Environmental Assessment Template

The Nebraska Department of Transportation (NDOT) developed this Environmental Assessment Template for the preparation of environmental assessments (EA) addressing the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). NDOT will update the EA template as processes and procedures are refined.
The EA template and accompanying Environmental Assessment Guidance (Guidance) provide a consistent document format and organization for required content in an EA. The template is a starter document for creating an EA and provides both standard language that should be used for all projects and example text that can be modified to fit your project. The Guidance provides direction on how to complete each chapter/section. 
Instructions
This template is formatted per NDOT’s brand standards and should not be altered. Use the styles provided, and do not alter them or create new styles. Copy and paste from other documents using the Keep Text Only function to keep the template styles from being modified.
In this template, standard language is provided in plain black text for resources where applicable. Use this standard language when provided, and add project-specific information to replace the [gray bracketed text]. Standard language should be used for all projects except in special circumstances.
In this template, example language is provided in blue italicized text. Revise or delete the example language when drafting your EA.
This template includes a few comments (inserted using Microsoft Word’s comment feature on the Review tab in the ribbon) with notes to the preparer. When developing the EA, use comments for information on references to be cited, action items and/or information needed for a resource, notes to the quality control reviewer, etc. 
The EA template is designed to cover a majority of NDOT projects, but it is imperative that the author confirm that the information is applicable to the subject project.
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[bookmark: _Toc157601984][bookmark: _Toc212815300]Abbreviations	Comment by NDOT: The following are standard abbreviations often used in EAs. Update this list as needed.
APE	area of potential effects
BMP	best management practice
CFR	Code of Federal Regulations
CIA	community impact assessment
CWA	Clean Water Act of 1972
DWEE	Nebraska Department of Water, Energy, and Environment 
EA	environmental assessment
EDR	Environmental Data Resources
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HPM	Highway Project Manager
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Project	[insert project name]
RCRA	Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976
RCUT	restricted crossing U-turn intersection
ROW	right-of-way
S-	State Spur
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Uniform Act	Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970
US-	US Highway
USACE	US Army Corps of Engineers
USC	United States Code
USFWS	US Fish and Wildlife Service
USGS	US Geological Survey
VMT	vehicle miles traveled
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[bookmark: _Toc175302693][bookmark: _Toc212815301]Project Purpose and Need
[bookmark: _Toc175302694][bookmark: _Toc212815302]Introduction
The Nebraska Department of Transportation (NDOT)[and sponsor] [is/are] proposing to [insert brief project description] in [insert city or county(ies)], Nebraska, referred to as the [insert project name] project (the Project), shown in Figure 1‑1. [Insert additional project description if needed.] The [insert project type, such as expressway] would be developed as a federal-aid project.	Comment by NDOT: Include local sponsor for LPA projects.
As a federal undertaking, the proposed action, or Project, must satisfy the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA)[footnoteRef:2] (42 United States Code [USC] 4321 et seq.). To comply with NEPA, this environmental assessment (EA) was prepared and is consistent with requirements implemented by the following regulations and guidelines: [2:  	NEPA (42 United States Code [USC] 4321–4347) is the foundation of environmental policy making in the United States. The NEPA process includes an environmental review early in the planning for proposed actions. The process is intended to help public officials make decisions based on an understanding of environmental consequences and take actions that protect, restore, and enhance the environment.] 

23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 771
23 CFR 772
23 CFR 774
23 USC 139 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Technical Advisory T-6640.8a
The purpose of this EA is to identify and evaluate the potential adverse and beneficial effects, or impacts, that the Project would have on the environment and to provide an opportunity for public and resource agency input in the decision-making process. 
If, based on the EA, NDOT determines that no significant impacts have been identified or that significant impacts can be minimized or mitigated, NDOT would prepare a Finding of No Significant Impact. If significant environmental impacts are identified and cannot be minimized or mitigated, NEPA requires the preparation of a more detailed Environmental Impact Statement. 
This chapter discusses the purpose of and need for the Project and identifies the Project location and study area. Subsequent chapters address the alternatives considered (Chapter 2); the affected environment and potential environmental consequences (Chapter 3); and agency coordination and public involvement efforts (Chapter 4). Appendix A includes a list of resource reports for the Project and identifies whether each report is provided as an appendix to the EA or is included in NDOT’s Project file.
[bookmark: _Ref157604615][bookmark: _Toc175304735][bookmark: _Toc212815339]Figure 1‑1. Project Location
[insert figure below the figure title]
[bookmark: _Toc175302695][bookmark: _Toc212815303]Project Location and History
[bookmark: _Toc175302696]Project Location and Setting
The Project is located along the US-275 corridor between N-57, where the existing divided, rural, four-lane expressway ends, and Wisner, where it would tie into the existing US-275 undivided, urban, four-lane roadway, in Stanton and Cuming Counties, Nebraska. The Project limits, or logical termini, for the Project are based on connecting the existing four-lane segment of US-275 at the N-57 intersection to the four-lane segment of US-275 in Wisner. Expanding this segment to four lanes would connect two existing four-lane segments of US-275 while also connecting two communities (Norfolk and Wisner) and three state highways (N-57, N-15, and N-51) to the expressway system. Because the Project would be between two existing four-lane segments, it would be independent from other segments of US-275 not yet completed.
[bookmark: _Toc175302697]Project History (if applicable)

[bookmark: _Toc175302698][bookmark: _Toc212815304]Project Purpose and Need
The primary purposes of the Project are as follows:
[Insert purpose 1]
[Insert purpose 2]
These purposes will be used to evaluate the range of alternatives under NEPA.
[bookmark: _Toc175302699]The needs for the Project are as follows:
[Insert need 1]
[Insert need 2]
Details on the Project purpose and need are provided in Appendix B.
For example: 
The primary purposes of the Project are as follows:
· to provide a modern and safe stream crossing
· to improve the reliability of the transportation asset
· to perpetuate the mobility of the traveling public
These purposes will be used to evaluate the range of alternatives under NEPA.
The needs for the Project are as follows:
· deteriorating condition of the existing bridge
· increased maintenance costs of the existing bridge
· reduced load capacity and frequent closures for repairs
[bookmark: _Toc204168367][bookmark: _Toc204168369][bookmark: _Toc204168379][bookmark: _Toc161064824][bookmark: _Toc161120543][bookmark: _Toc161064825][bookmark: _Toc161120544][bookmark: _Toc161064826][bookmark: _Toc161120545][bookmark: _Toc161064827][bookmark: _Toc161120546][bookmark: _Toc161064828][bookmark: _Toc161120547][bookmark: _Toc161064829][bookmark: _Toc161120548][bookmark: _Toc161064830][bookmark: _Toc161120549][bookmark: _Toc161064831][bookmark: _Toc161120550][bookmark: _Toc161064832][bookmark: _Toc161120551][bookmark: _Toc161064833][bookmark: _Toc161120552][bookmark: _Toc161064834][bookmark: _Toc161120553][bookmark: _Toc161064835][bookmark: _Toc161120554][bookmark: _Toc161064836][bookmark: _Toc161120555][bookmark: _Toc175302704][bookmark: _Toc212815305]Project Study Area
The general study area for the proposed Project (Project Study Area), shown in Figure 1‑2, is large enough to identify and address environmental concerns while not restricting the alternatives to be considered. The Project Study Area generally extends [insert the width and length of study area and/or other relevant description of its boundaries].
Resource-specific study areas differing from the Project Study Area are defined, as needed, in their respective sections in Chapter 3, Affected Environment and Environmental Impacts. The Project Study Area is typical of [insert the typical land use and other features that occur in the study area, such as “rural irrigated agricultural land use and includes the Elkhorn River floodplain, rural residences and farmsteads, and a small portion of Wisner at the east end of the Project”].
[bookmark: _Ref212805218][bookmark: _Toc212815340]Figure 1‑2. Project Study Area
[insert figure below the figure title]
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[bookmark: _Toc175303910][bookmark: _Toc212815306]Alternatives Analysis
This chapter discusses the alternatives that were considered but eliminated as well as the No-Build Alternative and the Preferred Alternative, which were carried forward for detailed analysis in this EA.	Comment by NDOT: Modify this text if more than one build alternative is evaluated in detail in the EA.
[bookmark: _Toc204168382][bookmark: _Toc204168383][bookmark: _Toc204168384][bookmark: _Toc204168385][bookmark: _Toc204168386][bookmark: _Toc204168387][bookmark: _Toc204168388][bookmark: _Toc204168389][bookmark: _Toc204168391][bookmark: _Toc204168392][bookmark: _Toc204168393][bookmark: _Toc204168394][bookmark: _Toc204168395][bookmark: _Toc204168396][bookmark: _Toc204168397][bookmark: _Toc204168398][bookmark: _Toc204168399][bookmark: _Toc204168400][bookmark: _Toc204168401][bookmark: _Toc204168402][bookmark: _Toc204168403][bookmark: _Toc175303928][bookmark: _Toc212815307]Alternatives Considered but Eliminated
NDOT considered the following alternatives for the Project:
[Insert alternative 1 and provide a brief description of the alternative and why it was not carried forward.]
[Insert alternative 2 and provide a brief description of the alternative and why it was not carried forward.]
These alternatives were eliminated from further consideration as discussed in the Alternatives Analysis document in Appendix C.
[bookmark: _Toc175303929][bookmark: _Toc212815308]No-Build Alternative
Under the No-Build Alternative, [insert brief project description, noting that it would not occur]. Normal maintenance and minor rehabilitation activities would occur [insert location, such as “along this segment of US-81”] to support continued operation of the existing [insert transportation type, such as “transportation corridor”]. The No-Build Alternative would also include ongoing minor construction projects and maintenance activities for transportation facilities throughout [insert county(ies)]. The No‑Build Alternative does not meet the Project purpose and need; however, it will be carried forward for further analysis under NEPA to serve as a baseline for comparison of impacts of the build alternative(s) carried forward for additional analysis.
[bookmark: _Toc175303930][bookmark: _Toc212815309]Preferred Alternative
For this proposed Project, the preferred alternative is based on a balanced consideration of the need for safe and efficient transportation; the reasonably foreseeable social, economic, and environmental impacts of the proposed Project; and national, state, and local environmental protection goals (23 CFR 771.105(c)). The Build Alternative, hereafter referred to as the Preferred Alternative, was carried forward for further analysis because it meets the Project purpose and need and also balances the broader goals of infrastructure improvement while minimizing environmental and community impacts and cost. 
[bookmark: _Toc212815341]Figure 2‑1. Preferred Alternative
[insert figure below the figure title]


[bookmark: _Toc175305052][bookmark: _Toc212815310]Affected Environment and Environmental Impacts
This chapter identifies environmental resources that would be affected by the proposed Project and the anticipated direct and indirect impacts on those resources. As described in further detail in this chapter, the study area for the environmental analysis depends on the resource. The study area for each resource is large enough to identify and address potential impacts. Unless otherwise noted, resource study areas are the same as the Project Study Area. Environmental analysis should focus on significant issues, and impacts should be discussed in proportion to their significance.
To describe the analysis of how the proposed Project affects environmental resources, this chapter considers two groups of resources:
· Environmental resources not in the study area. Section 3.1 identifies environmental resources that are typically studied as part of NEPA but are not within the Project Study Area.
· Environmental resources requiring detailed analysis. Sections 3.2 through 3.[X] review environmental resources that required detailed technical studies or analysis to determine the context and intensity of potential impacts.
The Project Study Area is defined in Chapter 1 and shown in Figure 1‑2 and Figure 3‑1, Affected Environment, shows the resources requiring detailed analysis. Figure 3‑1 also shows the Project Study Area and the preliminary impact area of the Preferred Alternative (Preliminary Impact Area). The Preliminary Impact Area is the area where construction activities are anticipated to occur. It was developed based on preliminary limits of construction, other areas of disturbance (including improvements on detour routes or resource mitigation areas), and professional judgment. The final limits of construction would be determined during the final design process and are generally expected to be wholly contained within the Preliminary Impact Area.
Environmental commitments and mitigation are described by resource in this chapter.
[bookmark: _Ref212805271][bookmark: _Toc212815342]Figure 3‑1. Affected Environment
[insert figure below the figure title]
[bookmark: _Toc175305053][bookmark: _Toc212815311]Environmental Resources Not in the Project Study Area
For this proposed Project, [insert number] resources do not require discussion in the EA because they do not occur within the Project Study Area. These resources are discussed in Table 3‑1.
[bookmark: _Ref191293355][bookmark: _Toc212816703]Table 3‑1. Environmental Resources Not in the Project Study Area
	Resource
	Explanation

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



[bookmark: _Toc175305057][bookmark: _Toc212815312]Environmental Resources Requiring Detailed Analysis
For this proposed Project, the following resources require detailed discussion in the EA because they occur within the Project Study Area and may have impacts resulting from the Preferred Alternative.
[bookmark: _Toc175305058][bookmark: _Toc212815313]Land Use
Transportation projects should strive to be consistent with the intent of local and regional land use plans while meeting the current and future needs of the travelling public. The evaluation of land use considers the Project’s potential to cause changes in land use, including temporary changes, and the Project’s consistency with local or regional land use plans and transportation plans. 
[bookmark: _Toc175305059]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Toc175305060]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on land use because no land would be converted to a transportation use.
[bookmark: _Toc175305061]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc195717375][bookmark: _Toc195717376][bookmark: _Toc195717377][bookmark: _Toc175305062]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
The design of the Project was based on engineering standards and best practices and impact minimization for all resources while minimizing the use of additional land. The Preferred Alternative is consistent with land use plans in the Project Study Area. No mitigation with respect to land use would be required or is proposed for the Project.
[bookmark: _Toc175305063][bookmark: _Toc212815314]Farmland
The Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981 (7 USC 4201; 7 CFR 658) was enacted to minimize unnecessary conversion of farmland to other uses as a result of federally funded projects. In addition, the Farmland Protection Policy Act states that federal programs should be compatible with state and local policies or programs that protect farmland. The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) oversees Farmland Protection Policy Act compliance.
Prime farmland is considered to be of national importance and is defined as land with the best characteristics for producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops, and is available for these uses. Unique farmland is land other than prime farmland that is used for the production of specific high-value crops. Farmland of statewide or local importance is land, in addition to prime and unique farmland, that is of statewide or local importance for the production of food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops (7 CFR 657.5).
[bookmark: _Toc175305064]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Toc195717381][bookmark: _Toc175305065]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on farmland because no land would be converted to a transportation use.
[bookmark: _Toc175305066]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305067]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
NDOT would compensate the landowners and/or current leaseholders for impacts on the center pivot irrigation systems. Compensation would include, but not be limited to, relocating the center pivot system, modifying the center pivot equipment, and/or relocating the well supplying the center pivot system. NDOT would coordinate with the landowner during the ROW process. (NDOT)
Structure and property impact mitigation is discussed further in Section 3.X.4. No other mitigation with respect to farmland would be required or is proposed.
[bookmark: _Toc175305068][bookmark: _Toc212815315]Right-of-Way and Relocations
Right-of-way (ROW) is a general term denoting land or property acquired for, or devoted to, a public use. If ROW on which to build or maintain a public project is not already owned by NDOT, it would need to be acquired. Acquisition of property for ROW may require relocations of residences or businesses, or both. Any property acquisition would be conducted by payment of fair market value for the property rights, and NDOT would conduct an acquisition program in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (Uniform Act), as amended (42 USC 4601 et seq.), Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 USC 2000d), and the Nebraska Relocation Assistance Act of 1989 (Nebraska Revised Statutes Section 76-1214 et seq.).
[bookmark: _Toc175305069]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Toc175305070]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on ROW and relocations.
[bookmark: _Toc175305071]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305072]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
ROW acquisitions, types, and amounts are based on conceptual design. Impacts on ROW and properties would be further refined and minimized to the extent possible during the design process. (NDOT)
Access to adjacent properties would be maintained throughout construction. Access restrictions would be coordinated with the property owner prior to the restriction. (NDOT, Contractor)
Property rights acquisition would be conducted by paying fair market value for the property rights and damages that may occur. ROW acquisition would be conducted in conformance with the Uniform Act (42 USC 4601 et seq.), Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Nebraska Relocation Assistance Act (Nebraska Revised Statutes Section 76-1214 et seq.). (NDOT)
[bookmark: _Toc175305073][bookmark: _Toc212815316]Community Impact Assessment
Transportation provides mobility and access to the daily activities of a community. A community impact assessment (CIA) considers changes to or impacts on population (including demographic analysis consistent with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 [race, color, national origin, and limited English proficiency]), housing, income and employment, the tax base, and community resources and cohesion, such as accessibility to neighborhoods or communities, schools, emergency services, and community facilities. Figure 3‑2 shows the census geographies used for the analysis.
[bookmark: _Ref212805595][bookmark: _Toc212815343]Figure 3‑2. Project Census Tracts and Block Groups
[insert figure below the figure title]
[bookmark: _Toc175305074]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Toc212815344]Figure 3‑3. Community Impact Assessment Resources
[insert figure below the figure title]
Population

Housing

Income and Employment

Tax Base

Community Resources and Cohesion

[bookmark: _Toc175305075]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305076]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative
The Preferred Alternative would have both beneficial and adverse short-term and long-term impacts as discussed below. 
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[bookmark: _Toc175305077]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
As design progresses, impacts on adjacent properties in [insert location] would be minimized or eliminated to the extent practicable. Short-term adverse effects on the community resulting from construction (e.g., traffic, noise, dust) would be addressed or minimized through NDOT's Standard Specifications for Highway Construction. No project-specific mitigation with respect to the community would be required or is proposed for the Project.
[bookmark: _Toc195717395][bookmark: _Toc195717396][bookmark: _Toc175305079][bookmark: _Toc212815317]Transportation
A transportation network consists of all modes of transportation for goods and people including roadway, transit, rail, aviation, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Facility characteristics as well as access to and circulation via these facilities are considered in evaluating impacts.
[bookmark: _Toc175305080]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Toc175305081]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc195717400][bookmark: _Toc175305082]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305083]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
For county roadway realignments, county roads adjacent to the closed roadway would not be closed at the same time and would remain open to traffic. (NDOT, Contractor)
Access to properties may be limited at times throughout construction but would remain open. The Contractor would coordinate with property owners to maintain access to fields and residences. (Contractor)
NDOT Roadway Design Division would coordinate with NDOT Aeronautics Division during the Plan-In-Hand to determine impacts on the [insert airport location]. (NDOT Roadway)
NDOT Roadway Design Division would coordinate with [insert agency] during the design process to determine impacts on the [insert agency] rail line. (NDOT Roadway)
[bookmark: _Toc195717403][bookmark: _Toc195717404][bookmark: _Toc175305084][bookmark: _Toc212815318]Recreation Facilities
Recreation facilities include, but are not limited to, parks, recreation areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges and management areas, conservation areas, hunting preserves, fairgrounds, schools, golf courses, and trails. They may be publicly or privately owned but are open to the public and can be used for recreational activities. They may or may not be subject to Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966 and Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) Act of 1965. Existing recreation facilities were identified in the study area, defined below, and comprehensive plans were reviewed to identify future facilities. The Preferred Alternative was analyzed for potential impacts on existing and planned facilities in the Project Study Area.
[bookmark: _Toc175305085]Affected Environment
[bookmark: _Toc175305086]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on existing recreation facilities.
[bookmark: _Toc175305087]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305088]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
The work occurring adjacent to [insert location] may be minimized further during the design process. (NDOT Roadway)
Access to [insert location] would be maintained via [insert text] at all times. (Contractor)
The Contractor would not complete work or stage, stockpile, or store materials outside of the boundaries of the acquired temporary easements at [insert location]. If it is determined that additional temporary easement is required outside of the designated boundaries or if access is restricted to the property, coordination would occur with NDOT Environmental. (Contractor)
The contractor shall not complete work, stage, stockpile or store materials within the boundary of the following recreational properties: [insert names]. If it is determined that a temporary easement is required from or access is restricted to a recreational property, coordination shall occur with NDOT Environmental. (Contractor)
The following properties shall be marked on the Project plans as sensitive areas: [insert names]. (NDOT Design)
[bookmark: _Toc175305089][bookmark: _Toc212815319]Historic Properties
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR 800, require projects using federal land, funds, or permitting to consider any effects a proposed action may have on historic properties. A historic property is a property listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Historic property types include prehistoric or historic districts, archeological sites, buildings, structures, or objects. A historic property is eligible for the NRHP if the property is 50 years old or older and possesses significance in one or more of these criteria:
Criterion A: Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad pattern of history.
Criterion B: Is associated with the lives of persons significant in the past.
Criterion C: Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.
Criterion D: Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in history or prehistory.
A historic property must also retain sufficient integrity to convey its NRHP significance. For the NRHP, there are seven aspects of integrity: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
[bookmark: _Toc170125919][bookmark: _Toc170126222][bookmark: _Toc175305090]Affected Environment
The historic properties study area is known as the area of potential effects (APE). The APE for Section 106 purposes is defined at 36 CFR 800.16(d) as “the geographic area or areas within which [a project] may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist.” A narrative describing the APE and maps showing the APE are included in Appendix [X].
An evaluation of the potential for archeological resources within the APE was completed in [insert year(s)] by the Nebraska Highway Archeology Program. An evaluation of the potential for architectural and structural resources within the APE was completed in [insert year(s)] by [insert agency or consultant]. [Insert number] archeological historic properties were identified within the APE, and [insert number] architectural historic properties were identified within the APE (see Figure 3‑1):



[Insert text on coordination with the Nebraska State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and consulting parties as applicable.]
[bookmark: _Ref168277216][bookmark: _Toc175305163][bookmark: _Toc212816704]Table 3‑2. Consulting Parties
	
	Consulting Parties

	Local Organizations
	

	Municipalities
	

	Counties
	

	Tribes
	

	Private Property Owners
	



Supporting documentation associated with Project-specific consultation under Section 106 with SHPO and the parties identified in Table 3‑2 can be found in Appendix [X].
[bookmark: _Toc175305091]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project, or use of temporary detours, with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on historic properties.
[bookmark: _Toc175305092]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305093]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

[bookmark: _Toc170125924][bookmark: _Toc170126227][bookmark: _Toc175305094][bookmark: _Toc212815320]Visual
Visual resources include character-defining elements of an area that can consist of natural features (such as water features, vegetation, and natural outcrops), cultural features (such as architecture and skylines), and transportation elements (such as roadways, bridges, noise barriers, stormwater facilities, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities). Visual resources evoke strong emotions from human viewers, provide a sense of community for residents of an area, and may promote tourism. This analysis identifies the Project’s potential effects on visually sensitive resources and locations based on changed views to or from the resources and the perceptions of viewers.
[bookmark: _Toc175305095]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Toc175305096]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on the existing visual environment.
[bookmark: _Toc175305097]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305098]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

[bookmark: _Toc175305099][bookmark: _Toc212815321]Section 4(f) and Section 6(f)
Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (23 USC 138 and 49 USC 303) provides special protection for publicly owned parks and recreational lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and significant public or private historic properties. An impact, either direct or indirect, on one of these resources is considered a “use.” A “use” of a Section 4(f) resource, as defined in 23 CFR 774.17, occurs: (1) when land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility, (2) when there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute’s preservationist purpose, or (3) when there is a “constructive” (that is, indirect) use of land.
Section 6(f) of the LWCF Act of 1965 (54 USC 200301–2000310) protects outdoor recreation resources created with LWCF assistance, restricting the conversion of recreational land to non-recreational land. 
[bookmark: _Toc204168451][bookmark: _Toc175305100]Affected Environment
[Insert number] resources were evaluated as part of the Section 4(f) review. As discussed in Section 3.[7].1. recreational resources eligible for Section 4(f) protection include [insert names of resources] (see Figure 3‑1). As discussed in Section 3.[8].1, historic properties eligible for Section 4(f) protection include [insert names of resources] because they are eligible for listing on the NRHP.
The Nebraska Game and Parks Commission (NGPC) reviewed the Project for LWCF Act encumbered lands on [insert date]. The review found that [insert number] properties are eligible for protection under Section 6(f) within the Project Study Area: [insert names of resources, including LWCF number in parentheses]. Coordination with NGPC can be found in Appendix [X]. Additional descriptions of these properties can be found in Section 3.[7].1.
The NDOT Section 4(f) Properties Identification documentation, which describes the potential Section 4(f) resources in the area and how they were identified and evaluated, is included in the Project file.
[bookmark: _Toc195717422][bookmark: _Toc175305101]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
[bookmark: _Toc195717424]There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on Section 4(f) or Section 6(f) properties.
[bookmark: _Toc175305102]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative
As discussed in Sections 3.[7] and 3.[8], the Preferred Alternative would impact [insert names of resources].
As discussed in Section 3.[7].3, ….
As discussed in Section 3.[8].3, ….
[bookmark: _Toc175305103]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
[bookmark: _Toc204168456][bookmark: _Toc204168457][bookmark: _Toc204168458][bookmark: _Toc204168459][bookmark: _Toc204168460][bookmark: _Toc204168461][bookmark: _Toc195717430][bookmark: _Toc204168462][bookmark: _Toc204168463][bookmark: _Toc204168464][bookmark: _Toc204168465][bookmark: _Toc204168466][bookmark: _Toc175305109]
[bookmark: _Toc212815322]Utilities
Utilities include electric power lines and telecommunication lines (overhead and underground), and water, sanitary sewer, storm sewer, and oil and natural gas pipelines (underground). Roadway and bridge construction projects frequently require the revision and relocation of utilities, and NDOT is responsible for providing liaison with publicly and privately owned utility companies. Utilities are typically disturbed during construction activities such as grading, paving, and pier placement. 
[bookmark: _Toc175305110]Affected Environment
The utilities listed in Table 3‑3 are located within the Project Study Area.
There are [insert number] major utility facilities in the Project Study Area. [Insert description of these utilities].
[bookmark: _Ref168277331][bookmark: _Toc175305164][bookmark: _Toc212816705]Table 3‑3. Utilities in the Utilities Study Area
	Utility Type
	Facilities in the Utilities Study Area
	Utility Companies/Providers

	Power
	
	

	Telecommunication
	
	

	Water 
	
	

	Sanitary Sewer
	
	

	Storm Sewer
	
	

	Gas
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc175305111]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on existing utilities.
[bookmark: _Toc175305112]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative
Utilities would need to be relocated for the Preferred Alternative. Most utilities in the Project Study Area are minor service lines, several of which would require relocation. Additionally, a gas line from the NuStar Osceola Terminal gas facility and transmission lines from NPPD’s substation may require relocation. The NuStar Osceola Terminal gas facility and the NPPD substations would remain in place. At this time, impacts on utilities are anticipated to be minor to moderate. Coordination with affected utilities would occur throughout Project development to determine the extent and location of impacted utilities.
Utilities would be relocated in accordance with NDOT’s utility relocation policy. Federal funding [would/would not] be used for utility relocations Impacted utility companies would be responsible for relocating their own facilities within the [Project sponsor’s] ROW at their own cost. All required utility adjustments would be coordinated through NDOT and the Contractor in accordance with NDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highway Construction during the appropriate phase of construction. Additional environmental impacts are not anticipated. The utility owner is responsible for obtaining any environmental permits and approvals required for utility relocation.
[bookmark: _Toc175305113]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
Impacts on utilities are not avoidable because several utilities are located near or within the existing ROW. The Contractor should follow the guidelines of NDOT’s Utility Accommodation Policy (NDOT 2024b). It is NDOT’s responsibility to notify utility companies of the need for relocation during the design process. The NDOT Utility Section would coordinate utility agreements with the utility companies prior to construction. It is the Contractor’s responsibility to notify utility companies of relocation needs during the construction phase of the Project for utilities that were not relocated before construction. (NDOT, Utility Provider(s))
If utility relocation or replacement is required in a later phase of the Project, a re-evaluation would be required if (1) federal funds will be used for the utility work, or (2) the Project construction contractor will be responsible for the work.
If this utility work is identified during the design process, NDOT would initiate the re-evaluation prior to Project letting. If the work is identified during construction, NDOT would initiate the re-evaluation prior to commencing utility work. (NDOT Environmental, NDOT District). If either one of the above two conditions does not apply, later relocation or replacement of utilities would be coordinated through NDOT and the Contractor per NDOT's Standard Specifications for Highway Construction, Subsection 105.06. Any environmental permits required for these utility relocations or replacements would be the responsibility of the Utility. (NDOT District, Utility Provider(s))
[bookmark: _Toc175305114][bookmark: _Toc212815323]Air Quality
The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (42 USC 7401 et seq.) regulate toxic air emissions in the United States, including Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) and six criteria pollutants: particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, ground-level ozone, carbon monoxide, and lead. FHWA has developed a tiered approach with the following three categories for analyzing MSATs in NEPA documents, depending on specific project circumstances:
No analysis for projects with no potential for meaningful MSAT effects
Qualitative analysis for projects with low potential MSAT effects
Qualitative analysis to differentiate alternatives for projects with higher potential MSAT effects
NDOT and the Nebraska Department of Water, Energy, and Environment (DWEE) entered into a Memorandum of Understanding in 2021 where NDOT adheres to the MSAT guidance and DWEE monitors National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS; NDOT and DWEE 2021). Under the Memorandum of Understanding, NDOT and DWEE commit to future exchanges of information regarding nonattainment determinations, future highway projects, potential environmental issues, and other issues of common interest.
[bookmark: _Toc204168473][bookmark: _Toc204168474][bookmark: _Toc204168475][bookmark: _Toc204168476][bookmark: _Toc204168477][bookmark: _Toc204168478][bookmark: _Toc195717439][bookmark: _Toc195717440][bookmark: _Toc175305115]Affected Environment
The US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) publishes a list of the annual nonattainment and maintenance status for each county by state under the NAAQS. All counties within Nebraska are currently listed as being in attainment of unclassifiable for all NAAQS; therefore, transportation conformity air quality analysis, as defined by 40 CFR 93(a), and project-level Congestion Management Process analysis requirements do not apply.
[bookmark: _Toc175305116]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
[bookmark: _Toc195717443]There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on air quality.
[bookmark: _Toc175305117]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305118]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
Short-term adverse effects on air quality resulting from construction would be addressed or minimized through NDOT's Standard Specifications for Highway Construction. Because all Nebraska counties are currently in attainment or unclassifiable for all NAAQS, and the Preferred Alternative would result in no appreciable difference in overall MSAT emissions, no Project-specific mitigation is proposed.
[bookmark: _Toc175305119][bookmark: _Toc212815324]Noise [and Vibration]
Noise is generally considered to be unwanted or excessive sound above background conditions. Automobile noise primarily comprises sounds from engine exhaust, drive train, and tire/roadway interaction. This EA is supported by an analysis of noise that is presented in the Traffic Noise Technical Memorandum found in Appendix [X], which has been prepared in accordance with FHWA and NDOT policies and guidance.
A noise impact occurs when the predicted traffic noise levels for a project approach[footnoteRef:3] or exceed noise abatement criteria for the land use activity categories shown in Table 3‑4. Construction noise is not subject to the abatement criteria in Table 3-4; however, the NDOT standard specification includes required noise minimization measures for construction equipment.  [3:  	Approach is defined as noise levels within 1 A-weighted decibel (dBA) of the Noise Abatement Criteria for the activity category.] 

[bookmark: _Ref168277563][bookmark: _Toc175305165][bookmark: _Toc212816706]Table 3‑4. Noise Abatement Criteria per Land Use Activity Category
	Activity Category
	Activity1
Leq(h)
	Activity Description

	A
	57 (exterior)
	Lands on which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary significance and serve an important public need.

	B2
	67 (exterior)
	Exterior residential (single-family and multi-family dwellings)

	C2
	67 (exterior)
	Exterior non-residential lands (schools, parks, cemeteries, etc.)

	D
	52 (interior)
	Interiors of Category C facilities

	E2
	72 (exterior)
	Exterior developed land less sensitive to highway noise

	F
	---
	Land uses not sensitive to highway traffic noise (agriculture)

	G
	---
	Undeveloped lands


Leq(h) = 1-hour equivalent sound level
1 	The Leq(h) Activity Criteria values are for impact determination only and are not design standards for noise abatement.
2 	Includes undeveloped lands permitted for this activity category.
[bookmark: _Toc175305120]Affected Environment
[bookmark: _Toc195717448]Noise levels were measured at [insert number] locations in the Project Study Area and used to develop and verify computer models. Computer modeling was performed to calculate traffic noise levels at [insert number] Category [insert letter] receptors and [insert number] Category [insert letter] receptors. No Category [insert letters] receptors were identified in the Project Study Area. Modeling identified [insert number] Category B receptors with existing ([insert year]) noise levels that exceed the noise abatement criteria as shown in Table 3‑5. None of the Category C receptors had noise levels exceeding the noise abatement criteria.
[bookmark: _Ref168277602][bookmark: _Toc175305166][bookmark: _Toc212816707][bookmark: _Toc195717449]Table 3‑5. Summary of Existing (2022) Noise Modeling Results
	[bookmark: _Toc195717450]Receptor
	[bookmark: _Toc195717451]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc195717452]Category B/C NAC Approach Level (dBA)
	[bookmark: _Toc195717453]Existing Leq(h) (dBA)
	[bookmark: _Toc195717454]Impact
	[bookmark: _Toc195717455]Approx. Distance to Existing Paving (ft)
	[bookmark: _Toc195717456]Category

	[bookmark: _Toc195717458]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717459]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717460]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717461]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717462]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717463]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717464]

	[bookmark: _Toc195717466]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717467]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717468]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717469]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717470]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717471]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717472]

	[bookmark: _Toc195717474]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717475]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717476]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717477]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717478]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717479]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717480]

	[bookmark: _Toc195717482]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717483]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717484]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717485]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717486]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717487]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717488]

	[bookmark: _Toc195717490]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717491]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717492]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717493]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717494]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717495]
	[bookmark: _Toc195717496]


[bookmark: _Toc195717498]dBA = A-weighted decibel; Leq(h) = 1-hour equivalent sound level; NAC = noise abatement criteria
[bookmark: _Toc175305121]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
[bookmark: _Toc195717500]There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on existing noise. 
[bookmark: _Toc175305122]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative
Modeled noise levels of receptors impacted by the Preferred Alternative are presented in Table 3‑6. Additional information on noise levels, including non-impacted receptors within the Project Study Area, is presented in Appendix [X]. The noise analysis completed for the Preferred Alternative determined [insert discussion].
[bookmark: _Ref168277641][bookmark: _Toc175305167][bookmark: _Toc212816708]Table 3‑6. Receptors Impacted by the Preferred Alternative
	Receptor Number1
	Activity Category
	NAC2
	Predicted Noise Level Existing ([insert year])
	Predicted Noise Level No-Build ([insert year])
	Predicted Noise Level Build 
([insert year])
	Difference Existing vs Build (dBA)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


dBA = A-weighted decibel; NAC = noise abatement criteria
1 	The locations of the noise sensitive receptors modeled are found in Appendix [X]. 
2 	Category B NAC is 66 dBA.
Temporary impacts due to noise during construction would occur from construction equipment. These impacts would be temporary, [and work would be completed during the daytime hours].
[bookmark: _Toc195717502][bookmark: _Toc175305123]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
Exhaust and muffler systems on construction equipment would be in good working order. Construction equipment would be maintained on a regular basis, and equipment may be subject to inspection by the construction project manager to ensure maintenance. (Contractor, NDOT Project Manager)
The Contractor would locate noise-emitting stationary equipment (for example, compressors, generators) to avoid unnecessary impacts on residents and businesses. (Contractor, NDOT Project Manager)
Noise impacts are based on conceptual design. Additional design refinement and coordination with affected property owners regarding noise abatement would occur during the design process per NDOT’s Noise Analysis and Abatement Policy. (NDOT Environmental)
[bookmark: _Toc175305124][bookmark: _Toc212815325]Hazardous Materials
Hazardous materials are defined as substances that—because of their quantity, concentration, or physical, chemical, or infectious characteristics—may present a threat to public health or the environment. Hazardous materials are regulated by EPA and other federal and state agencies under the Toxic Substances Control Act of 1976 (15 USC 2601 et seq.); the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 USC 9601 et seq.); the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA; 42 USC 6901 et seq.); the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986; and the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act of 1986 (40 CFR 355). Nebraska Administrative Code Title 128, Nebraska Hazardous Waste Regulations, regulates hazardous wastes in the state.
[bookmark: _Toc175305125]Affected Environment
A Hazardous Materials Review (HMR) was conducted to investigate regulated materials within the HMR Study Area and is included in the Project file. However, sites outside the Hazardous Materials Study Area were evaluated to determine if a release could affect the Project due to groundwater migration or other criteria. 
The HMR included the following:
Obtaining an Environmental Data Resources (EDR) report
Conducting a study of federal, state, and local environmental database records
Reviewing aerial photographs and US Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps
Reviewing DWEE records for well completion and static water level information
Conducting a windshield reconnaissance survey
Table 3‑7 lists the regulated sites identified during the records review and/or the windshield reconnaissance survey. The regulated sites were categorized as having a low, medium, or high potential to affect the Project. The categories are as follows:
Low Potential Site: Through investigation, it is determined that it is unlikely that contamination would be encountered during construction.
Medium Potential Site: During an investigation, it is determined that it is unclear whether contamination is located within the Project footprint. A subsurface investigation or further coordination with regulatory agencies determines it is unlikely that contamination would be located within the Project footprint. On a case-by-case basis, a commitment to the contractor and NDOT Project Manager to look for signs of contamination in specific areas can be included in the HMR rather than proceeding with a subsurface investigation.
High Potential Site: Through file review or subsurface investigation, it is determined that it is likely that contamination would be encountered during construction.
Figure 3‑1 shows the locations of the identified sites in relation to the Project Study Area.
[bookmark: _Ref168277681][bookmark: _Toc175305168][bookmark: _Toc212816709]Table 3‑7. Hazardous Materials Sites
	Facility
	Site Address
	Regulatory Database1 and Facility Status2
	Distance Relative to Project
	Potential to Affect Project

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


1	ASB = Asbestos Abatement Remediation; AST = Aboveground Storage Tank; BF = Brownfields; CR = Continuous Release; DOD/DERP = Department of Defense/Defense Environmental Restoration Program; EA = Environmental Assistance; GW = Ground Water; HCP = Haul, Collect, and Process Tires; IWM = Integrated Waste Management; FEC/FIC = Federal Institutional Control/Federal Engineering Control; ERNS = Emergency Response Notification System; LL = Low-Level Radioactive Waste; LST = Leaking Underground; ME = Mineral Exploration; OA = Onsite Assistance; PRR = Petroleum Release Remediation; RA = Release Assessment; RAP = Remedial Action Plan; RCR = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act; CORRACTS = RCRA Corrective Action; SF = Superfund; SW = Surface Water; TBA = Tribal Brownfield Assessments; UIC = Underground Injection Control; UST = Underground Storage Tank; VCP = Voluntary Cleanup Program	Comment by NDOT: Revise these to include only the abbreviations used in the table.
2	(A) = Active; (I) = Inactive; (U) = Unknown.
[bookmark: _Toc175305126]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
[bookmark: _Toc195717507]There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on hazardous materials sites.
[bookmark: _Toc175305127]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Toc175305128]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

[bookmark: _Toc195717510][bookmark: _Toc195717511][bookmark: _Toc175305131][bookmark: _Toc212815326]Floodplains
A floodplain is a lowland area that is periodically inundated by floodwaters. A flood zone is a geographic area that the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has defined according to varying levels of flood risk and types of flooding. FEMA defines high risk areas as Zone A (or AE, AH, AO, AR, and A99), which are subject to inundation by the 1 percent annual chance exceedance event, also known as the 100-year or base flood event. A regulatory floodway is the area within the floodplain that is reserved for conveyance of the 100-year flood. Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, directs federal agencies to avoid long- and short-term adverse impacts associated with modifying floodplains. 
FEMA administers the National Flood Insurance Program, which also establishes standards for compliance. Local jurisdictions (counties and cities) enforce the federal requirements to maintain participation in the FEMA National Flood Insurance Program, including reviewing and approving construction projects that may affect the floodplains in their jurisdictions. In Nebraska, floodplain regulations require a floodplain permit for any project that could affect a mapped, regulated 100-year floodplain or floodway.
[bookmark: _Toc175305132]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Toc175305133]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on floodplains.
[bookmark: _Toc175305134]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

Temporary impacts on floodplains during construction may occur in the form of construction access and temporary structures. Floodplain development permits would be obtained prior to construction, and the Preferred Alternative would comply with local floodplain regulations.
[bookmark: _Toc175305135]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
The [insert roadway] would be designed to adequately convey flood flows along existing drainage patterns. Construction of the Project would have floodplain encroachment, but Project impacts would be certified that federal, state, and local floodplain regulations are met, and a Floodplain Development Permit would be obtained from the appropriate jurisdictions prior to construction. All conditions of the permit would be adhered to during construction. (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
The [insert roadway] would be designed to adequately convey flood flows along existing drainage patterns. Construction of the Project would have floodplain encroachment, but Project impacts would be certified that floodplain regulations are met, and a Floodplain Development Permit would be obtained from [insert agencies] prior to construction to certify that the proposed Project would not raise the base flood elevation more than 1 foot. All conditions of the permit would be adhered to during construction. (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
[bookmark: _Toc175305136][bookmark: _Toc212815327]Water Quality
Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act (CWA; 33 USC 1251 et seq.) requires states, territories, and authorized tribes (states) to identify and establish a priority ranking for all waterbodies to determine which ones are impaired. Once identified, states are to establish total maximum daily loads (TMDL) for the pollutants causing impairment in those waterbodies and to submit the list of impaired or unique waterbodies and TMDLs biannually to EPA.
In Nebraska, the 303(d) List of Waters is identified through programs administered by DWEE and documented in the 2022 Water Quality Integrated Report (DWEE 2023). The 303(d) List of Waters reports on streams and lakes identified as impaired for one or more pollutants and that do not meet one or more water quality standards. It also identifies streams and lakes characterized as unique and sensitive. Impaired and unique waters are identified through assessment and monitoring programs administered by DWEE and other federal, state, and local agencies.
Groundwater is defined as “water occurring beneath the surface of the ground that fills available openings in rock or soil materials such that they may be considered saturated” (Nebraska Administrative Code Title 118). Nebraska Administrative Code Title 118, Ground Water Quality Standards and Use Classification, is the foundation of the regulatory programs in Nebraska that protect groundwater quality and prevent contamination in designated areas. Administered by DWEE, it provides numerical standards for many parameters and requires that any substance introduced to groundwater, directly or indirectly, not cause the groundwater to exceed those standards. DWEE is responsible for permitting and maintaining records related to groundwater wells throughout the state.
The Wellhead Protection Area Act (Nebraska Revised Statutes Section 46-1501 et seq.) regulates potential sources of contamination near municipal and other public wells used to provide drinking water. The program is managed and enforced by DWEE, which also manages residential, irrigation, and monitoring wells in Nebraska.
[bookmark: _Toc175305137]Affected Environment
The 303(d) List of Waters, included in the [20XX] Water Quality Integrated Report generated by DWEE and approved by EPA (DWEE [20XX]), was reviewed for the Project. As discussed in the report, waters are classified based on the following five categories: 
· “Category 1 – Waterbodies where all designated uses are met.
· Category 2 – Waterbodies where some of the designated uses are met but there is insufficient information to determine if all uses are being met.
· Category 3 – Waterbody where there is insufficient data to determine if any beneficial uses are being met.
· Category 4 – Waterbody is impaired, but a TMDL is not needed. 
· Category 5 – Waterbody where one or more beneficial uses are determined to be impaired by one or more pollutants and all of the TMDLs have not been developed.”
Based on DWEE’s [20XX] Water Quality Integrated Report, there are [insert number] impaired streams within the Project Study Area (DWEE [20XX]). [Name resources (with ID number in parentheses) and describe….]
[bookmark: _Ref168277760][bookmark: _Toc175305169][bookmark: _Toc212816710]Table 3‑8. Registered Groundwater Wells in the Project Study Area
	Well Type
	Active
	Inactive/Decommissioned

	Domestic
	
	

	Ground heat exchange
	
	

	Injection
	
	

	Irrigation
	
	

	Livestock
	
	

	Monitoring
	
	

	Other
	
	

	Total
	
	


Source: DWEE 2020.
[bookmark: _Toc175305138]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on water quality.
[bookmark: _Toc175305139]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative
Temporary construction impacts on water quality are anticipated but would be mitigated through the acquisition of a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit and implementation of an associated Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).
[bookmark: _Ref168277845][bookmark: _Toc175305170][bookmark: _Toc212816711]Table 3‑9. Registered Groundwater Wells Impacted by the Preferred Alternative
	Well Type
	Active
	Inactive/Decommissioned

	Domestic
	
	

	Ground heat exchange
	
	

	Injection
	
	

	Irrigation
	
	

	Livestock
	
	

	Monitoring
	
	

	Other
	
	

	Total
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc175305140]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
With the implementation of BMPs, no mitigation is required. The following permits would be obtained prior to construction: (1) CWA Section 404 permit; (2) CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification; and (3) NPDES permit, with implementation of a SWPPP, to address impacts resulting from disturbance of more than 1 acre of land during construction. The Project traverses [insert number] Wellhead Protection Areas including the [insert names] Wellhead Protection Areas. NDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highway Construction, Subsections 107.01, 107.09, and 107.16, address the Contractor’s responsibility to keep fully informed of, observe, and comply with all federal, state, and local laws and ordinances that affect the conduct of the work. (Contractor) 
During the ROW process, NDOT would coordinate with the owners of wells that would be directly impacted by the Project during construction. If the well is actively used, NDOT would have the well relocated and replaced. If a well is not currently in use, the Contractor would decommission the well, as needed, during construction in accordance with Nebraska Administrative Code Title 178, Chapter 13. (NDOT Right-of-Way, Contractor. There are [insert category] impaired waters in the Project Study Area; BMPs shall be reviewed and developed as necessary during the erosion control review process. If mitigation is required for impaired waters, it shall be captured in the Project’s erosion control plan sheets and special provisions. (NDOT Roadside Development and Compliance Unit)
[bookmark: _Toc175305141][bookmark: _Toc212815328]Wetlands and Water Resources
Wetlands are “those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions” (33 CFR 328). Water resources are non-wetland aquatic resources, such as stream channels, rivers, ponds, or lakes. 
A water of the US is defined as “the territorial seas, and waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible to use in interstate or foreign commerce, including waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide; tributaries, lakes and ponds, and impoundments of jurisdictional waters; and adjacent wetlands” (33 CFR 328.3(a)). Waters of the State are defined as “all waters within the jurisdiction of this state, including all streams, lakes, ponds, impounding reservoirs, marshes, wetlands, watercourses, waterways, wells, springs, irrigation systems, drainage systems, and all other bodies or accumulations of water, surface or underground, natural or artificial, public or private, situated wholly or partly within or bordering upon the state” (Nebraska Administrative Code Title 126, Chapter 1).
The US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is the agency charged with administering and enforcing federal laws related to wetlands under CWA Section 404 (33 USC 1344). USACE has jurisdiction over wetlands affected by the Project. DWEE is responsible for Section 401 Water Quality Certification for any project requiring a federal permit or license that includes a discharge into a water of the State. In addition, DWEE determines whether projects comply with Nebraska Administrative Code Title 117, Nebraska Surface Water Quality Standards. 
[bookmark: _Toc175305142]Affected Environment
Wetlands and other water resources were identified within the Project Study Area during wetland and water resource delineations on the following dates in [insert year]: [insert month(s) and day(s)]. Additional site visits were completed in [insert year] on [insert month(s) and day(s)]. The findings of the delineations are summarized below. The full report is included in the Project file.
Wetlands

[bookmark: _Ref168277918][bookmark: _Toc175305171][bookmark: _Toc212816712]Table 3‑10. Wetland and Water Resources
	Wetlands
	Waterways

	Wetland Type1
	Acreage
	Waterway Type
	Linear Feet / Acreage

	PEMA/C
	
	Ephemeral
	

	Farmed Wetland (PEMA/C)
	
	Intermittent
	

	PEMF
	
	Perennial
	

	PSSA
	
	 

	PFOA
	
	

	Non-Functioning PFOA
	
	

	PUB
	
	

	Total
	
	Total
	


PEMA/C = palustrine emergent temporarily / seasonally flooded; PEMF = Palustrine emergent semi-permanently flooded; PFOA = palustrine forested temporarily flooded; PSSA = palustrine scrub-shrub temporarily flooded; PUB = palustrine unconsolidated bottom (open water).
Waterways

[bookmark: _Toc175305143]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on wetlands and water resources.
[bookmark: _Toc175305144]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

[bookmark: _Ref168277959][bookmark: _Toc175305172][bookmark: _Toc212816713]Table 3‑11. Wetland and Water Resource Impacts
	Wetland Impacts
	Waterway Impacts

	Wetland Type1
	Acreage
	Waterway Type
	Linear Feet / Acreage

	PEMA/C
	
	Ephemeral
	

	Farmed Wetland (PEMA/C)
	
	Intermittent
	

	PEMF
	
	Perennial
	

	PSSA
	
	 

	PFOA
	
	

	Non-Functioning PFOA
	
	

	PUB
	
	

	Total
	
	Total
	


PEMA/C = palustrine emergent temporarily / seasonally flooded; PEMF = Palustrine emergent semi-permanently flooded; PFOA = palustrine forested temporarily flooded; PSSA = palustrine scrub-shrub temporarily flooded; PUB = palustrine unconsolidated bottom (open water).
Temporary impacts on wetlands and water resources during construction are anticipated. These impacts would be included in the Section 404 permitting process. Any resources that would be temporarily impacted would be restored to pre-construction condition or better and planted with an appropriate seed mix. 
[bookmark: _Toc175305145]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
Throughout the conceptual design process, efforts were made to minimize impacts on wetlands and other waters of the US. The following measures were employed during conceptual design:
To reduce impacts on [insert waterway] at Structure Number [insert number] and [insert waterway] at Structure Number [insert number], the grading of slopes and ditches would be optimized to accommodate drainage.
All other wetland impacts within the Project corridor include avoidance/reduction of impacts by grading slopes and ditches to optimize drainage.
Avoidance and minimization measures would be further refined throughout the design process as appropriate. Additionally, any project using federal transportation funds must adhere to the net gain of wetland policy (23 CFR 777.11(g)), where there would be no net loss of wetlands across the program in a given year. (NDOT Roadway Design, NDOT Environmental)
Based on the conceptual design impacts, wetland and stream mitigation is anticipated. Where wetland impacts could not be avoided or minimized, mitigation would occur at ratios determined by USACE and at locations approved by USACE. Mitigation ratios are determined based on the type and location of mitigation proposed for the affected wetlands. Required mitigation would be completed at a minimum 1:1 ratio. 
All impacts are expected to be mitigated at a permittee-responsible mitigation site. A mitigation site has not yet been identified but is likely to be located near the Project. Once a mitigation site is determined, NDOT would reinitiate consultation with USACE. A Nebraska Stream Condition Assessment Procedure would be completed as part of the CWA Section 404 permitting process to determine stream mitigation needs. 
Prior to construction activities, a CWA Section 404 permit would be obtained. An Individual Permit would likely be the mechanism for authorization of permanent and temporary impacts related to construction access. All terms and conditions of the permit would be implemented, and no work would occur prior to obtaining the permit. (NDOT Environmental)
All wetlands within the Project limits that are not permitted for impact would be marked on the Project plans and on the E Sheet as avoidance areas. (NDOT Roadway Design, NDOT Environmental)
The Contractor should not stage, store, waste, or stockpile materials and equipment in undisturbed locations, or in known/potential wetlands and/or known/potential streams that exhibit a clear “bed and bank” channel. Potential wetland areas consist of any area that is known to pond water, swampy areas or areas supporting known wetland vegetation, or areas where there is a distinct difference in vegetation (at lower elevations) from the surrounding upland areas. (Contractor)
[bookmark: _Toc175305130][bookmark: _Toc212815329][bookmark: _Toc175305146]Wild and Scenic Rivers
For projects affecting a Wild and Scenic River:
The National Wild and Scenic Rivers System preserves certain rivers with outstanding natural, cultural, and recreational values. Two rivers in Nebraska are designated as part of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, the Missouri River and Niobrara River (Interagency Wild and Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council 2024). 
For projects affecting a river listed in the Nationwide Rivers Inventory:
The National Wild and Scenic Rivers System preserves certain rivers with outstanding natural, cultural, and recreational values. In partial fulfillment of the requirements under Section 5(d) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, NPS has compiled and maintains the Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI). These river segments are found eligible or suitable for the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System but are not protected by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. There are nine NRI-listed segments on six waterways in Nebraska, including the [insert affected river].  
Affected Environment
The study area for Wild and Scenic Rivers and NRI-listed waterways is defined as generally 0.25 mile on either bank or centerline, respectively. The study area for NRI-listed waterways is within 0.5 mile of the river centerline.
[bookmark: _Toc212815345]Figure 3‑4. [Wild and Scenic Rivers and/or NRI-Listed Rivers] in the Project Study Area
[insert figure below the figure title]

Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on Wild and Scenic Rivers or NRI-listed rivers.
Impacts of the Preferred Alternative

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

[bookmark: _Toc212815330]Fish, Wildlife, and Vegetation
Nebraska is home to numerous mammal, bird, reptile, amphibian, fish, invertebrate, and plant species (NGPC 2025). In relation to NDOT transportation projects, the term “fish and wildlife” denotes the aquatic (fish) and terrestrial (wildlife) species of interest along a project. Fish, wildlife, and vegetation are protected by several laws and regulations, as discussed below. Threatened and endangered species (a subset of all fish, wildlife, and plant species) and their associated habitat are discussed in Section 3.[X].
The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1934, as amended (16 USC 661–667e), requires consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the state fish and wildlife agency (that is, NGPC) for the purpose of giving equal consideration to fish and wildlife resources in the planning, implementation, and operation of federal and federally funded, permitted, or licensed projects. The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act requires federal agencies to consider the effect that water-related projects may have on fish and wildlife resources, to take action to avoid impact on these resources, and to provide for the enhancement of these resources.
The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940, as amended (16 USC 668–668d), provides for the protection of the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) and golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) by prohibiting the taking, possession, and commercial use of such birds, except under certain specific conditions. Violations of this law can be charged as misdemeanors or felonies, and conviction can result in fines of more than $100,000 and/or imprisonment. 
The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, as amended (16 USC 703–712), states that construction activities in grassland, wetland, stream, and woodland habitats, and those that occur on bridges (for example, that may affect swallow nests on bridge girders) that would otherwise result in the taking of migratory birds, eggs, young, and/or active nests should be avoided. Although the provisions of Migratory Bird Treaty Act are applicable year-round, most migratory bird nesting activity in Nebraska occurs from April 1 to September 1.
The Nebraska Nongame and Endangered Species Conservation Act of 1975 (Nebraska Revised Statutes Section 37-801 et seq.) specifies that the state should conserve non-game species, as well as species determined to be endangered or threatened, for human enjoyment, for scientific purposes, and to ensure their continued existence as a part of our natural world.
Noxious weeds are typically non-native, invasive species that are detrimental to natural ecosystems. Several regulations and guidelines have been issued to help limit the spread of noxious weeds, including Executive Order 13112, Invasive Species; the Nebraska Noxious Weed Control Act (Nebraska Revised Statutes Sections 2-945.01 to 2-970); and the Nebraska Noxious Weeds Regulations (Nebraska Administrative Code, Title 25, Chapter 10).
[bookmark: _Toc175305147]Affected Environment

[bookmark: _Ref168277998][bookmark: _Toc175305173][bookmark: _Toc212816714]Table 3‑12. Wildlife Corridors
	Wildlife Corridor 
(Mile Marker)
	Crash Locations1 
(Mile Marker)
	Habitat Description
	Features that Could be Used for Movement2

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


PEMA/C = palustrine emergent temporarily / seasonally flooded; PEMF = Palustrine emergent semi-permanently flooded; PUB = palustrine unconsolidated bottom (open water).
1	Crashes occurring between January 1, 2011, and December 31, 2020.
2	Only structures with a minimum 12-square-foot opening were included.
3	Multiple wildlife collisions occurred at this location. 
4	Wildlife crossing signs posted within corridor.
[bookmark: _Toc204168515][bookmark: _Toc175305148][bookmark: _Toc175305149]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on fish, wildlife, and vegetation.
Impacts of the Preferred Alternative
Temporary construction impacts on adjacent vegetation are expected. Areas disturbed during construction would be planted with an NDOT-approved seed mix following construction. Waterways disturbed during construction would require having flow maintained through temporary means identified during final design or by the Project Contractor.
[bookmark: _Toc175305150]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
In accordance with NDOT’s Avian Protection Plan (NDOT 2018), NDOT would make every effort to schedule clearing and grubbing, large tree removal, or other work activities that may impact migratory bird nests, outside of the primary Nebraska nesting season of April 1 to September 1. If any of the aforementioned activities would be required during this period, a nesting survey would be completed by a qualified biologist prior to work commencing. Specific to bridge and culvert work, the required survey period extends through September a0. (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
Suitable bald eagle nesting and/or roosting habitat exists within 0.5 mile of the Project Study Area. If construction will begin between February 1 and April 15, a nest survey must be completed at least 1 day but not more than 14 days prior to construction. If construction will begin between April 15 and October 1, a nest survey completed in March is sufficient because nests will likely already be constructed if nesting will occur that year. However, a nest survey may be completed any time during this timeframe as long as it is completed prior to construction. If bald eagles are nesting in the area, consultation with NGPC and USFWS will be required prior to beginning construction activities. Eagle roosting surveys will be conducted if construction occurs between October 1 and January 31. (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
In efforts to maintain aquatic wildlife connectivity, the Preferred Alternative may use temporary structures during construction. The use of temporary structures would facilitate aquatic life movements during construction in accordance with CWA Section 404 Nationwide Permit General Condition No. 2: Aquatic Life Movements. Proposed structures would be constructed at appropriate sizes and elevations so as not to impede aquatic life movements. (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
To avoid impacts on fish and other aquatic organisms, an erosion control plan and a SWPPP would be developed and implemented. In accordance with the SWPPP and the requirements in the General Construction Storm Water Permit, NDOT would inspect all erosion and sediment control BMPs every 14 days and after every precipitation event of 0.5 inch or greater. Any BMP adjustments and repairs would occur within 7 days of the inspection to ensure that water quality is being protected to the maximum extent practicable. The SWPPP would be maintained, and discharge points would be monitored by NDOT until the site is 70 percent revegetated. (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
According to NDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highway Construction, Subsection 202.01(2)(b), the Contractor would be responsible for disposal of all vegetation for NDOT ROW and the limits of construction. Disturbed areas would be seeded in accordance with NDOT’s Standard Specifications, Subsection 803.02. Revegetation of the area following construction would occur using seed mixtures containing native grasses, legumes, and forbs to appropriately landscape the region, as specified in NDOT’s Plan for the Roadside Environment for a rural highway corridor (NDOT 2008). (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
As stated in NDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highway Construction, Subsection 107.12, “The Contractor should prevent the transfer of invasive plant and animal species and should wash all equipment at the Contractor’s storage facility prior to entering the construction site. The Contractor should inspect all construction equipment and remove all attached vegetation and animal prior to leaving the construction site.” (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
Appropriate mulching materials, as defined in NDOT’s Standard Specifications for Highway Construction, Subsection 806.02(1), should be applied and should not include brome hay, rushes, cattails, reed canarygrass, wide-bladed grass, or invasive species. All sod, if required, to be applied to the Project should be free from noxious weeds and all other weeds. (NDOT Environmental, Contractor)
[bookmark: _Toc212815331]Threatened and Endangered Species
The Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 USC 1531–1544), protects federally listed endangered and threatened species, and the Nebraska Nongame and Endangered Species Conservation Act of 1975 (Nebraska Revised Statutes Section 37-801 to 37-811) provides protection for State-listed species. Violation of these laws can be charged as misdemeanors or felonies, and conviction can result in fines of more than $100,000 and/or imprisonment. 
USFWS, FHWA, NDOT, and NGPC have developed a Nebraska biological evaluation process for all federally and state-listed species in Nebraska to streamline the Section 7 coordination process. The Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Nebraska Department of Transportation, and Nebraska Game and Parks Commission for the Determination of Effects to State and Federally Listed Species from the Federal-Aid Highway Program was signed by all parties in March 2023. The Programmatic Agreement describes the Nebraska biological evaluation process for species identification and impact assessment based on a list of construction activities that occur as part of transportation projects.
[bookmark: _Toc175305152]Affected Environment
The data for federally listed and state-listed threatened and endangered species with the potential for occurrence in the Project Action Area were reviewed, and each species was assessed individually to determine the potential presence or absence of suitable habitat within the Project Action Area, as described in the following paragraphs. 
For the Project Action Area, USFWS lists [insert number] federally protected species and NGPC lists [insert number] state-protected species. Table 3‑ lists federally and state-listed threatened and endangered species with potential for occurrence in the Project Action Area, as well as a brief description of suitable habitat for the listed species.
[bookmark: _Ref168278140][bookmark: _Toc175305177][bookmark: _Toc212816715]Table 3‑. Federally and State-listed Threatened and Endangered Species in the Project Action Area
	Status1
	Common Name
	Scientific Name
	Habitat Description

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Sources: USFWS 2024; NGPC 2024c.
1.	FT=Federally Threatened; FE = Federally Endangered; ST=State Threatened; SE=State Endangered
2	Tricolored bat is proposed to be federally listed as endangered; an official federal listing opinion is anticipated in 2024. All species federally listed as threatened or endangered are also listed by the state of Nebraska under State Statute 37-802(1).
According to Nebraska Natural Heritage Program records, there are documented occurrences of [insert species, such as interior least tern, lake sturgeon, piping plover, and whooping crane] within 5 miles of the Project Action Area within the last 30 years, but there are no documented occurrences of any of these species within 1 mile of the Project Action Area. There is no critical habitat present within the Project Action Area. 
[Insert discussion of other species]
The federally endangered and threatened species review was conducted according to the 2023 Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Nebraska Department of Transportation, and Nebraska Game and Parks Commission for the Determination of Effects to State and Federally Listed Species from the Federal-Aid Highway Program. Forms completed for the Project based on this Programmatic Agreement are included in the Project file.
[bookmark: _Toc175305153]Impacts of the No-Build Alternative
There would be no construction of the Project with the No-Build Alternative. As a result, there would be no impact on threatened and endangered species.
[bookmark: _Toc175305154]Impacts of the Preferred Alternative
Based on the analysis conducted using the Nebraska biological evaluation process, the Preferred Alternative may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect, Eskimo curlew, northern long-eared bat, tricolored bat, and whooping crane. These species are the only listed species identified through the Nebraska biological evaluation process that may potentially be impacted by the Preferred Alternative. 
[Species 1]

[bookmark: _Toc175305155]Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation

[bookmark: _Toc175305161][bookmark: _Toc212815332]Permits and Approvals
Permits and approvals that would be required to implement the Project are listed in Table 3‑.
[bookmark: _Ref168278271][bookmark: _Toc175305179][bookmark: _Toc212816716]Table 3‑. Permits and Approvals
	Permit or Approval
	Granting Agency(ies)
	Reason

	Clean Water Act Section 404 permit
	USACE
	Authorization is required for placement of dredged or fill material in wetlands or other waters of the US. An Individual Permit with mitigation is anticipated.

	Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification
	DWEE
	This certification is required as part of the Section 404 permit issuance.

	National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System general stormwater discharge permit for construction activities, Clean Water Act, including a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
	DWEE
	The NPDES permit, required for construction sites greater than 1 acre in size, authorizes (with the implementation of permit-specified mitigation) the discharge of stormwater associated with activities from a construction site. A SWPPP is required under the general permit to help prevent stormwater pollution, and control erosion and sedimentation.

	Floodplain Development Permit
	[Insert county names] Counties
	As participating parties in FEMA’s National Flood Insurance Program, [Insert county names] Counties regulate activities that encroach within their FEMA-designated Zone A 100‑year floodplains.

	Section 106 consultation, National Historic Preservation Act
	SHPO
	SHPO concurred with the no adverse effect finding on [date].

	Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act
	FHWA
	FHWA must approve the use of properties protected by Section 4(f). Two de minimis uses of X and Y are expected. A Section 4(f) Exception for Temporary Occupancy is anticipated for Z. Section 4(f) documentation and coordination would occur following the public hearing.

	Air Quality Construction Permit
	DWEE
	This permit would be required if a new emission unit (such as a portable batch plant for paving applications) were needed for construction. It has not yet been determined if a portable plant would be needed for the Project. Acquisition of this permit, if needed, would be the responsibility of the roadway construction Contractor.

	Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
	USFWS
	Section 7 consultation with USFWS must occur regarding potential impacts on threatened and endangered species and their habitat. Evaluation according to the 2023 Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Nebraska Department of Transportation, and Nebraska Game and Parks Commission for the Determination of Effects to State and Federally Listed Species from the Federal-Aid Highway Program has indicated a “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect” determination for the Eskimo curlew, northern long-eared bat, tricolored bat, and whooping crane with implementation of conservation conditions and avoidance and minimization measures.

	Nebraska Nongame and Endangered Species Conservation Act 
	NGPC
	Consultation with NGPC must occur regarding potential impacts on state-listed threatened and endangered species and their habitat. Evaluation according to the 2023 Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Nebraska Department of Transportation, and Nebraska Game and Parks Commission for the Determination of Effects to State and Federally Listed Species from the Federal-Aid Highway Program has indicated a “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect” determination for the Eskimo curlew, northern long-eared bat, tricolored bat, and whooping crane with implementation of conservation conditions and avoidance and minimization measures.





[bookmark: _Toc174089069][bookmark: _Toc212815333]Comments and Coordination
This chapter summarizes agency coordination and public involvement that have taken place during the development of this EA. NDOT used a variety of methods for providing information to and getting input from stakeholders. A Project stakeholder is anyone who has an interest in or may be affected by the proposed Project, either directly or indirectly, including businesses, resource agencies, elected officials, and public officials. Appendix [X] contains agency coordination including coordination letters, scoping meeting materials, and comments received. Appendix [X] contains public meeting materials and comments received from the public as well as stakeholder input.
[bookmark: _Toc174089070][bookmark: _Toc212815334]Resource Agency Coordination
A resource agency is a division of government with a specific regulatory role and technical expertise that can provide knowledge or assistance. Involving agencies early and throughout development of the Project can help identify potential issues and streamline permitting processes. Agencies have had the opportunity to comment on the Project during Project development.
[bookmark: _Toc174089071][Meeting 1]

[bookmark: _Toc174089073][bookmark: _Toc212815335]Public and Stakeholder Coordination
The purpose of public involvement during the NEPA process is two-fold: (1) it provides stakeholders with information about the proposed Project and its status; and (2) it allows NDOT to get input on the proposed Project or Project Study Area. Ideally, public involvement builds agreement about a project solution by determining benefits and impacts while addressing concerns that have been identified.
[bookmark: _Toc174089074]Public Meeting(s)

[bookmark: _Toc174089077][bookmark: _Toc212816717]Table 4‑1. Public Comments
	Comment Number
	Comment
	Response

	1
	
	

	2
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc174089075][bookmark: _Toc212815336]Public Hearing
Following the approval and publication of the EA by FHWA, a public hearing may be held to seek comments on the EA and present the Preferred Alternative. The hearing would also provide a public forum to allow members of the public to comment on the Project. A public notice advertising the opportunity for a public hearing will be advertised and include a deadline for submitting hearing requests. 
[bookmark: _Toc174089076][bookmark: _Toc212815337]Availability of EA for Review
An electronic version of the EA is available for review on the NDOT website at [insert link].
Hard copies of the EA are available for review at the following locations:
NDOT Headquarters (1500 Nebraska Parkway, Lincoln, NE)
FHWA Nebraska Division (100 Centennial Mall N., Lincoln, NE)
NDOT District [insert district number] Headquarters ([insert street address, city, and state])
[Insert additional locations, such as libraries, and their addresses]
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Resource Reports Prepared for the Project
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	Purpose and Need Document
	☐	☐
	Alternative Analysis Document
	☐	☐
	NRCS Farmland Conversion Forms and Coordination
	☐	☐
	Community Impact Assessment
	☐	☐
	Section 106 PQS Memo
	☐	☐
	Section 4(f) Documentation
	☐	☐
	Section 6(f) Coordination and/or Documentation
	☐	☐
	Air Quality Memo
	☐	☐
	Noise Study
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	Hazardous Materials Review
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	☐	☐
	Wetland Delineation Report
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	Approved Jurisdictional Determination
	☐	☐
	Wild and Scenic Rivers Coordination
	☐	☐
	Habitat Connectivity Memo
	☐	☐
	Threatened and Endangered Species PQS Memo
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