

Land Cover/Land Use 

The direct impact of the project on land use and the natural environment would be the 

conversion of hay pasture, abandoned pasture, a small amount of woodland, and utility 

right of way to new roadway.  Both alternatives largely follow existing utility corridors.   
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Figure 5. View to the south of abandoned pasture from Alternative 1. 

 
Figure 6. View to the east of utility corridor at the western terminus of 

Alternative 1. 
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Figure 7. View to the north of a maintained field and Puddin Ridge 

near the western terminus of Alternative 2. 

 
Figure 8. View to the northwest of a fescue hayfield and Puddin Ridge 

near the eastern terminus of Alternative 2. 
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Calculation of the expected land use impact acreage was accomplished by multiplying the 

total length of the alternative by the average right of way width (80 feet).  Results of the 

analyses are presented in Table 3.  Alternative 1 would impact approximately 10.1 acres.  

Of this acreage, approximately 5.1 acres of pasture, 1.5 acres of residential property, 

3.1 acres of utility easements and 0.4 acres of woodland would be impacted.  

Alternative 2 would impact approximately 12.3 acres and would convert about 8.0 acres 

of pasture, 0.4 acres of residential property, 1.7 acres of utility easement and 2.2 acres of 

woodland.   Secondary impacts to land use may be expected due to the potential for 

residential or commercial development on property adjacent to the new roadway. 

 

Table 3 
Land Cover/Land Use Comparisons 

 Residential 
Property  
(acres) 

Utility 
Easements 

(acres) 

Woodland 
(acres) 

Pasture 
(acres) 

Total  
(acres) 

No Action 0 0 0 0 0 

Alternative 1 1.5 3.1 0.4 5.1 10.1  

Alternative 2 0.4 1.7 2.2 8.0 12.3 
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COMMENTS AND COORDINATION 

The City of Ozark provided opportunity for early public input into the development of the 

proposed project at City Council meetings held in 2010.  The City of Ozark Mayor has 

indicated that the overall response by the public to the proposed project has been positive. 

In May 2011, during the initial planning for this project, the AHTD distributed a scoping 

letter to agencies, local officials, and other parties asking for their assistance in 

identifying any constraints or concerns associated with the proposed project.  A copy of 

this letter and a list of its recipients are attached in Appendix C.  There have been no 

responses to the scoping letter. 

The AHTD will notify the public of the availability of the EA, once it is approved by 

FHWA for public dissemination, and it will be available at the City of Ozark Mayor’s 

office for a 30-day comment period.  The AHTD will conduct a Location and Design 

Public Hearing to present information about the project and the proposed design. 
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COMMITMENTS 

The Arkansas State Highway and Transportation Department’s standard commitments 

associated with hazardous waste abatement, water quality impacts and relocation 

procedures have been made in association with this project.  These and additional 

commitments are as follows: 

• See relocation procedures located in Appendix B. 

• Bicycle facilities and pedestrian walkways, where appropriate, will be implemented 

in conjunction with new construction. 

• If hazardous materials, unknown illegal dumps or underground storage tanks are 

identified or accidentally uncovered by AHTD personnel or its contractors, the 

AHTD will determine the type, size, and extent of the contamination according to the 

AHTD’s response protocol.  The AHTD in cooperation with the ADEQ will 

determine the remediation and disposal methods to be employed for that particular 

type of contamination.  The proposed project will be in compliance with local, state, 

and Federal laws and regulations. 

• An asbestos survey will be conducted by a certified asbestos inspector on each 

building slated for acquisition and demolition.  If the survey detects the presence of 

any asbestos-containing materials, plans will be developed to accomplish the safe 

removal of these materials prior to demolition.  All asbestos abatement work will be 

conducted in conformance with ADEQ, EPA and OSHA asbestos abatement 

regulations. 

• Once a Preferred Alternative has been identified, an intensive cultural resources 

survey will be conducted.  If sites are identified, a full report documenting the results 

of the survey and stating the AHTD’s recommendations will be prepared and 

submitted to the SHPO for review.  If prehistoric sites are identified, consultation 

with the appropriate Native American Tribes will be initiated and the site or sites will 
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be evaluated to determine if Phase II testing is necessary.  Should any of the sites be 

found to be eligible or potentially eligible for nomination to the Nation Register of 

Historic Places and avoidance is not possible, then site specific data recovery plans 

will be prepared and approved.  Data recovery will be conducted at the earliest 

practicable time.  All borrow pits, waste areas and work roads will be surveyed for 

cultural resources when locations become available. 

• The AHTD will comply with all requirements of The Clean Water Act for the 

construction of this project, including Section 401; Water Quality Certification, 

Section 402; NPDES, and Section 404; Permit for Dredged or Fill Material. 

• Stream and wetland impacts will be minimized as much as possible during the design 

of the Preferred Alternative.  A Section 404 Permit will be obtained after a Preferred 

Alternative has been identified and appropriate design is completed. 

• Bridges and/or drainage structures will be sized sufficiently to minimize impacts on 

natural and beneficial floodplain values.  The design measures to minimize 

floodplain impacts include: avoiding longitudinal encroachments, sufficient bridging 

and/or drainage structures to minimize adverse effects from backwater, sufficient 

bridging and/or drainage structures to minimize increases in water velocity, 

minimizing channel alterations, adequate and timely erosion control to minimize 

erosion and sedimentation, and utilizing standard specifications for controlling work 

in and around streams to minimize adverse water quality impacts. 

• A Water Pollution Control Special Provision will be incorporated into the contract to 

minimize potential water quality impacts. 

• If any permanent impacts to private drinking water sources occur due to this project, 

the AHTD will take appropriate action to mitigate these impacts. 

• A wildflower seed mix will be included in the permanent seeding for the project. 
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RECOMMENDATION 

After consideration of the information presented in this EA, Alternative 1 has been 

identified as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

• Alternative 1 would provide a direct connection to Highways 23 and 96 with a safe 

intersection crossing for area school buses, motorists and park users.  Alternative 2’s 

intersection with Highway 23 is on a steeper gradient, has less sight distance to the 

south and does not intersect directly with Highway 96. 

• Alternative 1 is estimated to have a project cost of $600,000 less than Alternative 2. 

The environmental analysis of the proposed project did not identify any significant 

impacts to the natural and social environment.  Table 4 is a comparison of the alternative 

impacts. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

 
No adverse impacts to geology, groundwater, floodplains, wetlands, threatened and 

endangered species, cultural resources, hazardous materials, or socioeconomic resources 

are anticipated with the Preferred Alternative.  Positive impacts to transportation, safety, 

and socioeconomic resources are expected.  During the construction period, short-term 

impacts to surface waters, transportation, air quality, noise, and safety are possible. 

The preliminary findings of the Environmental Assessment indicate that the proposed 

project will not result in any significant environmental impacts to the human or natural 

environment.  Therefore, it is anticipated that the proposed action will meet the 

requirements for approval of a Finding of No Significant Impact by FHWA, and the 

preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement will not be required. 
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