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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared to allow the National Park Service
(NPS) to evaluate actions proposed by the City of Ridgeland — to extend Rice Road and
an associated multi-use trail across U.S. Highway 51 and across approximately 280" of
Natchez Trace Parkway (Parkway) property to create an entrance into the northeastern
portion of the proposed City Center development. City Center, located west of U.S.
Highway 51 and immediately south of the Parkway, consists of approximately 32 acres
that formerly housed a pre-fabricated concrete industry. The City is proposing to develop
City Center as a multi-purpose development containing Ridgeland’s governmental center,
commercial developments, a Choctaw Agency Museum, fairgrounds, office buildings, a
performing arts center, an outdoor ampbhitheater, and associated parking. The National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 process was conducted in accordance with
National Park Service regulations for implementing NEPA, and it examined the
consequences of this proposed project to extend Rice Road on the environment. This EA
presents the alternatives considered during the NEPA process, the affected environment,
the impacts associated with the proposed project, potential mitigation measures,
environmental commitments, and agency consultation and coordination conducted to
support this project.

The purpose of this project is to provide a fourth access point to City Center making
access to the site easier and relieving traffic congestion on U.S. Highway 51. This
particular access point will provide direct access from the Parkway to the Choctaw
Agency Museum in the same natural environment as the Parkway. This EA examines the
impacts of Ridgeland’s Proposed Alternative and the No Action Alternative. Ridgeland’s
Proposed Alternative, the Preferred Alternative, would construct approximately 280" of
roadway and associated multi-use trail across Parkway property.

The potential duration of the impacts (short-term or long-term), the intensity of the
impacts (negligible, minor, moderate, or major), and the classification of the impacts
(beneficial or adverse) were analyzed in detail for each project alternative. Cumulative
effects were also considered. By comparing the Preferred Alternative with the No Action
Alternative and identifying mitigation measures that would minimize adverse effects, this
EA assists in the decision-making process.

The Preferred Alternative would create short-term, minor, adverse impacts on noise,
soils, water quality, and aesthetics. Impacts are associated with construction activities in
the project area. Impacts would last the duration of the construction period, which would
be approximately four months. However, most of these impacts would be mitigated by
proper construction techniques. There would be minor adverse long-term impacts to
vegetation and wildlife due to the removal of vegetation and wildlife habitat for the Rice
Road extension. These impacts would be localized to a small area.

Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension would not be constructed.
Baseline conditions for all factors considered would be unchanged except for traffic



circulation, congestion, and public health and safety. Traffic congestion would worsen
with a likely associated decline in traffic safety.
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1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED
1.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The project area is within the city limits of Ridgeland, Mississippi. Ridgeland is located
within the metropolitan area of Jackson, which is Mississippi's capital. The Natchez
Trace Parkway (Parkway) passes through Ridgeland in a roughly east-west direction.
Rice Road passes underneath the Parkway near Parkway milepost 105, turns west, then
roughly parallels the Parkway to the south before terminating at U.S. Highway 51. The
proposed multi-purpose City Center development, consisting of approximately 32 acres,
is located west of U.S. Highway 51 and immediately south of the Parkway. The City
Center site formerly housed a prefabricated concrete industry. See Figure 1-1. The
specific project for which this environmental assessment is being prepared is an extension
of Rice Road and an associated multi-use trail to the west of U.S. Highway 51 crossing
approximately 280 feet of Parkway property to provide access to the northern portion of
the City Center development including the Choctaw Agency Museum, requiring a right-
of-way of approximately 0.7 acres. See Figure 1-2.
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1.2 PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed City Center development will contain the governmental center of
Ridgeland, Mississippi. It is projected to also contain commercial developments, a
Choctaw Agency Museum, fairgrounds, office buildings, a performing arts center, an
outdoor amphitheater, and associated parking. The City Center development is bounded
on the north by the Natchez Trace Parkway, on the east by U.S. Highway 51, on the south
by School St., and on the west by Madison Drive. Ridgeland’s 2008 Master Plan
proposed accessing City Center via School Street, West Moon Street, and Madison Drive
(all existing routes) with a multi-use trail along U.S. Highway 51 and School Street
connecting the Parkway’s multi-use trail to Freedom Ridge Park immediately southwest
of City Center on School Street. A later (2010) City Center proposal added a fourth route
into the development, the proposed extension of Rice Road westward across U.S.
Highway 51 and through Parkway property. Both the 2008 and the 2010 proposals can be
seen in Appendix A, City Center Plans.

The purpose for the proposed action is to provide an additional entrance to the proposed
City Center development and direct access to the Choctaw Agency Museum from the
Parkway. The project will relieve anticipated heavy traffic at the three existing entrances
to the City Center site (Madison Drive, School Street, and West Moon Street), relieve the
existing heavy traffic on the adjacent segment of U.S. Highway 51, and provide a
roadway to the Museum maintaining an uninterrupted park experience similar to the
Natchez Trace Parkway.

The need for the action is to provide infrastructure to achieve that purpose and support
the new City Center development including the Choctaw Agency Museum. The proposal
will help optimize road and multi-use trail access to that development by creating access
to its northern portion from the intersection of Rice Road and U.S. Highway 51.

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and implementing regulations, 40 CFR Parts 1500-
1508; National Park Service Director’s Order 12 (DO-12) and Handbook, Conservation
Planning, Environmental Impact Analysis, and Decision-making; and Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, and implementing regulations, 36 CFR Part 800.

This EA is intended to be a concise public document that:

e Briefly provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining whether to prepare
an environmental impact statement (EIS) or a finding of no significant impact
(FONSI);

e Aids the National Park Service's (NPS) compliance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) when no environmental impact statement is necessary;

e Facilitates preparation of an impact statement, when one is necessary;

e Includes a list of agencies and persons consulted; and

e Briefly discusses:

0 The need for the proposal;
o0 Alternatives to recommended courses of action (40 CFR 1507.2(d));
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o0 The environmental impacts of the proposed action and alternatives; and
o0 Recommended and required mitigation of unacceptable impacts.

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requires Federal agencies
to take into account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties, and to afford
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) a reasonable opportunity to
comment. The historic preservation review process mandated by Section 106 is outlined
in regulations issued by ACHP. Revised regulations, "Protection of Historic Properties”
(36 CFR Part 800), became effective January 11, 2001.

1.3 PURPOSE AND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PARKWAY

The Natchez Trace, or “Old Trace” was an early transportation route developed from a
series of trails used by native Americans and subsequently by European explorers and
settlers. The Natchez Trace provided an important transportation route for people during
the colonial and early American periods, with first human use estimated at 8000 BC. The
Old Trace later provided a land route connecting interior portions of what was to become
the southeastern U.S. with the major port city of Natchez. The Natchez Trace was
designated as a national port road for mail delivery in 1800, and later figured prominently
in movement of troops during the War of 1812 and the Civil War. More modern modes
of transportation eventually replaced the Natchez Trace, and many sections became parts
of modern local road systems, while other sections were simply abandoned.

The Natchez Trace Parkway is a National Scenic Byway managed by the U.S.
Department of Interior, National Park Service. The Parkway is one of 75 designated
National Scenic Byways and 21 All-American Roads. The Natchez Trace Parkway was
established by Congress on May 18, 1938, and roughly follows the original Natchez
Trace, or Old Trace, for 444 miles from Natchez, Mississippi to Nashville, Tennessee.
The Natchez Trace Parkway is unique among federal parkways because it commemorates
an earlier transportation route. The primary purpose of the Natchez Trace Parkway is to
memorialize the historical importance of the Old Trace with a useful and attractive
parkway for public use. The Parkway is designed principally for passenger vehicle traffic
and has been designed and developed for the benefit and enjoyment of recreational
motorists, but also includes sections of maintained trails for hiking and horseback riding.
Its design includes a wide insulating zone and excludes commercial roadside
development in order to preserve scenic, recreational, natural and historic features. The
Parkway includes numerous designated stops for visitors that reflect the history and
natural features of the Parkway including Civil War, early American and colonial period
historical sites, native American sites, scenic viewpoints, and natural areas. The primary
themes commemorated by the Parkway are: Indigenous American Populations, westward
expansion of the British colonies and the United States, transportation and American
expansion, and the Civil War.

The NPS manages Parkway resources to maintain them in unimpaired condition for

future generations in accordance with NPS statutes including the Organic Act of 1916
and the National Parks Omnibus Management Act of 1998 as well as various applicable
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environmental laws such as the Clean Air Act, the Clean Water Act, the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Endangered Species Act, and the National
Historic Preservation Act.

1.4  PROJECT BACKGROUND
1.4.1 Previous Planning

City Center is a proposed multi-purpose development approximately 32 acres in size that
will contain the governmental center of the City of Ridgeland. It will also contain a retail
strip mall, a performing arts center, an amphitheater, a Choctaw Agency Museum, office
rental space, an environmental education center and festival space. City Center is
centrally located near the major transportation corridors of Interstate 55, U.S. Highway
51, Lake Harbor Drive, Rice Road, Jackson Street, and Ridgewood Rd. The development
was proposed in Ridgeland’s 2008 Master Plan with access proposed via School Street,
West Moon Street, and Madison Drive. See Appendix A, City Center Plans. It also
proposed a multi-use trail following U.S. Highway 51 and School Street to connect the
Parkway’s multi-use trail to Freedom Ridge Park, immediately southwest of City Center
on School Street.

A second City Center proposal was developed for the same site in 2010. This version
provided four vehicular access routes into the development, adding the proposed
extension of Rice Road westward across U.S. Highway 51 and Parkway property into the
northeastern corner of the development. See Appendix A, City Center Plans.

With the recent expansion of the Parkway’s multi-use trail to the intersection of Rice
Road and U.S. Highway 51, the proposed Rice Road extension would provide an
economical and safe opportunity to extend the multi-use trail through City Center to the
proposed Choctaw Agency Museum and to Freedom Ridge Park. See Appendix A, City
Center Plans.

1.4.2 Scoping

Scoping is an effort to involve agencies and the general public in determining the scope
of issues to be addressed in the environmental document. Scoping includes consultation
with any interested agency, or any agency with jurisdiction by law or expertise, to obtain
early input. More detail on the scoping process can be found in Section 7.0 Public
Involvement and Agency Coordination.

Internal scoping for this project employed interdisciplinary processes to define issues,
alternatives, and data needs. External scoping included reviewing laws and regulations
relevant to the proposal, providing a project description to federal and state agencies for
their review and comment, and researching agency comments.

12



1.5 ISSUES

Issues can be defined as the relationship between the alternatives and the human,
physical, and natural environment (NPS 2001). Issues are used to define which
environmental resources may experience either negative or beneficial consequences from
an action. They do not predict the degree or intensity of potential consequences that
might result from an action.

1.6  IMPACT TOPICS
1.6.1 Derivation of Impact Topics

Potential impact topics were identified based on legislative requirements, executive
orders, topics in Director’s Order #12 and Handbook (NPS 2001), NPS Management
Policies (NPS 2006), guidance from NPS, governmental agency responses to scoping
request letters, and the professional experience and knowledge of NPS personnel, the
writers of this EA, and engineers developing the project. A summary of impact topics
analyzed or dismissed from further analysis is provided below, along with the rationale
for their inclusion or dismissal.

Impairment - The NPS Management Policies 2006 requires consideration of the impacts
of the proposed action and a written determination that the activity will not lead to an
impairment of park resources and values. Management Policies 2006, Section 1.4.5 states
impacts are considered more likely to constitute impairments to the extent that they affect
a resource or value whose conservation is necessary to fulfill specific purposes identified
in the establishing legislation or proclamation of the park, key to the natural or cultural
integrity of the park or to opportunities for enjoyment of the park, or identified in the
park’s general management plan or other relevant NPS planning documents as being of
significance. A written determination of non-impairment will be prepared for the selected
action and included as an appendix to the Record of Decision (ROD) or Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI).

1.6.2 Impact Topics Included in this Document

The following impact topics have the potential to be affected by the proposed project and
are evaluated in detail in this EA:

Noise — The construction phase of this project is expected to create minor short-term noise
impacts within the project area.

Soils — Soils at the proposed project site are Byram silt loam. For any construction project,
soil erosion is a concern.

Water Resources — Short-term impacts to water quality may occur during the construction
period due to erosion.
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Vegetation — Approximately 0.7 acres of land will be cleared for the construction of the
Rice Road extension and the associated multi-use trail.

Wildlife — There will be some limited impact on wildlife due to the clearing of
approximately 0.7 acres of forest and scrub-shrub habitat.

Archaeological and Native American Sites — The Mississippi Department of Archives
and History was contacted and determined that due to the topography and the proximity
of recorded archaeological sites, a cultural resources survey should be performed. See
August 27, 2012 letter from Department of Archives and History in Appendix E. A
cultural resources survey (October 24, 2012) is included in Appendix D. The Department
of Archives and History’s review (December 19, 2012) of this cultural resources survey
is included in Appendix E.

Traffic Circulation and Congestion — Traffic congestion is already a major concern
along U.S. Highway 51. Construction may cause temporary increases in congestion. The
long-term impact of this project on traffic flow is a consideration.

Aesthetics — A small area of approximately 0.7 acre will be cleared and converted to a
roadway and associated multi-use trail but the impact on aesthetics is expected to be
minimal.

Public Health and Safety — Any impact to public health and safety is expected to be positive
by reducing traffic congestion in the area and improving traffic safety.

Infrastructure — Two gas pipelines, a fiber cable, and electrical lines are on the site of the
proposed Rice Road extension.

Parkway Operations — A minimal impact on the Parkway operations will occur by isolating
a small portion of Parkway property south of the proposed Rice Road extension.

Land Use — Approximately 0.7 acre will be cleared and converted to a roadway and
associated multi-use trail resulting in a land use change for a small area.

1.6.3 Impact Topics Dismissed from Further Analysis

Air Quality — The Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality, Air Toxics Branch was
contacted and expressed the opinion that “this project will cause no significant ambient air
quality impact.” Refer to Appendix E — Letter from Laura Burt, P.E., Air Toxics Branch,
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality, August 6, 2012. No further analysis is
needed.

Floodplain — The FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the project area was

accessed and analyzed to determine that the site is not in a floodplain (See Appendix B —
Floodplain). No further analysis is needed.
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Threatened and Endangered Species —The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service determined
that the proposed project will have “No Effect” on federally listed species or their
habitats. Refer to Appendix E — Letter from Stephen Ricks, Field Supervisor, Mississippi
Field Office, August 9, 2012. The Miss. Dept. of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks also
reviewed the situation and concluded that *...the project likely poses no threat to listed
species or their habitats.” Refer to Appendix E — Letter from Andy Sanderson, Ecologist,
August 13, 2012. However, if threatened and endangered species are discovered
unexpectedly, work around the discovery will be suspended and the proper authorities of
the FWS, WFP, and NPS will be notified immediately.

Prime and Unique Farmlands — Because the proposed project site is in the Ridgeland
city limits, the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) does not apply according to the
Natural Resources Conservation Service. No further analysis is needed.

Night Sky and Lights — The night sky and natural darkness are typically important
resources of national parks for wildlife and for visitors’ experiences. However, there is a
limited extent of Parkway property impacted, and the area of the Parkway being assessed
is already extensively impacted by lighting. No further analysis is needed.

Migratory Birds — The proposed project will remove a narrow, 0.7 acre swath of forest
and scrub-shrub habitat. However, this loss is minimal considering the large acreages of
forest suitable for migratory birds that exist throughout Central Mississippi. No further
analysis is needed.

Wetlands — Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, requires an examination of
impacts to wetlands. The Federal Water Pollution Control Act, and amendments
contained in the Clean Water Act, set forth a national policy to restore and maintain the
chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the nation’s waters, to enhance the quality
of water resources, and to prevent, control, and abate pollution of the nation’s waters.
NPS Director’s Order 77-1 establishes NPS policies, requirements, and standards for
implementing Executive Order 11990, and DO-12 provides direction for the preservation,
use and quality of water in national parks. NPS utilizes the U.S Fish & Wildlife Service’s
(USF&WS) Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the United States,
Cowardin et al. 1979 (DOI Report FWS/OBS-79/31) to classify wetlands pursuant to
E.O. 11990. According to the Cowardin definition, a wetland must possess one or more
of the following three attributes: at least periodically, the land supports predominately
hydrophytic vegetation; the substrate is predominately undrained hydric soils; or the
substrate is non-soil and is saturated with water or covered by shallow water at some time
during the growing season of each year.

The proposed action does not meet the requirements of the federal wetland permitting
process under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. USF&WS, National Wetland
Inventory (NWI) maps do not indicate the presence of designated wetland areas within
the Parkway at the proposed crossing location. The soil descriptions published by the
U.S. Natural Resource Conservation Service do not the list the soil type as hydric. A
wetland delineation was performed at the site to document conditions relative to the
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presence or absence of potential wetlands and other “Waters of the U.S.” and is included
in Appendix C. The investigation revealed no areas that meet the criteria for classification
as wetland according to the Cowardin classification system or the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers wetland delineation procedures. Therefore, wetlands are an impact topic that is
not analyzed in further detail in this environmental assessment. A copy of the NWI map
showing the approximate project location is also included in Appendix C. Neither the
proposed action nor the no-action alternative will impact wetlands or water quality within
the Natchez Trace Parkway boundary. No further analysis is needed.

Historical Structures — No historical structures were revealed during the Cultural
Resources Survey of the proposed site. The site has previously been impacted by
significant soil disturbance and addition of offsite soil. For this reason, historical
structures will not be analyzed further in this environmental assessment. Should remnants
of historical structures be revealed unexpectedly, work around the discovery will be
suspended immediately and the proper authorities of MDAH and NPS will be notified.

Paleontological Resources — No paleontological resources were revealed during the
Cultural Resources Survey. The site has previously been impacted by significant soil
disturbance and addition of offsite soil. For this reason, paleontological resources will not
be analyzed further in this environmental assessment. However, paleontological
resources are usually buried or hidden and could be revealed unexpectedly. If that occurs,
work around the discovery will be suspended immediately and the proper authorities of
MDAH and NPS will be notified.

Environmental Justice — Executive Order 12898 (General Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low Income Populations) requires
that all federal agencies incorporate environmental justice into their missions by
identifying and addressing the disproportionately high and adverse health or
environmental effects of their programs and policies on minorities or low income
populations or communities. The proposed action will have no direct or indirect impacts
to individual residences or populations of individuals and as such will not have a
disproportionate adverse health or environmental effect on minority or low income
populations or communities as defined in the Environmental Protection Agency’s Draft
Environmental Justice Guidance. Therefore environmental justice is an impact topic not
analyzed further in this environmental assessment.

Indian Trust Resources — Secretarial Order 3175 requires that any anticipated impacts
to designated Indian Trust resources from a proposed action by Department of Interior
agencies be explicitly addressed in the related environmental documents. The federal
Indian Trust responsibility is a legally enforceable fiduciary obligation on the part of the
United States to protect tribal lands, assets, resources, and treaty rights, and it represents a
duty to carry out mandates of federal law with respect to American Indian and Alaskan
Native tribes. The lands in proximity to the Parkway and proposed action are not held in
trust by the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of Indians due to their status as
Indians. Therefore, Indian Trust Resources is an impact topic not analyzed further in this
environmental assessment.
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Coastal Zone Management — The Gulf of Mexico is the nearest coastline to the project
site at an approximate distance of 150 miles.

Sole Source Aquifers — The proposed project is located in Madison County, Mississippi.
Madison County is not one of the counties served by the Southern Hills Regional Aquifer
System, the only sole source aquifer in Mississippi.

Visitor Use and Experience —The proposed project is on a part of the Parkway property that
is not utilized by the public. Therefore, visitor use and experience is an impact topic not
analyzed further in this environmental assessment.

Wild and Scenic Rivers — The only federally-listed Wild and Scenic River in the state of
Mississippi is a 21-mile segment of Black Creek from Moody’s Landing to Fairley
Bridge Landing, which is over 100 miles from the project site.

Socioeconomic Environment — The proposed project will create a short-term economic
boost to the local economy due to the construction spending but there will be no long-
term impact on the socioeconomic environment. Therefore, the socioeconomic
environment will not be analyzed further in this environmental assessment.

1.7 RELATIONSHIPS TO OTHER PROJECTS AND PLANNING

Other planned projects in the region were considered for potential direct, indirect, and
cumulative impacts that might affect resources within the Parkway. Other than the City
Center development, no other projects were identified.

1.8  APPLICABLE LAWS AND REGULATIONS

Applicable Federal policies, executive orders and regulations, and how they relate to the
resources originally considered are listed in Table 1-1 below. In addition, NPS
Management Policies (NPS 2006a) was used for guidance for numerous impact topics.
Other regulations specific to NPS include the Director’s Orders listed below, and NPS
Organic Act of 1916.

Table 1-1. Applicable Federal Laws and Regulations

Resource Relevant Laws and Regulations
Aesthetics NPS Organic Act
Air Quality Clean Air Act

NPS Organic Act

Coastal Zone Management Coastal Zone Management Act

National Historic Preservation Act
Cultural, Historic, and Archaeological Resources Protection Act
Archaeological Resources NPS Director’s Order #28

NPS Organic Act

Ecologically Critical Areas Endangered Species Act
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Resource

Relevant Laws and Regulations

Energy Requirements and
Conservation

Energy Policy Act
Executive Orders 13031, 13123, 13149

Environmental Justice Executive Order 12898
NPS Organic Act
Executive Order 11988
Floodplains NPS Director’s Order #77-2
Clean Water Act

Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act

Indian Sacred Sites and
Indian Trust Resources

Department of the Interior (DOI) Secretarial Orders No.
3206, 3175

NPS Director’s Orders #66 and #71B

Executive Orders 13007, 13175

Noise

NPS Director’s Order #47
Noise Control Act

Park Operations

NPS Organic Act and NPS Management Policies, 2006

Prime and Unique Farmlands

Farmland Protection Policy Act
Memorandum on Prime and Unique Agricultural Lands and
NEPA (CEQ 1980)

Public Health and Safety

Architectural Barriers Act

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
NPS Director’s Orders #42 and #83
Executive Order 13045

Socioeconomic Resources

NPS Director’s Orders #2 and #12

Soils, Geology, Topography

National Cooperative Soil Survey Standards

Sole Source Aquifers

40 CFR 149

Terrestrial Resources

Migratory Bird Treaty Act
Wilderness Act
Executive Order 13112

Threatened and Endangered
Species

Endangered Species Act
NPS Organic Act

Visitor Use and Experience

NPS Director’s Order #12

Water Quality, Hydrology

Clean Water Act

Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act
Executive Order 11514

Executive Order 12088

Estuary Protection Act

Wetlands

Executive Order 11990

Clean Water Act

Executive Order 12088

NPS Director’s Order #77-1

Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act

Wild and Scenic Rivers

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
NPS Director’s Order #46

Wildlife

Migratory Bird Conservation Act; Migratory Bird Treaty Act
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1.9 REQUIRED PERMITS, LICENSES, CERTIFICATIONS, AND
ASSESSMENTS

The following permits are required for the proposed project:
e Form SF-299, Application for Transportation and Utility Systems and Facilities
on Federal Lands
e ROW Encroachment and Access Permit, Mississippi Department of
Transportation

1.10 SCOPE

This EA was prepared in accordance with National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
guidelines, and it examines the consequences of the proposed action on the environment.
This document analyzes the short-term, long-term, and cumulative effects of the
Preferred Alternatives and the No Action Alternative. By comparing the Preferred
Alternative with the No Action Alternative, and identifying mitigation measures that
would minimize adverse effects, this EA may assist stakeholders in the decision-making
process.

1.11 ORGANIZATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Chapter 1 discusses the location and background of the project, the history and
significance of the Parkway, the purpose and need of the project, the scope of the EA, the
organization of the EA, impact topics considered, evaluated, and dismissed, and
applicable statutory and regulatory requirements. Chapter 2 discusses the Proposed
Alternative, the No Action Alternative, the environmentally Preferred Alternative, and
the alternative that was considered but dismissed. Chapter 3 describes the affected
environment. This chapter discusses physical, natural, and human resources in relation to
the alternatives. Chapter 4 presents the environmental consequences for the described
alternatives to physical, natural, and human resources. Chapter 5 discusses the mitigation
measures that would minimize adverse impacts. Chapter 6 discusses the public
involvement and scoping process as well as agency consultation and coordination that
occurred throughout the NEPA process. Chapter 7 includes a list of document preparers,
Chapter 8 includes the references, and the appendices follow the main report.
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2.0 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

This chapter provides a detailed description of the No Action Alternative, the Preferred
Alternative, and the alternative considered but dismissed.

2.1. NOACTION ALTERNATIVE

The No Action Alternative is required for the NEPA process to review and compare
feasible alternatives to the existing baseline conditions. Under the No Action Alternative,
NPS would not provide a right-of-way across Parkway property for the construction of
the extension of Rice Road and the associated multi-use trail. As depicted in Ridgeland’s
2008 Master Plan (Ridgeland, 2008), access to the City Center development would be
through three routes: West Moon Street and School Street from U.S. Highway 51 and by
Madison Drive from the northwest. This alternative is not preferred as it would not meet
the purpose and would not allow Natchez Trace Parkway visitors to access the Choctaw
Agency Museum on a roadway with an environment similar to the Parkway. Visitors’
only access to the museum would be via U.S. Highway 51 and the unsignalized
intersection with West Moon Street. This alternative would not meet the purpose and
need of the project because it would not provide an additional entrance to the
Development or relieve heavy traffic currently occurring at the three existing entrances
and on Hwy 51.

2.2 PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE

As proposed, this alternative will increase City Center access to four routes, by extending
Rice Road westward across U.S. Highway 51 through about 280 ft. of Parkway property
into the proposed City Center at its northeastern corner. At that point, it will connect to an
internal City Center road and provide access to the proposed Choctaw Agency Museum.
See Figure 1-2. The proposed right-of-way width will range between 111 and 125 ft. to
accommodate a 24 to 38 ft. wide asphaltic concrete road surface with a turn lane on the
southern side, utilities, shallow 20 ft. wide drainage swales on both sides of the road, and
a 10 ft. wide asphaltic concrete multi-use trail. This totals to approximately 0.7 acres of
right-of-way needed across the Parkway property.

About 3/4 of the drainage collected in the swales will flow easterly into the U.S.
Highway 51 drainage system while about 1/4 will flow westerly into the proposed City
Center drainage system. Disturbed soils will be stabilized using seeded grasses that are
appropriate for the season and locale when construction is conducted and concluded.
Some sod may be added if needed.

The new road and multi-use trail segment will be maintained by the City of Ridgeland.
The speed limit for the extension is projected to be 35 mph.
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23  MITIGATION MEASURES OF THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE

Mitigation measures are taken to lessen the adverse effects of the proposed alternative.
Due to associated environmental impacts of this alternative, mitigation will be required
for impacts to noise, soils, water resources, vegetation, and wildlife. Mitigation measures
are discussed in detail in Chapter 5, and summarized below:

e Noise -
Construction activities will be carried out during normal weekday daylight
hours.

e Soils—

Proper construction techniques will be used to minimize soil erosion during
construction followed by the planting of grasses and wildflowers.

e Water Resources —
Proper construction techniques will be used to minimize soil erosion during
construction with grassy and graveled swales installed to promote absorption into
the soil with runoff directed to nearby subsurface drainage systems.

e Vegetation —
The City of Ridgeland plans to plant only native vegetation along the Rice Road
extension and the northern portion of the City Center development. The plantings
will be at least 0.7 acres to replace the vegetative loss due to the proposed project.

e Wildlife -
The native vegetation described above will minimize the loss of wildlife habitat due
to construction of the Rice Road extension.

24  ALTERNATIVE CONSIDERED BUT DISMISSED

An additional alternative, constructing multiple access drives to City Center from U.S.
Highway 51, was identified during the internal scoping process. This alternative was
dismissed from further analysis due to technical feasibility and safety considerations.

The City Center property is bound by Madison Drive on the west, the Parkway on the
north, School Street to the south, and U.S. Highway 51 on the east. Current access to the
City Center property is by Madison Drive from the west, School Street from the south,
and West Moon Street from the east. Both School Street and West Moon Street connect
to U.S. Highway 51. The Parkway prevents access from the north. Additional access
points are possible along the east side of the site by constructing multiple access drives
from U.S. Highway 51. However, due to the traffic volume and congestion along U.S.
Highway 51, it was determined that restricting access between City Center and this major
highway to only a limited number of streets instead of multiple drives would improve
vehicle flow and increase traffic safety. Therefore, this alternative was dismissed.

2.5. SELECTION OF THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

There are only two viable alternatives for the proposed project — to extend Rice Road as
proposed by the City of Ridgeland (the Proposed Alternative) or the No Action
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Alternative. The preferred alternative is to extend Rice Road and the associated multi-use
trail west of U.S. Highway 51 across approximately 280" of Parkway property to create a
fourth entrance into the City Center development. This alternative will allow Parkway
visitors to access the Choctaw Agency Museum by exiting the parkway at the Parkway
Information Cabin, continuing onto Rice Rd., then crossing US Hwy. 51 into the City
Center development. This would provide City Center and museum visitors with a route
that provides natural aesthetics similar to the Parkway. The proposed alternative will
provide a roadway cross-section very similar to the Natchez Trace Parkway and will be
lined with forested area along each side. This will allow Parkway visitors to continue the
Natchez Trace Parkway experience as they travel to and from city Center and the
Choctaw Agency Museum. The Proposed Alternative is preferred because it will create
an additional entrance to the development and help reduce traffic congestion along U.S.
Highway 51.

2.6. ENVIRONMENTALLY PREFERABLE ALTERNATIVE

The Environmentally Preferable Alternative is determined by applying the criteria from
Section 2.7 (D) of NPS Director’s Order #12. These are the same criteria outlined in
NEPA, which is guided by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations.
CEQ regulations provide direction that “the Environmentally Preferable Alternative is the
alternative that will best promote the national environmental policy as expressed in
Section 101(b) of NEPA.” Generally, this means the alternative that causes the least
damage to the biological and physical environment. It also means the alternative that best
protects, preserves, and enhances historic, cultural and natural resources.

Consistency with Section 101(b) of NEPA

NPS policy requires the identification of an Environmentally Preferable Alternative to aid
NPS decision-makers in choosing among the alternatives. The Environmentally
Preferable Alternative is the alternative that will promote the national environmental
policy as expressed by NEPA. This includes alternatives that meet the six goal statements
of Section 101(b) of NEPA, which are listed in Table 2-1. A summary of both
alternatives and whether each would meet the goal statements is also presented in Table
2-1.

Table 2-1. Selection of the Environmentally Preferable Alternative

NEPA GOAL STATEMENT NO ACTION PROPOSED
ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE
(1) Fulfill the responsibilities of each Contributes toward Contributes toward
generation as trustee of the meeting this goal. meeting this goal.

environment for succeeding
generations.

(2) Assure for all generations safe, Contributes toward Contributes toward
healthful, productive, and meeting this goal. meeting this goal.
aesthetically and culturally
pleasing surroundings.

(3) Attain the widest range of Interferes with achieving | Contributes toward
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beneficial uses of the this goal. meeting this goal.
environment without
degradation, risk of health or
safety, or other undesirable
and unintended consequences.

(4) Preserve important historic, Contributes toward Contributes toward
cultural and natural aspects of our | meeting this goal. meeting this goal.
national heritage and maintain,
wherever possible, an
environment that supports
diversity and variety of
individual choice.

(5) Achieve a balance between Interferes with achieving | Contributes toward
population and resource use that this goal. meeting this goal.
will permit high standards of
living and a wide sharing of life’s

amenities.
(6) Enhance the quality of renewable Contributes toward Contributes toward
resources and approach the meeting this goal. meeting this goal.

maximum attainable recycling of
depletable resources.

The No Action Alternative would not meet the management goals and objectives of the
City of Ridgeland for this project. In addition, the No Action Alternative does not fulfill
the provisions of the NEPA goals, as summarized in Table 2-1. The Preferred Alternative
contributes towards meeting the six goal statements of Section 101(b) of NEPA.
Therefore, the Preferred Alternative is also the Environmentally Preferable Alternative.

2.7. COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES
Table 2-2 compares and contrasts the alternatives, including the degree to which each
alternative accomplishes the purpose or fulfills the need identified in the Purpose and

Need section.

Table 2-2. Comparative Summary of Alternatives

PROJECT OBJECTIVE | NO ACTION PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE

Need: Provide an additional | Rice Road would not be Traffic into City Center

entrance to the proposed extended to provide a fourth | would flow more smoothly

City Center development to | entrance to City Center. with four entrances. There

relieve anticipated heavy Traffic congestion would would be some lessening of

traffic at the three existing | occur at three entrances and | traffic congestion along

entrances to the site as well | would continue on U.S. U.S. Highway 51 in the

as the existing heavy traffic | Highway 51. immediate vicinity.

on the adjacent segment of

U.S. Highway 51.
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28 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

Table 2-3 summarizes the direct and indirect impacts to the resources at the park for the
Ridgeland Proposed Alternative and the No Action Alternative.

Table 2-3. Summary of Environmental Consequences

RESOURCE

NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

Noise

-No impact

-Short-term, minor, adverse
impact from construction
noise

-No impact after completion
of construction

Soils

-No impact

-Short-term, minor, adverse
impact from soil disturbance
during construction

-No impact after completion
of construction

Water Resources

-No impact

-Short-term, minor, adverse
impact from soil disturbance and
resulting sedimentation during
construction

-No impact after completion
of construction

Vegetation

-No impact

-Minor, long-term, adverse
impact due to permanent
removal of vegetation from site
(localized)

Wildlife

-No impact

-Minor, long-term, adverse
impact due to permanent
removal of habitat from site
(localized)

Archaeological and Native
American Sites

-No impact

-No impact expected, based on
cultural resources survey.

Traffic Circulation and
Congestion

-Traffic congestion would likely
increase

- Would stabilize traffic situation
in project area

Aesthetics

-No impact

- Minor impact to viewshed,
due to loss of vegetation in
project area. City has agreed to
landscape with native species in
a manner compatible with the
Parkway.

Public Health and Safety

-Traffic safety would likely
worsen

-Would stabilize traffic safety in
project area

Infrastructure -No impact -No long-term impacts

Parkway Operations -No impact -Long-term impacts would be
negligible

Land Use -No impact -Long-term impacts would be

negligible
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
3.1 CHAPTER OVERVIEW

Chapter 3.0 describes the existing environmental resources of the area that would be
affected if the Proposed Project were implemented. The descriptions, data, and analyses
focus on the specific conditions or consequences that may result from implementing the
Proposed Action as required by NPS Director’s Order #12 and Handbook: Conservation
Planning, Environmental Impact Analysis, and Decision Making, which sets forth the
policy and procedures by which NPS will comply with NEPA (NPS 2001).

A description of existing environmental conditions provides a better understanding of
planning issues and establishes a benchmark by which the magnitude of environmental
effects of the Preferred Alternative and the No Action Alternative can be compared. The
information in Chapter 3.0 is organized by the same environmental topics used to
organize the impact analysis in Chapter 4.0.

Chapter 3.0 addresses the topics that were not dismissed from further consideration as
described in Chapter 1.0 for the project area. The topics are organized by resource:
physical resources, natural resources, human environment, visitor use and experience,
and park operations.

3.2 PHYSICAL AND NATURAL RESOURCES
3.2.1 Noise

Current anthropogenic noise sources at the project area are predominately motor vehicles
along the Parkway, U.S. Highway 51, and other nearby streets. There is an occasional
train along the Canadian National Railroad located adjacent to Madison Drive about 750'
to the west. Natural sounds (calls from birds and wildlife) are also present in the project
area.

3.2.2 Soils

The soils at the site are Byram silt loam, a moderately well drained soil that has a
fragipan overlying clayey material. These soils formed from loess (windblown) deposits.
The surface layer and upper part of the subsoil range from very strongly acid to medium
acid. The lower part of the subsoil ranges from medium acid to neutral. The underlying
material ranges from slightly acid to moderately alkaline. Erosion is a moderate hazard
for Byram silt loam. Soils on a portion of the site were mechanically covered by roughly
placed and ungraded piles of soil at some point in the past, perhaps when the terrain of
the adjacent City Center site was graded to a flat surface approximately 40 years ago.
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3.2.3 Water Resources

No water bodies or wetlands are in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project site.
Runoff from most of the site travels toward U.S. Highway 51where water is captured by
the highway’s drainage system. Runoff from about the western quarter of the site flows
southwesterly onto the City Center site, which presently depends on overland drainage.
Quality of the runoff appears to be good, having fallen on forested land then being
filtered through the forest’s detritus and vegetation.

3.2.4 Vegetation

The upland vegetation on the proposed site was moderately impacted by soil-dumping
activities decades ago, but the vegetation has long since recovered and colonized the
dumped sediment.

The mowed U.S. Highway 51 shoulder is dominated by a variety of native and nonnative
grasses and low shrubs. The forest margin on the eastern side of the forest contains a
thick growth of scrub-shrubs, saplings, and vines, most of which are not indigenous. Gulf
South Pipeline Company maintains a thirty foot-wide, pipeline right-of-way that runs
north to south through the proposed site. It has been cleared of trees and shrubs along its
entire length and is bush-hogged regularly. It contains the grasses, perennials, and
herbaceous species found throughout the remainder of the site although it is not as thickly
covered due to cutting.

The forested, central area of the site has a thin canopy dominated by sugarberry (Celtis
laevigata) and loblolly pine (Pinus taeda). Several larger pines are dead and
deteriorating. The underbrush is dominated by invasive species, mostly Chinese privet
(Ligustrum sinense) and nandina (Nandina compacta), and a variety of indigenous
hardwood saplings. The forest floor is heavily blanketed with a detrital mat, which
combined with low light conditions, cause it to support limited plant diversity. Vines
such as peppervine (Ampelopsis arborea), Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera japonica),
and poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans) are found throughout the site but are not so
thick as to prohibit passage.

The dominant plants on the site are listed in Table 3-1.
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Table 3-1 Dominant Plants on the Proposed Site (10-23-2012)

Hwy 51 ROW Forest Margin Forest
Bermudagrass (Cynodon | Chinaball tree (Melia azedarach) Sugarberry (Celtis laevigata)
dactylon) sap Loblolly pine (Pinus taeda)

Johnsongrass (Sorghum
halepense)

Dallisgrass (Paspalum
dilatatum)

Spiny amaranth
(Amaranthus spinosus)

Thistle (Sonchus sp.)

Vaseygrass (Paspalum
urvillei)

Goosegrass (Eleusine
indica)

Chinese privet (Ligustrum
sinense)

Golden rod (Solidago canadensis)

Sumac (Rhus sp.)

Peppervine (Ampelopsis arborea)

Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera
japonica)

Frost aster (Aster pilosus)

Common ragweed (Ambrosia
artemisiifolia)

Marsh elder (lva frutescens)

Elderberry (Sambucus nigra)

Chinese privet (Ligustrum sinense)
Nandina (Nandina compacta)
Peppervine (Ampelopsis arborea)
Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera japonica)
Poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans)
Water oak (Quercus nigra) sap
White oak (Quercus alba) sap
Muscadine (Vitis rotundifolia)
Willow oak (Quercus phellos) sap
Wild plum (Prunus sp.)

Winged elm (Ulmus alata) sap

Post oak (Quercus stellata) sap

Cow oak (Quercus Michauxii) sap

sap = sapling
3.2.5 Wildlife

Wildlife habitat on this site is primarily upland, deciduous forest with a few pines,
scrub-shrub, and rough grass lawn that are dominated by intrusive species. The habitat is
heavily segmented by past human activities that include roads, a pipeline right-of-way, a
seven-foot chain link and barbed-wire fence on the western border, and an abandoned
industrial development. These developments segmented the habitat and cut the forest
habitat on the proposed site down to a narrow wedge of trees next to a very busy
highway.

Probably due to this segmentation, wildlife use of the site appears to be low. Other than a
mockingbird, a brown thrasher, and a gray squirrel, no wildlife was seen on site during a
site visit in the fall of 2012. In addition to direct observation, other evidence of wildlife
included a deer track in a dried tire rut on the pipeline right-of-way, four animal burrow
entrances the size of a football (about 7" by 11") and somewhat flattened on the bottom
with light leafy liter, two very round animal burrow entrances the size of a ping-pong ball
(about 1.5" diameter) cleared of debris and descending straight down, two piles of rabbit
feces on logs, and what appeared to be a squirrel nest near the top of a very tall
sugarberry tree. Possible occupants of the larger animal burrows are foxes, raccoons,
skunks, armadillos, and opossums. Possible occupants of the smaller animal burrows are
chipmunks and snakes. As stated in Section 1.6.3, threatened and endangered species
were dismissed from further analysis based on comments from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks.
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3.3  HUMAN ENVIRONMENT
3.3.1 Archaeological and Native American Sites

The Mississippi Department of Archives and History was contacted and determined that
due to the topography and the proximity of recorded archaeological sites, a cultural
resources survey should be performed on the approximately 0.7 acres of Parkway
property to be disturbed. A Phase | Cultural Resources Survey was completed by the
Cobb Institute of Archaeology, Mississippi State University on October 24, 2012. The
survey concluded that much of the project area had been severely impacted by past land-
disturbing activities and found no cultural resources present other than modern trash. See
Appendix D. Upon review of this survey, the Department of Archives and History stated
“ ... we have no objections with the proposed project.” Refer to Appendix E — Letter
from Greg Williamson, Review and Compliance Officer, December 19, 2012.

3.3.2 Traffic Circulation and Congestion

The City Center project will bring a new mixed used development to Ridgeland, meaning
increased traffic into the area. The City Center area currently has three access points with
a fourth access being proposed with the extension of Rice Road. The proposed extension
will help ease the traffic loading on the other access roads to City Center, providing a
safe and convenient entrance into the development.

The City Center development is currently bounded by School Street to the south,
Madison Avenue to the west, U.S. Highway 51, a five-lane north-south federal highway
to the east, and the Natchez Trace Parkway to the north. Moon Street currently runs west-
to-east from Madison Avenue to U.S. Highway 51, splitting the site. School Street will
be realigned and will be the primary access point into the development. School Street
will carry traffic from U.S. Highway 51 through the development and west into the
Freedom Ridge Park and the industrial park area. The proposed development will
terminate Madison Avenue into Moon Street combining these two roadways. Rice Road
is a two-lane road with its western terminus at U.S. Highway 51. It is connected with the
Parkway through the U.S. Highway 51/Parkway exchange.

The heaviest traffic in the project vicinity is on U.S. Highway 51. The 2012 Ridgeland
Transportation Plan update characterized that section of U.S. Highway 51 as level of
service “F” defined as “the level of service where traffic is forced and there exist frequent
breakdowns in traffic flow. Traffic volumes generally exceed 100% of (the) roadway’s
capacity.” Traffic on Rice Road is characterized as level of service “E” meaning “the
capacity level where traffic volumes range from 75% to 100% of capacity.” In the
vicinity of the proposed project, three traffic lights are located on U.S. Highway 51; at
School Street, at Rice Road, and at Jackson Street to the north of the Parkway. Traffic
signal spillback occurs between Jackson Street and Rice Road during heavy travel times.
Spillback occurs when a red traffic signal backs up traffic to a second upstream light
making cars at the second light unable to move forward when the light is green.
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U.S. Highway 51 has Average Dailey Traffic of 31,000 vehicles per day and experiences
congestion during the heavy travel times. The extension of Rice Rd. would allow traffic
from the City Center development to reach Rice Rd. without being forced onto U.S.
Highway 51. The extension of Rice Road will allow Parkway visitors to easily reach the
City Center development and the Choctaw Agency Museum by a direct route without
interaction with the congested traffic on U.S. Highway 51.

The traffic on the proposed Rice Rd. extension is expected to be limited to City Center
visitors because the development layout will prohibit rapid traffic movement. The City
Center development roadway layout will encourage slow traffic movement by use of
curves, narrow lanes, road-side parking, and frequent stop signs. These traffic features
will help prevent the use of the development as a short-cut route and will help limit the
traffic on the proposed extension to only City Center visitors.

According to traffic counts performed by the Mississippi Department of Transportation,
Rice Road carries approximately 12,000 vehicles per day. The current City Center site
plan can be estimated to have approximately 3,500 vehicles per day entering and exiting
the development. This traffic includes approximately 100 vehicles per day accessing the
Choctaw Agency Museum. If one quarter of the expected development traffic uses the
Rice Road extension to access the property, the extension can expect approximately 875
vehicles per day. Approximately 875 vehicles per day will allow the Rice Road
extension to have an “A” level of service meaning, “relatively free traffic flow with
traffic volumes between 0% and 35% of capacity.” The additional development traffic is
also not expected to significantly affect the current traffic loading of Rice Road.

3.3.3 Aesthetics

The Parkway maintains a natural aesthetic feel with preservation of natural and historic
sites a major component of the Parkway experience. However, the project area is located
in a portion of the Parkway property away from the Parkway proper. It is adjacent to
heavily traveled U.S. Highway 51 and has no special natural, historic, or aesthetic
characteristics. The surrounding area consists of typical urban/suburban land uses.

3.3.4 Public Health and Safety

Safety is a top priority for the Parkway. The project area is located away from the
traveled Parkway and is adjacent to U.S. Highway 51. Due to the location of this site, the
greatest safety concern is the traffic congestion on U.S. Highway 51 in the vicinity of its
connection with the Parkway.

3.3.5 Infrastructure

Due to the location of the project site, the project would not affect the Parkway

infrastructure. However, two gas pipelines, a fiber cable, and electrical lines are on the
site of the proposed Rice Road extension.

29



3.3.6 Land Use

Current land use on the project site consists primarily of forest with a small area adjacent
to U.S. Highway 51 covered by grasses and low shrubs.

3.4  VISITOR USE AND EXPERIENCE

The Parkway is a 444-mile National Scenic Byway connecting Natchez, Mississippi and
Nashville, Tennessee. The Parkway is designed principally for recreational motorists with
numerous designated roadside interpretive centers featuring nature and historic points of
interest. The proposed project site is isolated from the Parkway and is not used by visitors
because it is not easily accessible from the Parkway, it has no special features, and the
NPS does not promote its use. No parking is available except on the shoulder of U.S.
Highway 51.

3.5 PARKWAY OPERATIONS
The Parkway staff maintains the Parkway roadway, trails, buildings, and grounds. The
proposed project site is somewhat isolated from the Parkway proper. The Parkway

performs no regular maintenance on this portion of the Parkway property as the shoulders
alongside U.S. Highway 51 are mowed by the Mississippi Department of Transportation.
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4.0 IMPACT ANALYSIS
41 CHAPTER OVERVIEW

NEPA requires the disclosure of environmental impacts associated with the alternatives
including the No Action Alternative. This section presents the environmental impacts of
the Preferred Alternative and the No Action Alternative on physical resources, natural
resources, human environment, visitor use and experience, and park operations. These
analyses provide the basis for comparing the effects of the alternatives. NEPA requires
consideration of context, intensity and duration of impacts, indirect impacts, cumulative
impacts, and measures to mitigate for impacts.

Chapter 4 describes and analyzes potential environmental effects on the physical
resources, natural resources, human environment, visitor use and experience, and park
operations associated with the Action Alternative and the No Action Alternative. In
addition, cumulative impacts, as defined in regulations developed by the CEQ (Code of
Federal Regulations, Title 40, Section 1508.7) are discussed throughout this chapter for
each resource. A cumulative impact is the impact on the environment that results from
the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions, regardless of who undertakes such other actions. Cumulative
impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking
place over a period of time.

4.1.1 Statutory Requirements

Primary laws and guidance documents that guided the development of this EA are:

e National Park Service Organic Act of 1916 (16U.S.C. 1-4, et seq.) — Created the
National Park Service to promote and regulate the use of national parks,
monuments, and reservations, by such means and measures as to conserve the
scenery and the natural and historic objects and the wildlife therein and to provide
for the enjoyment of the land in such manner that will leave them unimpaired for
the enjoyment of future generations.

e The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 — Public Law 91-190 established
a broad national policy to improve the relationship between humans and their
environment and sets out policies and goals to ensure that environmental
considerations are given careful attention and appropriate weight in all decisions
of the federal government. This legislation requires and guides the preparation of
this EA.

e National Park Service Regulations and Policies — Actions proposed in this
document are subject to the NPS Director’s Order #2 (Park Planning), Director’s
Order #12 (Conservation Planning, Environmental Impact Analysis, and
Decision-making), and Director’s Order #77 (Natural Resource Protection).
Actions are also subject to the service-wide policy document, Management
Policies (NPS 2006a).
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4.1.2 Methods for Evaluating Environmental Effects

The method of analysis of potential effects is based on the Director’s Order #12
Handbook [sec 5.4(f)]. Four categories of effects are considered: direct effects, indirect
effects, cumulative effects and impairment. The context, duration, and intensity of the
impacts must also be defined. Intensity of effects and thresholds of significance are
defined for both beneficial and adverse effects. These are further defined in Section
4.1.2.2.

Where quantitative data were not available, best professional judgment was used to
determine impacts. In general, the thresholds used come from existing literature,
consultation with subject experts, and appropriate agencies.

To analyze impacts, methods were selected to predict the potential change in park
resources that would occur with the implementation of the alternatives. Evaluation factors
were established for each impact topic to assess the changes in resource conditions of the
alternative. The proposed project area is located at the intersection of Rice Road and U.S.
Highway 51 in Ridgeland, Mississippi adjacent to and crossing Parkway property.

4.1.2.1 Impact Categories
Three impact categories are used in this analysis and defined below.

Direct Effects — Direct effects are impacts that are caused by the alternative at the same
time and in the same place as the action.

Indirect Effects — Indirect effects are impacts caused by the alternatives that occur later
in time or farther in distance than the action.

Cumulative Impacts — A cumulative impact is the impact on the environment that
results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of who undertakes such other actions.
Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant
actions taking place over a period of time. The proposed City Center development is the
only project of this nature identified in the vicinity of the proposed Rice Road extension.

4.1.2.2 Impact Definitions
Each potential impact is described in terms of its context (site-specific, local, or regional),
duration (short-term or long-term), and intensity (negligible, minor, moderate, or major).

For the purposes of analysis, the following definitions, unless stated otherwise, are used
for all impact topics:

32



Duration

Short-term impacts: Impacts that might occur during the site preparation and construction
phases of the Rice Road extension or in the short term (1 to 6 months) after completion of
construction.

Long-term impacts: Those impacts occurring from completion of the Rice Road
extension through the next 10 years.

Intensity
Negligible: Impacts would have no measurable or perceptible changes to the resource.

Beneficial: Resource improvements would occur and would have a perceptible change to
the resource within the Parkway.

Adverse:
Minor: Impacts would be measurable or perceptible but would be localized within
a relatively small area. The overall viability of the resource would not be affected
and, if left alone, would recover.

Moderate: Impacts would cause a change in the resource; however, the impact
would remain localized.

Major: Impacts to the resource would be substantial, highly noticeable, and
permanent.

4.2 PHYSICAL AND NATURAL RESOURCES
4.2.1 Noise

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be built and no construction activities would take
place. There would be no increase in noise levels, as the current conditions within the
project area would remain unchanged.

Preferred Alternative — The construction phase of the proposed project would have short-
term, minor, adverse impacts on noise levels at the project site. Noise is expected to be
generated from the operation of the construction equipment. Noise impacts would be
localized near the construction site with these impacts lasting only for the duration of
construction activities, estimated to be about four months. Most Parkway usage is by
motorists traveling along the Parkway that would quickly pass the construction site. Also,
the construction site is located more than 400" from the Parkway traffic lanes at the
closest point and is buffered by trees. Therefore, the noise generated would have little or
no effect on Parkway users. The closest residences are about 350" from the construction
site so there could be some limited disruption to those residents. However, it should be
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noted that U.S. Highway 51, a major five-lane transportation artery with its associated
noise, is between those residences and the construction site. Construction noise is
expected to temporarily impact avian and other wildlife in close proximity to the
construction site but the above statement regarding traffic noise from U.S. Highway 51
applies. Also, these impacts would cease after the proposed construction is completed.

There would be no change in noise following the construction period.

Cumulative Impacts — During the construction phase of the City Center development,
some short-term, minor, adverse impacts from noise associated with construction
equipment are anticipated. Most of the City Center development is located further from
the Parkway than the Rice Road extension and is buffered by trees. Long term impacts
would be negligible. When the long-term negligible impacts of noise associated with the
Rice Road extension construction are added to similar impacts of the City Center
development, cumulative impacts of noise in the long-term would be negligible.

Conclusion — The implementation of the proposed project would result in short-term,
minor, adverse impacts to noise from construction equipment. However, these will be
minimized by the distance from the Parkway and the buffering effect of trees. Noise
impacts would subside to no impact upon completion of the proposed construction.
Current noise impacting the Parkway would remain unchanged under the No Action
Alternative. Cumulative, long-term, adverse impacts from noise are anticipated to be
negligible.

4.2.2 Soils

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no effect on soils.

Preferred Alternative — Erosion is a moderate hazard for the Byram silt loam at the site.
During construction, there will be some soil disturbance due to shaping and grading.
There is also a likelihood that some additional soil will be imported to the site to build a
base for the road and trail before capping with impervious asphalt. With proper
construction techniques to prevent soil erosion, any adverse, short-term impacts would be
minor. With the installation of grasses and other low perennials to stabilize the soils,
long-term impacts would be negligible.

Cumulative Impacts — Previously, the area of the Parkway being assessed was used to
dump excess soils. The Rice Road extension would also likely bring in additional soils
for roadway construction, but the cumulative impact of the new fill and the existing
foreign soils would be negligible within the surrounding environment.

Conclusion — No impact on soils would result from the No Action Alternative. The

implementation of the proposed project would result in minor, short-term, adverse
impacts on the soils with long-term and cumulative impacts also being negligible.
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4.2.3 Water Resources

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no effect on water quality.

Preferred Alternative — During construction, there would be some soil disturbance due to
shaping and grading. Proper construction techniques would be utilized to minimize
sediment entering local streams making short-term impacts minor. No street curbs or
gutters will be constructed; grassy and graveled swales will promote water absorption into
the soil and convey any runoff to the subsurface drainage systems of U.S. Highway 51 and
City Center. Long-term, adverse impacts on water quality would be negligible.

Cumulative Impacts — The water resources in the proposed project area will experience
little change once the roadway construction is complete. The mitigation techniques being
utilized will help improve water quality and provide habitat. The cumulative, adverse
impacts of the project within the larger urbanized environment would be negligible.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would have no impact on water quality. The
implementation of the proposed project would result in minor, adverse, short-term
impacts on water quality with long-term and cumulative adverse impacts being
negligible.

4.2.4 Vegetation

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no effect on vegetation.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would require the removal of forest and scrub-shrub vegetation from
approximately 0.7 acres of Parkway property. Approximately 70% of the site would be
converted to mowed grassland. This would be a permanent change with a minor, adverse
impact since it is a localized change confined to this site.

Cumulative Impacts — Cumulative impacts of this project with past clearing associated
with previous U.S. Highway 51 widening in 2001 would be minor, especially in the
larger context of being located in an already urbanized environment.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would have no impact on vegetation. The

implementation of the proposed project would result in a permanent change in the
vegetation on the site; the impact will be localized and therefore, minor.
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425 Wildlife

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no effect on wildlife.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would require the removal of forest and scrub-shrub vegetation providing
wildlife habitat from approximately 0.7 acres of Parkway property. Wildlife activity on
the site appears to be low due to the small area and its location in a primarily urban
setting. The removal of the vegetation and wildlife habitat would be permanent with
minor, adverse impact since it is a localized change confined to this site.

Cumulative Impacts — Cumulative impacts of this project with past clearing and wildlife
habitat destruction associated with previous U.S. Highway 51 widening in 2001 would be
minor, especially in the larger context of being located in an already urbanized
environment.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would have no impact on existing wildlife
habitat. The implementation of the proposed project would result in a permanent change
in the wildlife habitat on the site; the impact will be localized and therefore, minor. As
stated in Section 1.6.3, threatened and endangered species were dismissed from further
analysis based on comments from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Mississippi
Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks.

43 HUMAN ENVIRONMENT
4.3.1 Archaeological and Native American Sites

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no impact on archaeological and Native American
sites.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would require clearing and ground disturbance on approximately 0.7 acres
of Parkway property. The Mississippi Department of Archives and History was consulted
and determined that a cultural resources survey should be performed on the project site.
A Phase | Cultural Resources Survey was completed by the Cobb Institute of
Archaeology, Mississippi State University on October 24, 2012. The survey concluded
that much of the project area had been severely impacted by past land-disturbing
activities and found no cultural resources present other than modern trash. See Appendix
D.
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Cumulative Impacts — Any impact on archaeological and Native American sites may
have already occurred due to previous land-disturbing activities. The cumulative impact
of adding this project to previous activity would be neglible.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would have no impact on archaeological and
Native American sites. No cultural resources were found during a Phase | Cultural
Resources Survey. Therefore, construction of the Rice Road extension and associated
multi-use trail is not expected to have any impact on such sites. However, should any
archaeological or Native American sites be encountered during construction, construction
activities will halt and Parkway and Department of Archives and History officials will be
notified immediately.

4.3.2 Traffic Circulation and Congestion

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. It is likely that local traffic,
including Parkway traffic, would experience long-term congestion due to the increase in
traffic created by the City Center development without providing additional access to the
developed area. Parkway visitors would also be forced onto U.S. Highway 51 in order to
reach the proposed City Center development and the Choctaw Agency Museum. The No
Action Alternative would likely cause localized, long-term traffic congestion resulting in
a moderate environmental impact.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would provide a fourth entrance to the proposed City Center development
and allow for smoother long-term, local traffic flow. Parkway visitors would have access
to the Choctaw Agency Museum allowing the users to continue the Natchez Trace
Parkway experience. The extension of Rice Road would have beneficial local impacts
due to the increased access to the development and reduction of traffic in the area.

Cumulative Impacts — The cumulative impact of the Rice Road extension with prior
traffic generation in the area would serve to stabilize the traffic situation in the project
vicinity and on the Parkway. The project will provide beneficial long-term, local traffic
impacts.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would likely lead to a worsening of traffic
conditions along U.S. Highway 51 by forcing additional traffic from Rice Road and the
Natchez Trace Parkway onto U.S. Highway 51 in order to reach the City Center
development. Constructing the Rice Road extension would serve to stabilize the traffic
situation in the project vicinity and on the Parkway.

4.3.3 Aesthetics
No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and

the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no impact on aesthetics.

37



Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would create some short-term, minor, adverse impact by disrupting the
natural view of the area. The natural view of the area will be permanently altered by
converting the area to a roadway. The impact would be minor since the site is a portion of
the Parkway not readily visible to Parkway travelers and due to its limited extent.

Cumulative Impacts — The aesthetics of the current view shed along the reach of the
Parkway being assessed are currently made up of U.S. Highway 51. Therefore, the
cumulative impacts of this activity along with past and present activities in this area will
have a minor impact on aesthetics.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would have no impact on existing aesthetics.
The implementation of the proposed project would result in a permanent change in the
area but the impact would be minor since it is localized to a small site not readily visible
to Parkway travelers.

4.3.4 Public Health and Safety

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. It is likely that traffic congestion
in the area including on the Parkway would worsen due to increased traffic created by the
new City Center development without an increase in access. This increased traffic
congestion would create the possibility of more automobile accidents.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would provide a fourth access point to the proposed City Center
development. This would allow for smoother traffic flow and increased traffic safety by
providing another signalized access point into the development and relieving the traffic
loading on the unsignalized Moon Street access point. The proposed alternative will also
help reduce the traffic and improve safety on a congested section of U.S. Highway 51, by
providing vehicles traveling between the development, Rice Road, and the Natchez Trace
Parkway access without entering U.S. Highway 51. These improvements will provide a
long-term beneficial impact on the public safety in the area surrounding the development.

Cumulative Impacts — The cumulative impact of the Rice Road extension with prior
traffic generation in the area would serve to stabilize traffic safety in the project vicinity.
The Rice Road extension along with other likely traffic improvements along the U.S 51
corridor through Ridgeland will provide beneficial long-term, local cumulative impacts.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would likely lead to a worsening of traffic

safety in the area by restricting City Center access to three points. Constructing the Rice
Road extension would serve to stabilize traffic safety in the project vicinity.
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4.35 Infrastructure

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no impact on infrastructure.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would have no effect on the Parkway infrastructure. Some of the existing
infrastructure (gas pipelines, fiber cable, and electric lines) would need to be adjusted to
accommodate construction; any impacts would be short-term and negligible.

Cumulative Impacts — The cumulative impacts of this activity with past and present
activities would be minor.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would have no impact. Constructing the Rice
Road extension would necessitate some adjustments to existing infrastructure with
negligible short-term impacts. There would be no long-term impacts.

436 Land Use

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no impact on land use.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would require the removal of forest and scrub-shrub vegetation from
approximately 0.7 acres of Parkway property. Approximately 30% of the site would be
converted to a paved street and multi-use trail with the remaining 70% converted to
mowed grassland. This would be a permanent land use change with minor, adverse
impact since it is a localized change confined to this site.

Cumulative Impacts — Cumulative impacts of this project with past clearing and land use
change associated with previous U.S. Highway 51 widening in 2001 would be minor.

Conclusion — The No Action Alternative would have no impact on land use. The
implementation of the preferred alternative would result in a permanent change in land
use on the site. The extent of the change is very limited; the impact will be localized and
therefore, minor.

4.4 VISITOR USE AND EXPERIENCE
No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and

the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no impact on visitor use and experience.

39



Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would have no impact on visitor use and experience since the proposed
project site is isolated from the Parkway, is not easily accessible, is not currently used by
Parkway visitors, has no special features or parking, and the NPS does not promote its
use. Should Parkway visitors choose to visit the Choctaw Agency Museum, the Rice
Road extension will provide an environment similar to the Parkway.

Cumulative Impacts — There would be no cumulative impacts of this activity with past
and present activities.

Conclusion — Neither the No Action Alternative nor the construction of the Rice road
extension would have any impact.

45 PARKWAY OPERATIONS

No Action Alternative — Under the No Action Alternative, the Rice Road extension and
the associated multi-use trail would not be constructed. There would be no change in
baseline conditions and therefore, no impact on parkway operations.

Preferred Alternative — Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated
multi-use trail would have negligible impacts on Parkway operations. A very small
section of Parkway property would be isolated from the main body of Parkway property
by the Rice Road extension. Maintenance of the roadway, multi-use trail, and the right-
of-way would become the responsibility of the City of Ridgeland.

Cumulative Impacts — Cumulative impacts would be limited to those of the Preferred
Alternative.

Conclusion — The impacts of both the No Action Alternative and the Preferred
Alternative would be negligible.
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5.0 MITIGATION MEASURES
5.1 NOISE

Construction activities would produce noise within the project area. Noise levels are not
expected to impact Parkway users but may impact residents near the project area. Impacts
to these residents will be mitigated by restricting construction activities to normal
weekday daylight hours.

5.2  SOILS

Construction activities could cause soil erosion. Industry-standard construction techniques
will be used to minimize soil erosion during construction. After construction, barren soil
surfaces will be planted with grasses and seeded with an area-appropriate mixture of
wildflower seeds.

5.3  WATER RESOURCES

Construction activities could cause soil erosion and the resulting sedimentation. Industry-
standard construction techniques will minimize sedimentation during construction.
Installation of grassy and graveled swales will promote water absorption into the soil and
convey any runoff to the subsurface drainage systems of U.S. Highway 51 and City Center.

54  VEGETATION

The City of Ridgeland plans to plant only native vegetation along the Rice Road extension
and the northern portion of the City Center development. The goal of the development is to
provide a center for City activities that will transition into a natural setting containing the
Choctaw Agency Museum and a green education center. The vegetation planted along the
extension and throughout the development will total at least 0.7 acres, thereby replacing the
vegetation lost due to the proposed project.

55  WILDLIFE

Construction of the Rice Road extension and the associated multi-use trail will cause the
loss of a limited amount of wildlife habitat. As stated above, the City of Ridgeland intends
to plant only native vegetation along the Rice Road extension and the northern portion of
the City Center development. This will provide habitat for wildlife to help offset the habitat
loss due to the roadway and trail construction.
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6.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND AGENCY COORDINATION
6.1 SCOPING

Scoping is an effort to involve agencies and the general public in determining the scope
of issues to be addressed in the environmental document. Scoping includes consultation
with any interested agency, or any agency with jurisdiction by law or expertise to obtain
early input. Among other tasks, scoping determines important issues and eliminates
issues determined to be unimportant, allocates assignments among the project team
members, identifies related projects, and identifies permits required. Scoping includes
both internal and external scoping activities.

Internal scoping refers to the process used to define issues, alternatives, and data needs.
The City Center concept was set forth in the City of Ridgeland 2008 Master Plan with
considerable public input. Dean and Dean Architects were later commissioned to help
develop a master plan for the proposed City Center development. The original concept
proposed in 2008 and the later City Center Master Plan (dated 2010) are both shown in
Appendix A. The 2010 City Center Master Plan proposed the extension of Rice Road to
provide a fourth access point to City Center.

External scoping consisted of contacting various agencies concerning the proposed Rice
Road extension as discussed below in Section 7.2, Agency and Stakeholder Consultation.

This EA will be reviewed by the National Park Service at the Park and Regional levels.
The document may undergo revision, then be resubmitted to the Region for approval.
Once approved, the EA is open for public comment for 30 days. If no substantive
comments are received and no further impacts are identified, a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) is submitted to the Region for signature.

6.2 AGENCY AND STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION

Consultation letters were mailed to local and federal agencies during the summer of 2012
requesting consultation and comments regarding the proposed project. Agencies
contacted included Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality Air Toxics Branch,
Mississippi Department of Archives and History, Mississippi Natural Heritage Program,
National Park Service, Natural Resources Conservation Service, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Copies of those letters and their responses
are included in Appendix E.

6.2.1 Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 7 Consultation
In accordance with the federal and state requirements for special status species, a

consultation letter was mailed to the USFWS Field Office in Jackson, Mississippi as well
as to the Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks. Information about the
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proposed project was included in the consultation letter. A response was received from
the USFWS indicating that the proposed work would have “No Effect” on federally listed
species or their habitat. The Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks
responded that “the proposed project likely poses no threat to listed species or their
habitats.” Letters and responses can be found in Appendix E.

6.2.2 Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act Consultation

Agency consultation was conducted with Mississippi Department of Archives and
History as the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), to comply with Section 106 of
the NHPA. The response was that a cultural resources survey should be performed. A
Phase | Cultural Resources Survey performed by the Cobb Institute of Archaeology dated
October 24, 2012 can be found in Appendix D. Upon review of this survey, the
Department of Archives and History stated “ . . . we have no objections with the proposed
project.” Refer to Appendix E — Letter from Greg Williamson, Review and Compliance
Officer, December 19, 2012.
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7.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

Waggoner Engineering, Inc.

Brian Nettles, PE — Director of Civil/Structural/Aviation
Samuel Holder — Environmental Scientist (former)

Will Pentecost, PE — Project Engineer

David Williams, PE — Project Manager

Glenn Duckworth — Senior Project Manager
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Cumulative Impact

FONSI

Impacts

Impairment

Spillback

GLOSSARY

“Cumulative impact is the impact on the environment which
results from the incremental impact of the action when added to
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions
regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person
undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result from
individually minor but collectively significant actions taking place
over a period of time.” (40 CFR 1508.7)

A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is an administrative
document issued when environmental analysis and interagency
review during the NEPA process find a project to have no
significant impacts on the quality of the environment and presents
the reasons for this finding.

Direct impacts are caused by the construction or implementation of
an activity. Indirect or secondary impacts generally occur after
construction or implementation, and usually as a result of the
project having been put in place.

An action that “ . . . harm(s) the integrity of the park resources or
values, including the opportunities that otherwise would be present
for the enjoyment of those resources or values.”

Traffic engineering term: When one traffic light backs up traffic to

a second traffic light located upstream such that cars at the second
traffic light cannot move forward when the second light is green.
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ACHP
CFR
DEQ
EA

EIS
FIRM
FONSI
FWS
FPPA
MDAH
MDWFP
NEPA
NHPA
NPS
USFWS

ACRONYMS

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Code of Federal Regulations

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Environmental Assessment

Environmental Impact Statement

Flood Insurance Rate Map

Finding of No Significant Impact

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Farmland Protection Policy Act

Mississippi Department of Archives and History
Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks
National Environmental Policy Act

National Historic Preservation Act

National Park Service

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Appendix A

City Center Plans
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CITY CENTER

RICGELAND AREA MASTER PLAN CITY CEMNTER ROCLUS AREA 45

FOCUS AREA 3 -City Center Concept

The City Center concept a5 shawn In the graphics (right)
demanstrates how the “Concrete Plant $ite” could be transformed
inte an expanded City Hzll Complex with space for community
meening roams, library expanskon, oty offices along with
educational, retall and even residential components. It would
Bbecome a 24 hour space with peopke living, working snd recreating
all wthian 3 five=minwte wallk. Trailks connecting ko other garts of
Ridgatand would connect this “heare” of the City oo all areas.

Some of the key elemens inchude:

= School Street enhancements which would help to merge
the Library and other City offices south of Schoal Street into
the complex while adding & qualicy gateway 1o the campus and o
Freedom Ridge Park Highwey 51 Improvements are abse Indicated
with a indiciped median and speial soreet lighting

= City Hall sits back from the highway, creating long viess acrass
the Community Green. A madt-story bullding with strang historical
seyling becomes the backdrop against which city festival gatherings
are held and community events are celobrated. Parking s tuched
away behind the building,

« The Comenunity Green s large enough to make 3 strong
satement fram H 51 and provide ample space for festvals,
gathering or leisurely wallks & large gazebo <an become the site for
community theater, music, snd gresentations. This grean becomes
Ridgetand’s “front yard”™,

- Aerois Highway 51 i one of the few old structures sl
standing In the Cley. Appetpriately, it was 3 filling station. This site
could be capiured, restored and serve asa cannection with the
¢ity's past whila being an impartant edircarional and envichment
apporiunicy.

MATCHEE TRALE

PRRITAY

PARROAD BLFFER

MADIS0OM DR,

PARKING AREAS

FCEDUSE
COMMERCIAL ¢
RESDENTIAL

DETENTICHN POND

ECOLOGICAL
EDLHCATICN
CEMNTER

FESTIVAL GREEM

- A comblnation retention pond and ecological education
facility is hocated within the campas. |t could serve as an importnt
outrgach compenent through which Ridgeland can spongor gogd
stewardship of nawral resources, recpeling, and healthy living.

- The civic complesx is also complimented by a mixed-use
development which could provide a constant energhiing presence
1o the complex. Office and reail facilities on the ground floor with
residential above provides a live-work-shop street life which could
take advantage of the many amenities offered at the City Center
Comphes wiile injecting a healthy dose of cash flow, Workdng
closely with a quality developer, the City could leverage the old
concrete plant site into & high quality development with great
conmections to 4l parts of the city.
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CITY CENTER

RIDGELAND AREA MASTER PLAN CITY CENTER FOCUS AREA

B —
FOCLS AREA 3 - Ciey Center

The fallowing are Implementation strategies needed ro accemplish the concepts shown in the focus area plan,

PROJECTS PROGRAMS POLICIES
31 [Canmruesion of Cioy Hall Complex 17 | Recrul Developer for Mied-uss 18 | Re-zors as required to accamplish Foous
11 |School Sereat Enhancements Development and Frepare far Arog roncepis
313 | Haghway 51 Enhascaments firancing eonstruction af new city hall
14 | Connecting trak ta Mascher Tracs comphex and dispotal of exlsting prapery

& &
“’/9 /f’”“' /
5

L*7 o

ki ¥ ¥ T : | T ¥ Y

12 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ k] L]
13 ¥ ¥ T T Y 3 1l
P E] T ¥ ¥ T r L) 1 "
LL] ¥ ¥ Y ¥ Y 1 L]
16 ¥ ¥ ¥ b | b T F] i L]
7 Y | ¥ | i 3 3 F 13
18 ¥ A A T b ¥ Y i i i 13

Canstruction of City Hall Comples

Drescription;: This project will nclude the scquisition of the entire area necth of School Streen to the Matchez Trnce and iram
Highewetiy 51 o the rallroad tracks, Sonstriction of appeosimarely 25,000 square feet of Cigy Hall building which architesturally will
reflece ghe Ciy's past and futire. This profect will also inclede assocared parking, kghting, landscaping. a lrge public greenspace and
mult-use erall conmections,

Total Resource Allacadon $17,930,000.00°
Construction of Perkrming Aro Conter
Drescription: This project will be a public [ private partnecship o construct a state-of-the-art pedorming aro center, i will dlso
inchide ssocisted packing, ighting, adicaping and multiate trall connections
Total Retowrce Allocation §1 7, 360 000 00"

0 Schiood Street Enhsncements
Description: Thes propect will inchugs the widening of School Street to 3 bnes a3 well as lindsraping and kghong.

Total Resowrce Allecation §1 685.000.00

MADISON DR

e MOON ST

. 3

Cennacting Tralls o Matcha Trace
Description: This prapect includes the development of malti-ue trails from the Matchaz Trace trail system through the City Hall
site and Performang Arts Centes site, The mult-usa orail will extend down School Street and will torminats at Freedom Ridge Park.

Tousl Resource Allacation 51,1 18,000.00°

Ecological Education Canger

Dhescription: This project will inclisde construction of a 5,000 square foot facllity which will serve as an educational and interpretive
center for the natwral environment. lts poal will be help raise commiunity awareness about current environmental issucs as well as
affer resources. This project will abso include associazed parking, lundseaping. lighting, walking tralls ard retention pond |/ wetlind
faature, The profec: will focus on sustainable development as well a3 low inspact site and building design.

Toal Resource Allocation $2,630,000.00%

Hertage Site purchase and renovations

Description: This project will inchede the purchase and restoration of the historic Henderson Gurage. The rencvated fsciligy can
b ugad a6 8 musewn to celebrata Ridpeland's beginmings. This will slso inchede msancisted parking lighting and landscaping, as
well 2§ 3 large public greenipace that will complment the presmpace of the Ciy Hall comgles.

Toual Retource Allocation §1,900,000.00
*The project summaries ard ROM resource sllocation were prepaned by Wagponer Engessring, Inc a3 part of RAMP projsct
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willp
Line

willp
Line

willp
Line

lmmcinnis
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by lmmcinnis

lmmcinnis
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by lmmcinnis

lmmcinnis
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by lmmcinnis

lmmcinnis
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by lmmcinnis


Freedom Ridge

-

Commerce

< Rulse (N
Park
A //
4 = g
\ ) ¢ N
o B o .‘- 0
- "
| . .n { / E
v 1 . ! & \ 3 R P Cin Hal
“l:-‘ 1 ST O T bl 9 Connuntny Center
4 P Pasilhin
s 3 s l‘)“p‘!f,'.‘.‘,"‘:“,', W T . B Baler Center
= Ll & reciorming A Cenrer
- ¢ . (5 JEITN
ks X LA \ g Green Edicanion Cenrer
5 A . .
.5-?‘ 3 \ @ Chocan Muscun
. - €Y Fedenid Agencics Building
S e O Commercial Mived-tse
\ * / 3 r-\-
” 'I’()'_I;ict‘ Departmei ¢ \\ \\
3 NCoth Scrvices S N i \\
; ' [ b i . N (
Ui
&) Q\\
- L e D __,3 \
A ALY P4 Natchez
. Trace
_w Property
» "‘ / _//'v
By A . A " , : e ~——
: # . e —— =
= wo s Highway sl 5 ~Highway 5515 “v —E;-j 7 s b
= e : - .- S - =~ o
3 . -
{ i 1 i1 e S TeUR
AN \ ,qqr\;.'_;;nlllll" N M 'f’ N \ IF_ ‘ R’}L_‘-R‘(!- .
. \ ) . % b L I T'o \.m‘hwkh.'uc
i . St § LN\ 78R

RIDGELAND

Ridgeland City Center
City Center Master Plan

Highway 51 ~ Ridgeland, Mississippi

2010 - Master Plan

Dean = 1 Dean Assoclates




Appendix B

Floodplains

52



TIOT/I1/0L A OP66£=AS OBISS=XS OWOFIRE0=INZ OPILIS=A"OF00TL=X OF0=LOM( 8> M ALNU]/STUPYA0T BUra)-osur [dew//:duy

I ISRASSIN
ALNNO) NOSKIVIR
S LN A YES 0

Waid &
s s B

o v
oy v | o A
Pt e vt B e T | e oy s . -

e B i S, At P W | S

v
e/
s b 115 P
i et g o e
e,
- by el sl e
e i aling S A ot s fokiaid
A o~
e o -

. o o ey s L

s e s = s TR SR

e i g iy e ey

l.,..!u-)j‘sA.l.aI.!E;»loH
vt S g e oty

T —,

Ty e g e o ——
PSSt A

e 8 s e e P B R

o AT Ul LN Al A.,_

LTI NS PR WL 2T [V R S @

—— e b e
—— e e a1y
e mbL
Hn e e | e e n o b A W
Bt o s ALyt s —_—
oy e
sy
| M B [ e - ey gu = i
- e st i, M | et 8 .
L e ] m
ey e Sy N o
i)
= . - - - - -
s g e e
s A8 oy | AR | PR 4 e T
)
n i iy e B e+ i ot i
[ T . e e
o ] a0 i S o £ kg . g
Iy NP U
e ol e b . et e o — oy
s e e s 1 S - T
B am e e .
e g ~t
e e g A
i . i i, sy g ] B, 1% S oy ot b
et e e e e L R
[N A A e st
o 1, oy e i, et - i A ] o
i D ey —_

enawld e ey |

@[ 011083-79218-r0-90 [ONOT (B% galeos

[Sud"4/950D68087] 19M3,,, kmaURnu]



Appendix C

Wetlands

54



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Koyee RL. £, / P w City/County: _A imﬂ/au, (‘//(@CI-' Se\ Sampling Date: __#0 /23,12
Applicant/Gwrer _ L; ot Ridgel GN“(} ’ State: _A 5 Sampling Point: ~>-& :cﬂ
Investigator(s): 1(“«.‘1_‘.-/ /'{ }" e — Section, Tawnship, Range: ~<<30 /_-"-?.A{ ;5 RAE

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): _U f’fawﬂq / Z 'I“}“ Local rellef (concave, convex, none). _ an v & x

Slope (%): Lat_ 32 - 420 Long: _~%9./z ¢ Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: _ mﬂiff’”\Cﬂkath M 5 C/“[S@b ) NWI classification: _tAF ’ USES

Are climatic / hydrolagic conditions on the SHE typu:al for this time of year? Yes ¥ No (if no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __— ,Soll__—~ , orHydrelagy _ = _significantly disturbed?42 Are “Normal Clrcumstances” present? Yas __ ¥~ No

Are Vegetation _~_ Soll_~~ , or Hydrolagy maturelly problematic? A/o (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach slte map showing sampling point locations, transects, Important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No_ v s the Sampled Area /
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No il within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetlang Hydrology Present? Yes No_ v~ If yes, optlonal Wetland Site 1D:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or In a separate report.)

Mo See# 3, below -

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indlcators: i ) Secondary Indicalo jnimum of two required
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is reguired; check all that apply) C’ PeLe ___ Surface Scit Cracks (B6)
___ Surface Water (A1) ___ Water-Stained Leaves (BS) ___ Drainage Patlems (B10)
___ High Water Table (A2) __ Aoguatic Fauna (813) ___ Moss Trim Lines (B16)
___ Saturation (A3) ___ Man Deposits (B15) __ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
— Water Marks (B1) —_ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___ Sediment Deposlts (B2) ___ Onxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
__ Drift Deposits (B3) _ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
___ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) __ Recent Iron Reduction In Tilled Solls (C6) ___ Geomorphic Position (D2)
. lron Deposits (BS) __ Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___ Shalfow Aquitard (D3)
___ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks) __ Microtopographic Relief (D4)
___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) — FAG-Neutral Test (D5)
Fleld Observations
Surface Water Present? Yes No '_/Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes __ __ No__ v~ Depth (inches). g'.tz- .
Saturation Present? Yes _____ No \_/ Depth (inches): | Woetland Hydrology Present? Yes No '/
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoning well, aerial photos, previous inspections), If avaflable:

O sl s o sl droided], uplond cidye Sefimend wace gole Loy

/ 'l(’U £ e L—LE" (IOa_e . ) s . r
(DO__& ' ’ 0 m_a/ LL‘CJQ,\J ujﬂ,\ Mo ue‘u -a.:os, "thraﬁwc: {4& Sst—»a” s'lé
i el 5.t war apeFpdie

WL ytﬁu-lévj G5 e WLJQ .

f I Levs "
5'5’_/5: 11 Cj‘” Q (:CQJC'F\LCM{,Q} o 7“"" (’“ 1 '.Qaswn“ﬂ S‘Ar:’au o MSQ{Q (w Tt{‘ e

I"'-\.




VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: 5.

€ uf.;ﬂe

Dominance Test worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

Total Number of Dominant
Specles Across All Strata:

Percent of Dominant Specigs

£

_ O

(A

— ®

That Are OBL, FACW, o@ 44 (A/B)

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Muttiply by:

Total
OBL species
FACW species
FAC species
FACU species
UPL spscies
Column Totals:

Cover of:

Prevalence Index = B/A

X1=
X2=
X3 =
X4 =
x8=
(A)

®)

Hydrophytlc Vegetatlon Indicators:
__ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

___ ODominance Test is >50%
___ Prevalence Index is €3.0

Q Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
dats in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

() Problematic Hydraphytic Vegetation' (Explain)

'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants 3 In. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
at breast height (DBR), regardless of height.

Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
and greater than 3.28 ft (1 m) fall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardiess
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ftin

height.

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes

No

e

L Absolute  Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: e ) % Cover. Species? _Status
1. C— e | érSJ(\f\h \r\[ﬁ- /3-“\“ /J(_"t’“f-f\ /5 2 ./".:ga LS
2 Plaas tacda Chbldly pine)" 45 v _up
3. Melia. aaedacacl (?/Zv\a.fvr. évegl 13 - Uge
4.
5
6.
7
45" =Total Cover
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: _g_.l—rs—)
1. é':r-\u.s_}‘rum. SINnEnse 36 v 2e U
2, Nf?-\.ﬂl na __cemacta 23 v’ Lfe
3. CQL—\ [ARS /\/;i“! L sagl- & v [re
! /
4 fliacrces N En'- o f) =0 LPL
5 fcanns (sp) L19 ufL
6._L_{,ﬁus &i&}‘o‘ 2y 2 /2 “pfe
7.1lvee  fru J‘e;c‘zrxs ] 15" v _fae
Sawsbucaus VE/:J r‘ml 2L );)o jToé:I COVe/r//a& U
Herb Stratum (Plot size: A
1. W bico slo. avhenisis ch/l e~ Zs~ v AL
2 Astec 2 os us e APL
3. I'Q ALL kS M’ v M-/’L
4 Sof) Jaao canadensis v ALe
S.Amd'ram4}fug so.nesuys v e
8. (' unodlon  bac Hz /n-\ e
7. S.::\:"-‘IAMM ;\(\l_(:pffhs*’— Lo
8. Ba S - lota bum v _upe
8. _E) on - idL $:P. AfL
10, o . =t pc«sﬂa [mm u\rv-'Heg v L fe
11. '[-_/‘?Llﬁrﬂ(—" naL:e.«_ i L;,"z,
12.
= Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Lo NiceCo :.r..f’e.'n A / f":u:. £
2.&‘!5'D(ﬁ@ﬂfﬁﬂn vadicons ol UpL
sk vohuwd i folia AL
4.An aeJmO.s L5 chocen v’ Uuje
= Total Cover
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) /7 5
\/6}&‘{’ cor\.j ® e dlizcu s’ omis
O /\J -L C{iw\_s,c,fe(‘@ weL tﬂmﬁ
&Y f?.’camsaz HO an!Cl-'\Gﬂ W ag guuvuﬂ ch\J lLe_ I
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SOIL Sampling Point: e \ e wt LO e.
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color {moist) % Color {moist) % Tvpe' _ Lod? Texture Remarks

[ oS o (&) b ~ ~ 'KM /11-‘/&; wore Yeiy cgrl.; .
[} 'f [

'Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion. RM=Reduced Maltrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Gralns. 3 ocation: PL=Pora Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydrie Soll Indlcators: ,@ indlcators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:

___ Histosol (A1) __ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, __ 2cmMuck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 143B)
___ Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) __ Coast Praiie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (59) (LRR R, MLRA 1498) ___ 5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
— Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K| L) ___ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

__ Stratified Layers (AS) —_ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)  ___ Depleted Matrix (F3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (58) (LRR K, L)

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___ Redox Dark Surface (F6) ___ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) ___ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F13) (MLRA 1498)
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___ Redox Depressions (F8) ___ Mesic Spodic (TAE) (MLRA 1444, 145, 149B)
___ Sandy Redox (55) __ Red Parent Material (TF2)

___ Stripped Matrix (S6) __ Very Shaltow Dark Surface (TF12)

__ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless distuibed or problematic.

Restrictlve Layer (if observed):
Type: _ Ao ¢ /
Depth (inches): __J A~ Hydric Soll Present? Yes No

Remarks:

(D 'Tt\e Lmle, (rli ‘ngri\:’-@cg 9\;«— L(w CUL‘LM’a( /Q"‘SULLL"c‘-é’) C‘Sufr\{go tas Mﬂdg p&r’
%{TS P TS s | | |
PI g }MPOFLQ‘ﬁ éﬁ"Il l[‘\&+95m|}- wd( {eua‘&cﬁ*
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. S . Ridgeland, MS -
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Rice Rd. Extension

w/ National Wetlands Invento

Jul 11, 2013

Wetlands
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Freshwater Forested/Shrub
Estuarine and Marine Deepwater
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This map is for general reference only. The US Fish and Wildlife Service is not

il for the or curr of the base data shown on this map. All
wetlands related data should be used in accordance with the layer metadata found on
the Wetlands Mapper web site.
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A Phase ] Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed Rice Road Extension Across
the Natchez Trace Parkway, Madison County, Mississippi

Prepared by:

Jeffrey S. Alvey, M.A., RPA
jsa3@msstate.edu

Qe (it

gt

and

Keith A. Baca, M.A., RPA
kab151@msstate.edu

of the

Cobb Institute of Archaeology
P.O. Box AR
Mississippi State, MS 39762
(662) 325-3826

Prepared for:
Waggoner Engineering, Inc.

4735 Old Canton Road #143
Jackson, MS 39211

Contract #4714CI-70
ARPA Permit # NATR 2013-001
NPS Accession #SEAC-02592

October 24, 2012
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Management Summary

On October 23, 2012, a Phase I cultural resources survey was undertaken of the
location where the proposed Rice Road extension will cross the Natchez Trace Parkway
in Ridgeland, Madison County, Mississippi. The proposed easement that will cross the
Natchez Trace is 280 feet (85.3 meters) long by 120 feet (36.6 meters) wide and ca. 0.7
acres in size. In order to insure that no cultural resources were impacted by the proposed
construction project an area slightly larger than the proposed easement was subjected to
cultural resources survey. This triangle-shaped area (Figures 1 and 4) is 650 feet (198.1
meters) at its longest point and 400 feet (121.9) meters at its widest point. In total, the
surveyed area is estimated at 3.1 acres (1.3 hectares) in size.

Records search with the Mississippi Department of Archives and History
(MDAH) and the National Park Service (NPS) revealed that two previously recorded
archaeological sites were located within one mile of the project area. The sites include
22MD667 and 22MD689. Site 22MD689 is located on NPS property while site
22MD667 is on private property.

Cultural resources survey revealed that no cultural resources, other than modern
trash, are located within the proposed project area.

Introduction

In compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) as amended in 36-CFR-800, and in compliance with the Archaeological
Resources Protection Act (ARPA) and its regulations (43-CFR-7) as authorized by a
United States Department of the Interior Permit for Archaeological Investigations (Permit
No. NATR 2013-001), a cultural resources survey was undertaken due to the potential
impact of this project on federal lands managed by the NPS. One day of cultural
resources survey was conducted by Jeffrey Alvey and Keith Baca of the Cobb Institute of
Archaeology, Mississippi State University, at the request of Waggoner Engineering of
Jackson, Mississippi. The survey area is located in Section 30, Township 7 North, Range
2 East on the Ridgeland, MS 7.5’ topographic quadrangle (Figure 1).

Background Research

A search of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History and the National
Park Service (NPS) records revealed that only two known archaeological sites were
located within 1-mile of the project area. These sites include 22MD667 and 22MD689.
Site 22MD667 (aka Stinky Cistern) is a multi-component site with prehistoric
occupations during the Paleoindian and Late Archaic periods, as well as an occupation
during the historic period. The site was recorded by former MDAH archaeologist, Joseph
Giliberti, in 1994 prior to construction of a housing development in this area. The site is
now destroyed. Site 22MD689, located on NPS property, represents a historic period
occupation dating the late 19% — carly 20" century. The site was recorded by Jeffrey
Jones in 1999. Its NRHP status is presently unknown. Records search also revealed that
the eastern edge of the project area had been previously surveyed (Figure 2) (Gray 1996).
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Figure 1. U.S.G.S. 7.5’ Ridgeland, MS topographic quadrangle showing the location of
the survey area (black line), the area of the road easement (blue), and all previously
recorded archaeological sites within 1 mile of the project area. Section 30, Township 7
North, Range 2 East. 1:24,000 scale.

Environmental Setting

The project area is located in the northern portion of the South Central Hills
physiographic region near the region’s convergence with the Jackson Prairie and North
Central Hills physiographic regions. The survey area represents a portion of the Natchez
Trace Parkway that would be bisected by construction of the proposed Rice Road
extension, which will cross U.S. Highway 51 prior to entering NPS property. The survey
area slopes downward from north to south, with the northem half of the area located on
the top and slopes of an upland ridge. The southern half of the area is located on a flat
terrace. The northermn half of the survey area is in a mixed hardwood/pine setting with



dense undergrowth (Figure 2). The flat portion of the area in the south is dominated
more by pine trees, though some hardwood trees are present (Figure 3.

Soils in the project area are classified as Byram silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes
(BrB2). This is a gently sloping, moderately well-drained soil that has a fragipan. The
soil formed in a mantle of silty material and underlying clayey deposits on uplands.
Typically, the surface layer is brown silt loam about S inches thick. Below this is a layer
of strong brown and yellowish brown silty clay loam from 5 to 20 inches in depth (Scott
16584).

Cultural Setting

This region of the state contains a very rich archaeological and historical record
due in large part to the presence of the Natchez Trace and its role in the region’s
prehistory and history. Archaeological research done in the 1930s-1940s in conjunction
with construction of the Natchez Trace Parkway was responsible for the identification
and investigation of many of the sites recorded in Madison County. While this work
focused largely on prehistoric mound sites it did demonstrate a rich and deep prehistoric
record in this region. This has been further confirmed by subsequent work during the
following decades. Along with numerous mound sites dating to the Woodland and
Mississippi Periods, a number of important Protohistoric and early Historic period sites
such as the Choctaw Agency site (22MD645) and Doak’s Stand (22MD3589 and
22MD563) are also located in this area.

=1

Figure 2. Photograph of vegetation prsent in the rthcrn half of the project area. View
to the west.
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Figure 3. Phoogrh of vegetation in the southern half of the survey area. View to the
north.

Methods

Field survey consisted of the two crew members excavating east/west transects of
shovel tests across the triangular-shaped project area. In total, 17 shovel tests were
excavated within the survey area (Figure 4). Transects and shovel tests were spaced 20 m
apart. Shovel tests were approximately 30 ¢m in diameter and were dug to a depth of
approximately 50 cm, or until clayey subsoil was encountered. All shovel-test fill was
screened through 2” mesh. GPS data was collected using a Trimble GeoXM handheld
computer. GPS coordinates were taken as UTM data (WGS 84). All records will be
curated at the Southeast Archaeological Center in Tallahassee, Florida.

Field Results

The environmental conditions encountered in the areas of investigation are
described above in the environmental setting section. Investigations within the project
area revealed that the area has been subjected to severe impacts in the past. Evidence
exists in the upland portion of the project area for past disturbances by heavy machinery
in the form of terracing and the excavation of drainage ditches. As a result of these
conditions much of the northern two thirds of the project area show severe signs of
disturbance and subsequent erosion. The area has also been impacted by a north/south



running gas line, which runs through and along the eastern side of the survey area (Figure
5). Not surprisingly, shovel testing within the survey area failed to identify any cultural
artifacts. The UTM (WGS 84) coordinates and soil profiles for each shovel test are
provided below in Table 2.

Table 2. UTM coordinates and soil profiles for shovel tests.

Shovel UTMm UTM Soil

Test # East North Profile
1 769739 | 3591188 | Ne A horizon, 7 ¢m of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E horizon
2 769719 | 3591190 | No A horizon, 5 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E horizon
3 769698 | 3591190 | No A horizon, 8 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E horizon
4 769738 | 3591169 | No A horizon, 11 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E horizon
5 769716 | 3591175 | No A horizon, 12 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon
6 769691 | 359]177 | No A horizon, 9 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5§/4) E Horizon
7 769693 | 3591155 | No A horizon, 9 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) F Horizon
8 769713 | 3591153 | No A horizon, 10 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon
9 769734 | 3591151 | No A horizon, 13 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon
10 769723 | 3591128 | No A horizon, 14 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon
11 769694 | 3591129 | No A horizon, 13 cm of yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon
12 769692 | 3591116 | 4 cm of dark yellowish brown (10YR 3/4) A horizon, 17 cm of

yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon

13 769719 | 3591115 | 6 cm of dark yellowish brown (10YR 3/4) A horizon, 15 cm of
yellowish brown (10YR $/4) E Horizon

14 769710 | 3591094 | 8 cm of dark yellowish brown (10YR 3/4) A horizon, 17 cm of
yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon

15 769685 | 3591092 | 8 cm of dark yellowish brown (10YR 3/4) A horizon, 13 cm of
yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon

16 769694 | 3591072 | 7 cm of dark yellowish brown (10YR 3/4) A horizon, 17 cm of
yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon

17 769689 | 3591052 | 6 cm of dark yellowish brown (10YR 3/4) A horizon, 18 cm of
yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) E Horizon




LLI /
=z
13 §12 STt | /
w i /
o ~
§T6 £e
v
A
&7 13 SR RO eO £
/ T
R
Ce RD_
Abandoned
Industrial
Site
O Nagative shovel test 4 B
@ Positive shovel test N 0 40m

Figure 4. Map showing the survey area with locations of shovel tests.



Figure 5. Photograph of the gas pipeline corridor running through the eastern side of the
survey area. U.S. Highway 51 is ca. 10 m to the east of this position. View to the south.

Conclusions and Recommendations

Cultural resources survey within the project area revealed that much of the project
area had been severely impacted by past land-disturbing activities. Investigations
revealed that no cultural resources are present within the area, other than modern trash.
As a result of these findings the authors conclude that the proposed road construction will
have no impact on any significant cultural resources on the lands of the NPS.

There remains the possibility that unrecorded cultural resources may be
encountered during construction. Should this occur, the Natchez Trace Parkway
archaeologist, Christina Smith, and the Mississippi Department of Archives and History
should be contacted immediately to offer comments in compliance with 36 CFR 800.13.
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Waggoner Engineering, Inc.

143-A LeFleurs Square

Jackson, MS 39211-5525 /-\
PO. Box 12227

Jackson, MS 39236-2227 WAGGONER
601-355-9526 Voics
800-661-3733 Toll-Free

801-352-3945 Fax
Tuly 27, 2012

Www.waggonereng.com

Air Quality Impact Review
Air Toxics Branch

515 E. Amite Street
Jackson, Mississippt 39201

ATTN: Laura Burt

RE: Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City
Center of Ridgeland, MS.

Dear Ms. Burt:

On behalf of Ridgeland, MS, Waggoner Engineering is conducting an Environmental
Assessment, as required by the U.S National Parks Service (NPS), before it grants an
easement, or right-of-way, on federal lands for the referenced project. The purpose is to
provide a northern access route into the new City Center development and to the proposed
museum that will highlight Native Americans.

The site is located immediately west of the junction of Rice Rd and U.S. Hwy 51 in
Ridgeland, Miss. in Madison Co. The site is located in Section 30, Township 7N, Range 3E,
City of Ridgeland, Madison Co., Miss. See the enclosed map.

The proposed road will extend about 280 ft. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. Its
easement will range between 111 and 125 ft. wide, due to the turn lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of forested land, as described in the enclosures. Typical road-building
equipment and techniques will be employed.

We ask that you review the situation to determine if the project requires additional regulatory
review and if it meets the regulatory requirements of your agency and office. Please, relay

your agency’s comments and observations 10 me. Your commeats will be included in the EA
or environmental review for this project. If you need more information, please call upon me,

P s

Samuel Holder
Environmental Scientist

Enclosures: Site Location and 2 pages of Conceptual Drawings

Perspective. Passion. Innovation.
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
PHIL BRYANT
GOVERNOR

MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TRUDY D. FISHER, EXRCUTIVE DIRECTOR
August 6, 2012

Mr. Samuel Holder
Waggoner Engineering, Inc.
P.O. Box 12227

Jackson, MS 39236-2227

RE:  Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City Center of
Ridgeland, MS

Dear Mr. Holder:

We have reviewed the information that has been provided to us concerning the referenced project. As a
result, we are of the opinion that this project will cause no significant adverse ambient air quality impact.
This is based on the understanding that there will be no air emissions equipment instailed without first
obtaining required permits from the Mississippi Department of Environmental! Quality Permit Board.
Also, there must be no building demolition or renovation activities that fail to comply with the
Department’s asbestos and lead-based paint control regulations. Guidance is enclosed to assist in the
determination of the need for permitting and applicability of asbestos and lead-based paint control
regulations. We will be glad to provide additional guidance should it be needed.

To expedite handling of future requests concerning ambient air quality impact, please forward
correspondernce to:

Air Quality Impact Review
Air Toxics Branch
515 E, Amite Street
Jackson, MS 39201

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (601) 961-
5675.

Sincerely yours,

ij Wmfb

Laura Burt, P.E.
Air Toxics Branch

Enclosures
OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL

Post OFFICE Box 2281 © JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI 39225-2281 ¢ TEL: (B01) 961-5171 » FAX: (601) 354-6612 ¢« www,deqg.state.ms.us
AN EqQuaL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

James [. Patmer, Jr., Executive Director

GUIDANCE ON THE APPLICABILITY OF ASBESTOS REGULATIONS

The Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality’s asbestos contral regulations apply
to demalition and remavation operations to protect against building or facility activities that
may cause asbestos air emissions. Demolition means the wrecking or taking out of any
load-sapporting structural member of a facility together with any related handling
operations or the Intentional burning of any facility. Renovation means altering a facility
or one or more facility components In any way, including the stripping or remaval of
regulated asbestos containing material from a facility companent.

In order to assure compliance, owners and operators of regulated demolition or renovation
operations should:

. have a thorough Inspection performed to determine the presence and required
treatment of ashestos containing materials before demolition or renovation activity;

. obtain certified personnel for inspections and asbestos abatement actlvities;

. submit a demolition notification to the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality ten (10) working days before demolition activity.

. submit a removation notification to the MDEQ ten (10) working days before any
renovation actlvity disturbing more thanr 160 square feet, 260 linear feet or 35 cubic
feet of regulated asbestos containing materials;

Demolition and renovatton activities for any individual residence and/or residential
buildings having four or fewer dwelling units are excluded from the regulations, However,
when the demolition or renovation activity is under the control of a local government
and/or when the activity is part of a public, private, or commercial development there must
be no more than one (1) small residential building on a site affected and mo demolition by
burning the structure.

For coples of the regulations, the Demolition/Renovation Notification Form, or other
information, please contact the Department’s Asbestos Section by calling (601) 961-5171.

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL
P.O. Box 10385 Jackson, MS 39289.0385 Phone 601.961.5(71 Fax 601,354.6612



STATE OF MISSISSIPP]
HaLEY BARSOUR
GOVERNOR
MISSISSIPP] DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
TRUDY D. Fpien, Bxacurve Dissctor

WHEN SHOULD A FACILITY OBPTAIN A PERMIT TO
CONSTRUCT AIR EMISSIONS EQUIPMENT

A Permit ta Constract is requlred before beginning construction, reconstruction, or modification of
equipment, machines, devices, articles, contrivances, or Installations that will have air pollutant
emissions, Construction means the Initlal installation or construction of any air emissions equipment,
machines, deviees, articles, or contrivances. Reconstruction means the replacement of components of any
existing facility such that the fixed capital cost of the new components exceed 50 percent of the fixed
capital cost of a new facility. Mod{fication means any physical change or change in the method of
operadon of an existing facility resulting in new or increased emissions.

A Permit to Construct must be obtained before beginning construction in the followlng situations unless
otherwise provided for in the attached list of exclusions:

L. construction or installation of emissions equipment at g new facility site or business
location; .

2. an existing facility plans to install additional or larger capacity equipment which will
increase the emissions potential of the facllity;

3. an existing facility plans to replace components of a system such that the cost will exceed
50 percent of the fixed capital cost of a new facillty; or
4, an exlsting facility plans to begin using other raw materials, fuel, efc. that will result in

different or increased air pollutant emissions,
WHAT ABOUT THE NEED FOR AN OFERATING PERMIT?

A Permit to Operate is needed for the operation of alr emission equipment at a synthetic minor source,
major Title V source, or a sigunificant miuor source. A Permit to Operate for & new or modified factlity is
obtained in connection with the facility receiving a Construction Permit (if required) and then completing
and providing certification of construction in accordance with approved plans. The altached list of
exclusions from permirting should be reviewed for applicability. Any existing facilities that are operating
air emissions equipment without an operating permit and are not categorically exempt from doing so,
should contact the agency for additional guidance.

For a copy of a permit application, a copy of our permitting regulations, or any other information, please
congact the Department's Environmental Permits Division by calling (601) 961-5171 or by accessing our

web site at iip;//wwiw.deq. siate 8. us/.

Attachment

K HICK CDIRAI Quathty Lgers [nfermist o | 24-2010 dne OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL
PosT Orrce, Box 2251 « JACKSON, Mississier 39223-22G 1+ TaL: (601) 96G1-5171 « Fax: (601) 354-6612 = www.doq.scave.ms.ug
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(3.

Coal or residual oil-fired combustion devices or groups of devices with a total rated input
capacity of 1ess than 2,000,000 BTU/hr, clean wood waste boilers ot groups of boilers with
a total rated input capacity of loss than 10,000,000 BTU/r, distillate ofl or combination
distillate and gas-fired unitd or groupa of units with a total rated input capacity less than
10,000,000 BTU/he and natural gas fired and/or LPQ fired devices or groups of devices
with all individual rated input capacities of less than 10,000,000 BTU/hr and a total cated

input capacity less than 25,000,000 BT U/,

Equipment used cxclusively for oil and pas field production, gathering, storing, and
tranarmdasion, including, but not limited to: Gas/oil separators, emulsion treaters, free water
knockouts, compressors or group of compressors with a total rated capacity less than 500
brake horsepower, scgregation bagins, APl oil/water separators, tank facilities, and crude
ofl loading equipment used solcly for crude oil collected from production welis onsite.
Continuous flaring of sour gas and/or combustion devices firing sour gas are not excluded

from permlifting.
Bmergency safety reliof systems, inctuding pilot lights.

Send blasting operations which use no more than 83 tons of sand in any given 365-day
period.

Wood, plastic, and/or metal machining operations which are fotally enclosed within a
building, and which have no direct exhausts to the ambient air other than common building

ventilation points.

Petroleum products storage facilities with no individual storage tank greater than 19,800
gallons and total storage capacity less than 55,000 gallons,

A compressor or groups of compressors firing cither natural gas, gasoline, LPG and/or
dicsel firel with a total rated capacity less than or equal to 500 brake horsepower.

Surface coating operations which utilize less than 50 pounds per day of all solvents and
coatings.

Fire training exercises and equipment.

Groundwater recovery/treatment facilities used for the remediation of motor fuel
contamination addressed under the Underground Storage Tank Program when the facilities
are located on the site of the contamination.

Temporary storage/acration of soils contaminated with motor fuel which are produced as o
result of a remedial response to a release from an underground storage tank when the
slorage/operation i8 on the site of the tank.

CERCLA/Superfund remediation or removal projects on the site of the contamination.

Remediation of sites contaminated with hazardous constituents requircd under State
authority on the site of the contamination.

K:-DOCS (OO Air Qwbhy Impact kbrsasion | -18-20) 0.0



MISSISSIPP1 DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Truor D. BisHER, EXECUTIVE DiECTOR

Asbestos Regulation Guidance

Anyone planning to perform renovation or demofition work needs to think about asbegtos. Asbestos is preseat in many building
materials and could become dangerous during the course of renovation or demolition activity, Start on the right track and
safeguard against agbestos hazards by tearning and following the rules.

Is my property aflecied by asbestos regulations? Facilities regulated for the conteol of asbegtos include bulldinga, structures. and

installations that are to undergo a demolition and/or renovation (D/R) operstion. Generally, “'demolition" means wrecking or
taking oul load bearing struciyres and “renovation” means altering building components and structures.

The rogulations typically do not apply when the waerk and property involve an Individual’s residence. This residentlal facility
exemption iso applies (0 any single apartment building with na more than 4 tiving units. However, 8 residential fuciflty can
become regulated when the D/R operstion occurs for reasons ar purpases other than the property’s continued use as a residence.
The regniations may also affect residential property during the buming semoval (demwolition) of the structure, In the few instances
such buming may occur in connection with fire fighter training exereiseas, the structure must be free of agbestos materiais.

Regulated facilitics must be ingpected to determine the presence
oF asbﬁtos bcfore the slan of the D/R opemlon This Includes cesidential propenty to be bumed and instances when property may
be changing from residential status, The work of inspecting and assessing conditions for asbestos must be performed by someone
wlio has certification from MDEQ as an asbestos abatement inspector®. Samples from the work site must be analyzed in a
lnboratory to be certain of Use presence, or absence of asbestos.

How must ashestas materials be hondfed? The regulations genenally require asbestos materlals to be abated or removed before

D/R operation disturbance of the material In order to prevent asbestos air emissions. Proper asbestos abatement requires specizl
training and knowledge of the wark practice and emission control requirements of the regulations, The actual work of asbestos
abatemenlt must be performed by individuals who have certifcation from MDEQ for the category of asbesios abaternent work
performed. Also, property owners and others who may be in conirol of a D/R operation must insure the use of MDEQ certificd
individuals for asbestos abatement; notice or natificatlon of project deaits to MDEQ (along with information updates that may
beeome applicable); material welting during esbestos removal operations until waste collection; ashestos wests packaging and
Inbeling: and digposal of ashestos waste at an acceptable sitc®.

g R operations? No permit lg required for the pecfarmance of a regulated
D/R Opcratlon Instead, nmary Iru‘armallon about thc D/R operation must be submitted to MDEQ and this notification® record,
whioh provides detell$ of project operations, sets the approved boundaries snd limifetions (including schedule) for the D/R
operation., In most circumstances, this notification of an impending D/R oporation must be submitted to MDEQ 10 working days
in advance of project activity. Alsa, “*demolition” notlficalion is required for any régulated facility demolition operation even when
nshestos materials are not present while “renovation™ aperation notification is only applicable when the project involves asbestos
material in amounts of at least 160 square feet, 260 lincar feet, or 35 cubic feet

Whai nust happen (fnotification informatton should change? The D/R opemtion notification on fite with MDEQ should be

substantially accurate for D/R project operations. Informatlon ltems that may change such as project/asbestos removal dates, lypes
and guantily of asbestas, contractor informatlon, and waste disposal site Information should be reporied to amend the natification

on lile with MDEQ.

*Additiona} information (the regulations, notificalion form, certified asbestos abatement Individuals, waste disposal sites, and

more) are available online hitp;/www.ded.siate, s ux. From the web site home page, select Air Division and scarch the options
listed under Asbestos. A MDEQ representative is available to speak with you as wall, Please call 601-961-5171 and ask for

Asbestos Progrem agsistance.
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
Halxy BARZOUR
GOVEANOR
MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Trupy D. FizHes, BxecuTIvi DIRECTOR

GUIDANCE ON THE APPLICABILITY OF LEAD-BASED PAINT REGULATIONS

The Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality’s Lead-Based Paint regulations apply to
lead-based paint abatement and renovation activities performed in Target Housing and Child-
Occupied Facilities to protect human health and the environment from the hazards of lead-based
paint. These regulations do not require the performance of lead-bascd paint activities, but
establish requirements and procedurcs to be followed when lead-based paint activities are
performed. “Lead-based paint activities means, in the case of target housing and child-occupied
facilities, inspection, risk assessment, renovation, and abatement, as defined in this guidance.

In order to assure compliance, owners and operators of regulated operations should:

» use certified personnel for inspections, abatement, and renovation activities.
submit a project notification form of lead-based paint abatement and renovation activities
to the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality no less than six (6) working days
prior to commencement of the activity,

o obtain laboratory ansalyses from laboratories recognized by EPA as being capable of
performing analysis for lead compounds in paint, dust, and soil samples.

The regulations are applicable to all persons engaged in lead-based paint activities in target
housing and child-occupied facilities; however, persons who perform lead-based paint activities
within residential dwellings they own are exempt from the regulations, unless the residential
dwelling is occupied by & person or persons other than the owner or owner's immediate farnily
while these activities are being performed, or a child residing in the building has been identified
as having an elevated blood lead level as determined by the United State Department of Health
and Human Services; Centers for Disease Control.

Also exempt from the required work practice standards of the regulations are renovations
performed in target housing if the firm porforming the renovation has obtained a statement signed
by the owner that the renovation will occur in the owner’s residence, no child under age 6 resides
(here, no pregnant woman resides there, the housing is not a child-occupied facility, and the
owner acknowledges that the renovation firm will not be required to use the work practices
applicable to renovation activities.

For copies of the regulations, praject notification form or other information, please contact the
Mississippi Department of Bnvironmental Quality’s Lead Certification Section by calling (601)
961-5171 or toll free at 1-877-671-7139,

KaROCSTDBAAM QUAT ITY IMPACT (NFORMATION |- 8- 2010.DOC
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hallways, stairways, and garages are not included, In addition, with respect to exteriors of public
or commercial buildings that contain child-occupied facilities, the child-occupied facility
encompasses only the exterior sides of the building that are immediately adjacent to the child-
occupied facility or the common arcas routinely used by children under age 6.

What is meant by "abatement’'?
"Abatement" means any measure or set of measures designed to permanently eliminate leadbased

paint hazards. Abatement inctudes, but is not limited to:

a. The removal of lead-based paint and lead-contaminated dust, the permanent enclosure or
encapsulation of lead-based paint, the replacement of lead-painted surfaces or fixtures, and the
removal or covering of lead-contaminated soil; and

b. All preparation, ¢leanup, disposal, and post-abatement clearance testing activities associated
with such measures

However, abatement does not include renovation, remodeling, painting or repainting, tandscaping
or other activities, when such activities are not designed to permanently eliminate lead-based
paint hazards, but, instead, are designed to repair, restore, or remodel a given structure or
dwelling, even though these activities may incidentally result in a reduction or elimination of
lead-based paint hazards. Furthermore, abatement does not include interim controls, operations
and maintenance activities, or other measures and activities designed to temporarily, but not
permanently, reduce lead-based paint hazards.

What is meant by “renovation”?

“Renovation” means the modification of any existing structure, or portion thereof, that results in
the disturbance of painted surfaces, unless that activity is performed as part of an abatement. The
term “renovation™ includes (but is not limited to): The removal, modification, or repair of painted
surfaces or painted components (e.g., modification of painted doors, surface restoration, window
repair, surface preparation activity (such as sanding, scraping, or other activities that may
generate paint dust)); the removal of building components (e.g., walls, ceilings, plumbing,
windows): weatherization projects (e.g., cutting holes in painted surfaces to install blown-in
insulation or to gain access to attics, planning thresholds to install weather-stripping), and interim
controls that disturb painted surfaces. A renovation performed for the purpose of converting a
building, or part of a bullding, into target housing or a child-occupied facility is a renovation.
The term renavation does not include minor repair and maintenance activities.

wWhat is meant by “renovator”?

“Renovator'” means an individual who either performs or directs or supervises workers who
perform renovations. A “certified renovator” is a renovator who has successfully completed a
renovator course accredited by EPA or an EPA-authorized State or Tribal program, and has been

certified to perform renovations in the state of Mississippi.

Does a person have to be certlfied I order to work as a worker on a renovation project?
No. A worker working on a lead-based paint renovation project is trained on site by a certified

KCMOOCKCOBGAIR QUALITY IMPACT INFORMATION| .28-2019 DOC



certification discipline requires successful completion of the required training course(s)
specific to the discipline. Additional requirements could include education, professional and
related work experience, depending on the discipline. Chapter II of the regulations contains
the requirements for the different certification disciplines. As previously stated in the
guidance, a renovation worker is not required to be certified, only proper training on site by a

certified renovator.

Are the regulations applicable to lead-based palnt activities performed by governmental

agencles?
Yes.

When did the regulations become effective?
August 31, 1998 for “abatement activities”.
, 2009 for “renovation activities™.

What are the Job responsibillties of a certified inspector?

A certified inspector conducts an inspection to determine the presence of lead-based paint
and provides a report explaining the results of the investigation. This investigation is limited
to the use of an XRF instrument or taking paint chip samples. A certified inspector also
samples for the presence of lead in dust and soil for the purposes of clearance testing.

What are the job responsibilities of a certified risk assessor?
A certified risk assessor conducts an investigation to determine the existence, nature, severity and

location of lead-based paint hazards and provides a report oxplaining the results of the
investigation. The investigation may include the use of an XRF instrument, taking paint chip

samples, taking dust wipe samples or taking oil samples. A risk assessor also samples for the
presence of lead in dust and soil for the purposes of clearance testing,

Can a certified lead-based paint lnspector perform a Lead Hazard Screem or a Risk

Assessment?
No. Lead hazard screens and risk assessments can only be performed by a certified risk assessor.

Can a certified risk assessor perform lead-based paint inspections?
Yes, as provided for in chapter III, B.1 of the regulations, certified risk assessors can perform the

same lead-based paint inspections as those performed by a certified inspector.

Is certification required if an individual will not be taking samples of lead-based paint, but will

be taking samples of dust and soll?
Yes. Certification as a risk assessor is required to take samples of dust and soil to identify lead

hazards. A certified inspector mgy take dust and soil samples for clearance purposes only. A
certified dust sampling technician can take dust sampling for renovation clearance purposes.

Must a certifled supervisor also be certified as a worker in order to perforin as a worker on
abatement profects?
Yes. The regulations state "No person may engage in [ead-based paint activities in target housing

K JJOCSWCOBGAIR QUALFTY IMPALTT INVURALA NON - Li-2310.D00C



Yes, since the playground equipment is considered "comman area”. Common area as defined in
the regulations means a portion of a building that is generally accessible to all occupants. Such an
area may include, but is not limited to, hallways, stairways, laundry and recreational rooms,

playgrounds, community centers, garages, and boundary fences,

What vlearance levels must be met when performing lead-based paint activitles that are subject

to the State's lead-based paint regulations?
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has issued a final regulation under

section 403 of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), as amended by the Residential Lead-
Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act of 1992, establishing new residential lead dust cleanup
levels (clearance levels). The revised clearance levels for lead in dust which became effective on

March 6, 2001, are as follows:

o 40ug/i?
e 250 pg/ft? for intsrior window sills

¢ 400 ug/ft! for window troughs.

The regulation also established the following hazard standards for bare residential soil:

e 400 ppm by weight for play areas or 400 pg/g
e an average of 1200 ppm or 1200,pg/R in the remainder of the yard.

The clearance levels have been adopted by the Mississippi Lead-Based Paint Program and must
be met when performing lead-based paint activities subject to the State's lead-based paint

regulationa.

How can a person obtain additional information concerning the State'’s lead-based palut

prograin?
For copies of the regulations or other information, please contact the Department’s Lead Section

at (601) 961-5171 ar tall free at 1-877-671-7139
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MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
REGULATION APC-S-4:
AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

Adopted Februoary 9, 1983
Last Amended June 27, 2002

Except for odor, as covered below, the ambient air quality standards for Mississippi
shall be the Primary and Secondary National Ambient Air Quality Standards as duly
promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency in (or to be printed in) 40
CFR Part 50, pursuant to the Federal Clean Air Act, as amended. All such standards
promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency as of June 22, 1988, are
hereby adopted and incorporated herein by the Commission by reference as the official
ambient air quality standards of the State of Mississippi and shall hereafter be

enforceable as such (except that the word "Administrator" in said standards shall be
replaced by the words "Executive Director" and the word "Agency" in said standards
shall be replaced by the word "Department"). :

There shall be no odorous substances in the ambient air in concentrations sufficient to
adversely and unreasonably:

(1) affect human health and well-being;
(2) interfere with the use or enjoyment of property; or
(3) affect plant or animal life.

In determining that concentrations of such substances in the ambient air are adversely
and unreasonably affecting human well-being or the use or enjoyment of property of
plant or animal life, the factors to be considered by the Commission will include,
without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the number of complaints or
petitioners alleging that such a condition exists, the frequency of the occurrence of such
substances in the ambient air as confirmed by the Department of Environmental
Quality staff, and the land use of the affected area.

http://www.deq.state.ms.us/newweb/MDEQRegulations.nsf/1ad 7697be3£3f17b8625... 10/23/2012



Waggones Engineering, Inc.
143-A LeFleurs Square
Jackson, MS 38211-5526
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801-355-9526 Voice
800-681-3733 Toll-Free
£01-352-3945 Fax July 27, 2012
WWW.Waggonearsng.com

MS Department of Archives and History

P.O. Box 571

Jackson, Mississipps 39205

ATTN: Greg Williams, Review and Compliance Officer

RE: Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City

Center of Ridgeland, MS.
Dear Mr. Williams;

On bebalf of Ridgeland, MS, Waggoner Engineering is conducting an Eopvironmental
Assessment, as required by the U.S National Parks Service (NPS), before it grants an
easement, or right-of-way, on federal lands for the referenced project. The purpose is to
provide a northemn access route into the new City Center development and to the proposed
museum that will highlight Native Americans.

The site is located immediately west of the junction of Rice Rd and U.S. Hwy 51 in
Ridgeland, Miss. in Madison Co. The site is located in Section 30, Township 7N, Range 3E,
City of Ridgeland, Madison Co., Miss. Se¢ the enclosed map.

The proposed road will extend about 280 ft. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. Its
easement will range between 111 and 125 ft. wide, due to the turn lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of forested land, as described in the enclosures. A Phase I Cultural
Resource Survey of the site is being performed and will be supplied to you when available.

We ask that you review the situation to determine if the project requires additional regulatory
review and if it meets the regulatory requirements of your agency and office, Please, relay
your agency’s comments and observations to me. Your comments will be included in the EA
or environmental review for this project. If you need more information, please call upon me.

Smcerely,

‘ L,LL
(Samgl llolder
Envirorunental Scientist

Enclosures (5 pages): Site Location, Conceptual Drawings and Cultural Resource Assessment Request

Perspective. Passion. Innovation,



REQUEST FOR CULTURAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT

Forwarding of this completed form to the Mississippi State Historic Preservation Office constitutes a
request for Cultural Resources Assessment In accordance with 38 CFR 800. This assessment is required
for all projects which are funded, assisted, or licensad by a Federal agency.

Applicant : Ridaeland, Miss. County of project: Madison Co.

Applicant's address: 304 Highway 51 City: Ridgeland, MS  Zip: 39157

Contact person and name of organization: Samuel Holder, Wagaoner Engineering, Inc.

Phone: 601-356-9526 Cell Phone *; 801-842-9050

- * Not required
Contact person’s if diff from applicant email:Samuel. Holder@waqaonerend,com
Street/P.O. Box PO Box 12227, City: Jackson, MS _ Zip: 39236

Federal agency involved: HUD

Type of involvemnent (check one): Permit Grant (4
Llean O Other ¥ A right of way for a rgad.

Signature of applicant of contact person requesting this assessmant

—ri@“‘“"/‘ /«—Q/ Date /-27-/2

1. Project Dascriptlon and Locatlon (Please describe project. If siructure I3 lnvolved, provide physical 80dress)

Extension of Rice Rd and the Natchez Trace pedestrian path in Ridgeland, Miss west of
U.S. Hwy 51. The road will extend about 280 fi. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. lts
easement will ranpe between 111 and 125 fi. wide, due to the turn lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of forested land, as described in the enclosures.

If the program Involves more than one project, complete separate assessment for each. Iif more
space is nesded fo provide a descriplion of the proposed projoct, please aftach a separate sheet.

o Has the identical project been previously submitted for a YESQO NO ®
cultural resource assessment? If YES, enclose copy of State
Historic Preservation Officer's comments, if available.

» Attach a 7.8’ USGS quadrangle map, or portion thereof, indicating the preclse location and/or
boundaries of the project area and the acreage involved. Please include the name of the
quad map, if not otherwise indicated. Maps and [ocation submitted

. Approximately how many acres are in the project area? ACRE(s). 0.7

» If the project Is In a non-urban area, please indicate the section, township, and range, if not
otherwise indicated on the map provided.
Section: 30 Township; 7N Range: 3E

» To your knowledge, has a cultural resources survey been conducted in the project area
If YES, attach survey report. NO

¢ Describe the present use and condition of the property.
The 0.7 acre parcel is a portion of the Natchez Trace Parkway property. The property supports a
mature, upland forest of pine and hardwoods. It does not appear to have been graded in the

past

Pleasa Include photo(s) of tha project area, if avallable, In its current condition.
Use of printed digital Images Is acceptabla If print quality Is good.




2, Bulldings and Structures

= Will the project involve an addition to, destruction, alteration, or YES O NO ¥
renovation of any structure? 1f NO, proceed to Section 3.

» Is affected structure 50 years old or older? If NO, proceed to Section 3. yes O n~NoO QO

»  What is the approximate date of construction of the existing structure, if known?
o Pre 1863. See attached property history from the Phase { ESA.

¢ Have plans and specifications for the renovation, alteration, or yEs O nNo Q
addition been completed?

If YES, attach plans and specifications (plans for a new structure to replace a demolished
one need not be attached). Please Include photos of front and rear elevations, as well as the
kocation of any praposed additions/alterations.
e Wil construction take place adjacent to any structure which is yes O n~No (4
approximately fifty years old or older? If YES, give address of structure(s),
and date(s) of construction, if known. Ans:,

« [fthe building(s) or structure(s) is located in a National Register and/or local historic disfrict, if
known, name the district. Ans:

Please Include photos of structure(s) and Indicate on the profact map tha location(s) in
relation to the project. Use of printed digital images are acceptable.

3. Ground Disturbing Actlvities

» Has the ground at the project location been previously developed, YES O NO ™
graded, or disturbed? If YES, describe the nature of the

s Wil this project necessitate the acquisition of fill material? YES * No QO

If YES, approximately how many cubic yards of material will be acquired? Cu. Yds: <1000 native
& off-site materials.

s Has the site from which fill material will be acquired been selected? YES O NO %
Clearly indicate borrow area(s) on project map and give approximate size in acres of
each borrow site._Ans: Much of the fill will be from grading the site. Less form offsite. Design
ils have no en d.

e Has material been taken from the borrow area(s) for other projects? Don't know. YES O NO O

e Does this project involve road/street construction? \f YES, does the project YES ¥ NO O
involve any of the following?

® New right-of-way % New road construction [ Repaving [l Widening/change of alignment

Mail completed form to: Mississippi Departmant of Archives and History
Review and Compliance Officer
P.O. Box 571

MDAK 2012 Jackson, Mississippi 39205-0571 Phone: (804) 576-6940
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MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT »of ARCHIVES AND HISTORY

PO Box 571, Jackson, M§ 39205-0571
601-576-6850 * Fax 601-576-6975
mdsh.state.ms.us

H.T. Hobmes, Director

e b e ka"'f?.//\f'fr’\{j{i/,l&ﬂ”
&

August 27, 2012 o - I

s AR 20 B - g L
Mr. Samusl Holder ‘ i S )i e
Environmental Scientist o ' '
Waggoner Engineering, Inc. . =
P.O. Box 12227 s iy o

Jackson, MS 39236-2227

RE: Proposed Rice Road and Path Extensions in City of Ridgeland, MDAH Project
Log #07-186-12, Madison County

Dear Mr. Holder:

We have reviewed your request for a cultural resources assessment, received

on July 31, 2012, for the above referenced project, in accordance with our
responsibilities under Section 106 of the Natlonal Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR
Part 800. After review, based on the presence of recorded archaeological sites within
close proximity to the project area and the topography, it is our determination that a
cultural resources survey should be performed by a qualified cuttural resources
professional. The resulting report should reference the project log number above on the
title page.

A list of individuals who have represented themselves as being willing and qualified to
do archaeological survey work in Mississippi will be furnished upon request, A copy of
this letter should be made available to the contracting archaeologisi(s). In submitting
the requested cuttural resources survey, please make sure the project professional
indicates the type of Federal funding, licensing and/or permitted involved in the project.

If you have any questions, please contact David Abbott at 601-576-8940.
Sincerely,
Review and Compliance Officer

FOR: H.T. Holmes
State Historic Preservation Officer



MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT of ARCHIVES AND HISTORY
HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Ken P’Pool, director * Jim Woodrick, acting director
PO Box 571, Jackson, MS 39205-0571
601-576-6940 * Fax 601-576-6955
mdah.state.ms.us

December 19, 2012

Waggoner Engineering, Inc.
4735 Old Canton Road #143
Jackson, Mississippi 39211

RE: A Phase | Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed Rice Road Extension
Across the Natchez Trace Parkway, MDAH Project Log #12-058-12 (Report
#12-0720), Madison County

Dear Sirs:

We have reviewed the October 24, 2012 cultural resources survey report by Jeffrey S.
Alvey and Keith A. Baca, Archaeologists, received on December 12, 2012, for the
above referenced undertaking, pursuant to our responsibilities under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR Part 800. After review, we concur that
no known archaeological resources listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register
of Historic Places will be affected. Therefore, we have no objections with the proposed
project.

There remains the possibility that unrecorded cultural resources may be encountered
during the project. Should this occur, we would appreciate your contacting this office
immediately in order that we may offer appropriate comments under 36 CFR 800.13.

Please provide a copy of this letter to Mr. Alvey and Mr. Baca. If you need further
information, please let us know.

Sincerely,
Greg Williamson
Review and Compliance Officer

FOR: H.T. Holmes
State Historic Preservation Officer

jw

Board of Trustees: Kane Ditto, president / Rosemary Taylor Williams, vice president / Reuben V. Anderson / Lynn Crosby Gammill /
E. Jackson Garner / Duncan M. Morgan / Hilda Cope Povall / Martis D. Ramage. Jr. / Roland Wecks / Deparement divector: H. T. Holmes



Waggoner Englnesring, (nc.

143-A LeFleurs Square
Jackson, MS 38211-5625 /\
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[E—— o —— |
801-355-8526 Voice
800-661-3733 Toll-Free
801-352-3945 Fax
July 27, 2012

Www.waggonereng.com

Mississippi Natural Heritage Program

2148 Riverside Drive

Jackson, Mississippi 29102

ATTN: Andy Sanderson

RE: Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City

Center of Ridgeland, MS.

Dear Mr. Sanderson:

On behalf of Ridgeland, MS, Waggoner Engineering is conducting an Environmental
Assessment, as required by the U.S National Parks Service (NPS), before it grants an
easement, or right-of-way, on federal lands for the referenced project. The purpose is to
provide a northern access route into the new City Center development and to the proposed
museum that will highlight Native Americans.

The site is located immediately west of the junction of Rice Rd and U.S. Hwy S1 in
Ridgeland, Miss. in Madison Co. The site is located in Section 30, Township 7N, Range 3E,
City of Ridgeland, Madison Co., Miss. See the enclosed map.

The proposed road will extend about 280 fi. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. Its
easement will range between 111 and 125 ft. wide, due to the turn lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of upland forest, as described in the enclosures.

We ask that you review the situation to determine if the project requires additional regulatory
review and if it meets the regulatory requirements of your agency and office. Pease let us
know of special habitats of interest that might be found in the project vicinity to help us hone
our analysis. Sighting records for the vicinity would be helpful. Please, relay your agency’s
comments and observations to me. Your comments will be included in the EA or
environmental review for this project. If you need more information, please call upon me.

Sipeerely,

‘/ngg | Holder
Environmental Scientist

Enclosures: Site Location and 2 pages of Conceptual Drawings

Perspective. Passlon. Innovation.
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¥
MISSISSIPPY
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE, FISHERIES, AND PARKS

Samn Polles, Ph.D.
Executive Director

I ~
oDhdatand
August 13, 2012
Samuel Holder
Waggoner Engineering, Inc. ~ Trw. o 0B
P.0. Box 12227 . P

Jackson, MS 3921]

Re: Rice Road and Path Extensions
To the City Center of Ridgeland, MS R# 9122
Madison County, Mississippi

To Mr, Samue] Holder,

In response to your request for information dated July 27, 2012, we have searched our
database for occurrences of state or federally listed species and species of special concern
that occur within 2 miles of the site of the proposed project. Please find our conceins and
recommendations below.

We do not currently have any records of rare, threatened, or endangered species or
communities in the vicinity of your proposed project area. However, the quantity and
quality of data collected by the Mississippi Natural Heritage Program are dependent oix
the research and observations of many individuals and organizations and, in many cases,
this information is not the result of comprehensive or site-specific field surveys. In fact.
most natural areas in Mississippi have not been thoroughly surveyed and new
occwrrences of plant and animal species are often discovered.

Based on information provided, we conclude that if best management practices are
properly implemented, monitored, and maintained (particularly measures to
prevent, or at least, minimize negative impacts to water guality), the proposed
project likely poses no threat to listed species or their habitats.

Please feel free to contact us if we can provide any additional information, resources. or
assistance that will help minimize negative impacts to this area. We are happy to wori
with you to ensure that our state’s precious natural heritage is conserved and preserved
for future Mississippians.

Misgissippi Museum of Natursl Science ® 2148 Riverside Drive ® Jackson, Mississippi 39202-1353 @ (601) 354-7303



Siucerely,
T
1 /lf:. P

Andykganderson. Ecologist
Mississippi Natural Heritage Program
(601) 576-6064

The Missigsippt Nawral Heritage Progmnt (MNHP) has compiled 8 daobase that s (b wosz complete soiree ol (atonnation sbone
Mississipps's rare. direarned. snd endanpered plants. gsinils. and geologieal comnmitics The gaantily and qualily of data collecwed
by MNP sre depeadent on slie reseurch and observations ol mrany ndivwdunfs and organizations. [0 many cases, this informiatior &
not the rexult of comprohwnsine vr sile-speeific (ield yunevs wiost aatsral areis or dMississippi have not been toroughly surveyes and
few occucrences ol plal and ennnal species are ollen disquvercd Heritage reports summiseeze the existing infomiados known tu ine
MNH P at the time of (lwe request and eannol glways be conxidered 1 definnive staiement on the presunee. zbsence of condinaa of
biological clements on a particllar 33c.



Waggoner Engineering, (nc.
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601-355-9528 Voice
800-661-3733 Tol-Free
801-362-3945 Fax
July 27,2012

www.waggonersng.com

Natchez Trace Parkway

2860 Natchez Trace Parkway

Tupelo, Mississippi 38804

ATTN:  Superintendent Cam Sholly

RE: Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City

Center of Ridgeland, MS.

Dear Mr. Sholly:

On behalf of Ridgeland, MS, Waggoner Engineering is conducting an Environmental
Assessment, as required by the U.S National Parks Service (NPS), before it grants an
easement, or right-of-way, on federal lands for the referenced project. The purpose is to
provide a northem access route into the new City Center development and to the proposed
museum that will highlight Native Americans.

The site is located immediately west of the junction of Rice Rd and U.S. Hwy 51 in
Ridgeland, Miss. in Madison Co. The site is located in Section 30, Township 7N, Renge 3E,
City of Ridgeland, Madison Co., Miss. See the enclosed map.

The proposed road will extend about 280 fi. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. Its
easement will range between 111 and 125 ft. wide, due to the turn lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of upland forest, as described in the enclosures.

We ask that you review the situation to determine if the project requires additional regulatory
review and if it meets the regulatory requirements of your agency and office, Pease let us
know of special habitats of interest that might be found in the project vicinity to help us hone
our analysis. Sighting records for the vicinity would be helpful. Please, relay your agency’s
comments and observations to me. Your comments will be included in the EA or
environmental review for this project. If you need more information, please call upon me.

Singgxfé]y,

(o 5/ »/ﬁ/

Samuel Holder
Environmental Scientist

Enclosures: Site Location and 2 pages of Conceptual Drawings

Perspectlve. Passion. Ilnnovation.
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e United States Department of the Interior

\ Ir :‘-Er.
%?‘ NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
‘. “F Natcher Trace Parkway By o

“na, 108 2680 Natcher Trace Packway
N RECLY RECER 1O, Mupelo. Mississippy 38804
L3027(NATR)ROW ’
x.30-30, D30-30 SEP 1 8 201MAYOR’'S OFFICE
RECEIVED
The Honorable Gene F. McGee
Mayor, City of Ridgeland SEP 24 2012
P. 0. Box 217
Ridgeland, MS 39158 CITY OF RIDGELAND

Dear Mayor McGee:

We received your August 28, 2012, letier requesting a right-of-way (ROW) pemit to extend
Rice Road to the planned City Center of Ridgeland, Mississippi. The intent to harmoniously
develop the City Center site in conjunction with the Natchez Trace Parkway is appreciated and
the potential Choctaw Agency Museum would be a true benefit to the public.

We understand that Waggoner Engincering has been hired to assist with the ROW application
process for the city. Detailed instructions on how to proceed and technical puidance for
Waggoner Engineeriig are enclosed as “Attachment A.” In addition, SF-299, Application for
Transportation and Utility Systems and Facilities on Federal Lands, 1s enclosed, which will need
to be signed by you. The application fee is waived for local, county, and state government.

We look forward to working with you as this process moves forward. If you have any questions,
please contact me or our Chief of Resource Management, Dr. Lisa Mclnnis, at (662) 680-4055 or

Lisa_Mcinnis@nps.gov.

Sincerely,

ﬂD/Q:i_“\

Dale C. Wilkerson
Acting Superintendent

Enclosures.

ce: Mr. Samuel Helder
Environmental Scientist
Waggoner Engineering, Inc.
143-A LeFleurs Square
Jackson, MS 39211-5525
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7’5%’%%_ United States Department of the Interior
*% )5 NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Yne PP Natchez Tanee Parkwity

Mo w0 2680 Natches Trace Parkway
(N QUEPLY REFER T Tupefo, Misxissippi 38804
L3027(NATR)

Qn { I

xL30-30 SEP 18 24y,

Mr. Samuel Holder
Environmental Scientist
Waggoner Engineering, Inc.
143-A LeFleurs Square
Jackson, MS 39211-5525

Deac Mr. Holder:

We received your letter and drawings dated July 27, 2012, regarding the proposed Rice Road and
Path Extensions for the City Center of Ridgeland project in Madison County, Mississippi. We
have also received the formal request for the proposcd project from the City of Ridgeland. As
you know, this crossing will require a right-of-way (ROW) application because the proposed
road would go beyond the curent ROW deeded to Madison County. As the official requestor of
the ROW, all formal correspondence conceming this project should be directed through the City.
Our response to your incoming request for regulatory and technical information was sent to the
City on September 18, 2012, with a courtesy copy directed to your attention and enclosed in this
correspondence.

We look forward to working with the City of Ridgeland and Waggoner Engineering as the
proposed project progresses. Should you require additional information, please contact Dr. Lisa
Mclnnis, Chief of Resource Management, at (662) 680-4055.

Sincerely,

I TR

Dale C. Wilkerson
Acting Superintendent

Enclosure.

ec: Gene McGee; Mayor

TAKE PRIBE’

INAMERICA%J



Attachment A

Right-of-Way Application Documents

o Letter from the City of Ridgeland requesting the right-of-way (received).

e Application for Transportation and Utility System and Facilities on Federal Lands
(Standard Form 299)

e Survey plat of proposed easement.

o Legal description of the proposed easement.

e [Legal description of the center line of the proposed roadway.

NEPA Process

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) requires all federal agencies to assess
the impacts of and alternatives to proposed major federal actions such as a Right-of-Way. As
such, NEPA is a required environmental planning process that facilitates informed decision-
making and public involvement. For a Right-of-Way, formal analysis is typically first
accomplished through an Environmental Assessment (EA). The EA allows for the identification,
development and documentation of alternatives as well as the involvement of interested parties
and the public. This analysis includes an examination of potential impacts not only the physical
environment, but also the potential historical, cultural, social, and economic impacts of a
proposed alternative. Depending on the impact topics, consultation with other agencies will be
necessary. If the preferred alternative has the potential to adversely impact floodplains and/or
wetlands, then a Statement of Findings must be prepared in accordance with Executive Orders
11988 and 11990 (Floodplain Management and Wetland Protection). The EA will result in
either: 1) a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), whereby impacts of the proposed action
are determined to be insignificant, or 2) the need for a more in-depth analysis, to be
accomplished by an Environmental Impact Statement.

Typically, at least one year is allocated for completing an EA. A draft EA is provided by the
applicant, and reviewed at the Park and Regional levels. The document undergoes revision, and
is then resubmitted to the Region for approval. Once approved, the EA is open for public
comment for 30 days. If no substantive comments are received and no further impacts are
identified, a Finding of No Significant Impact is submitted to the Region for signature. For more
information, see the following website:

http://www.nature.nps.gov/protectingrestoring/do | 2site/01_intro/011 _intro.hitm.

For further inforimation regarding the NEPA process, contact Dr, Lisa Mclnnis at
Lisa_Mclnnis@nps.gov or (662) 680-405S5.




Section 1Q6 Process

The applicant is responsible for all required processes of Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966. These processes include consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) and associated Native American tribes. The requesting entity must
provide copics of their outgoing and incoming consultation letters to the park. The applicant
should allow up to 30 days for SHPO consultations and 45 days for tribal consultations.

In the event that an archeological survey is required, the requesting entity must obtain an
Archeological Resource Protection Act (ARPA) permit. Allow up to 30 days for permit
approval. The requesting entity is encouraged to begin the process in the early stages of planning
in order to avoid delays,

The folfowing websites have additional information:
http://www.achp.gov/docs/nhpa%202008-final.pdf
http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

For further guidance with ARPA permitting, contact Dr. Christina E. Smith at
Christina_Smith@nps.gov or (662) 840-7560.

Overall ROW Process Administration
Right-of-way application documents may be submitted simultaneous to the NEPA and Section

106 processes. However, the ROW application cannot be processed until all required compliance
processes are completed. The applicant is required to bear the expense for all NEPA and Section
106 requirements as well as the preparation of ROW application documents.

Once we have received all requested information, we will complete the ROW application and
send it to the requestor for signature. We will then forward the package to our Regional Director
for review and approval. After the ROW is approved, a construction permit must be requested
and approved by the Parkway Superintendent before work can commence.

Technical Guidance to Waggoner Engineering

The following comments address the preliminary drawings and the request for information
submitted by Waggoner Engineering on July 27, 2012,

1. Utilities should be placed in the road bed or shoulder. In addition, the proposed ROW should
be limited to the toe of the stope on the non-trail side of the roadway.

2. In reference to the request for site-specific information and regulatory requirements, there are
no known special status species or habitats in the proposed project area. However, consultation
with the Mississippi Department of Wildlife and Fisheries and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
..will ‘be xequired for confirmation. Additional guidance for preparing an Ewvironmental
Assessment for the NPS is available if desired. Note that if wetlands (as defined by the NPS) or
floodplains are present, compliance with Executive Orders 11990 and 11998 to protect wetlands
and floodplains, respectively, is required. ln addition, an Archeological Resources Protection Act
(ARPA) permit and archeological survey will be required for the proposed roadway extension.
With regard to the wildlife sighting record request, only limited records are on file for the area.
Such records are general in nature and typical of wildlife sightings in the state.
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APPLICATION FOR TRANSPORTATION AND UTILITY SYSTEMS
AND FACILITIES ON FEDERAL LANDS

GENERAL INFORMATION
ALASKA NATIONAL INTEREST LANDS

This application will be used when applying for o cight-of~way, permit,
license, lease, or eertificate for the use 0 Federl lands which lie within
conservation gystews inits and National Recreation or Comscrvation
Arcas ay defined in the Adaska Nationaf Interest Lands Conservation Act.
Conservatian systent units melude the National Park Sysleny, Nationa)
Wildiife Refuge System, Nautionsl Wild and Scenic Rivers System,
Nutianal Trails System, National Wilderness Prescrvation System, and
Nalianal Forest Monuments.

Transportation and utilily sysiens and Facility uses for whichy (he
application may be used we;

. Cnaals, ditches, flumos, laleoals. pipes, pipelines, 1wmnels, and other
systems lor the (ransportation al waler.

~J

, Pipelines and other systems for the (ranspotiation o Yiguids oiher tyan
water, including oil, naueal gas. syrilietic figaid and gascous fucls, and
any refined product produced dserelvon, ’

. Pipelines. slurcy nad cmulsion systems, and copveyor bells for
transporiation of solid duserinls.

ot

4, Sysicms for the (ransmission and distcibation of ¢lectric encrgy.

I

. Systoms (or ransnyssion or reception of 1adiv, (clevision, (elephone,

telegraph, ond olber  clectronic  sipgnals, and other neans of

conmumications,

6. npeoved rights-ol-way Tor snow machines, air cushion vehicles, and
all-tevrain vehicles.

7. Ronds, highways, railroads, unnely, titmways, girports, landioy sirips,
docks. and other systems ol genoryl transportition.

o

This epplication must be filed simultancously with cach Federal
depprument ar agency requiring aathotization o establish and operote
your proposal.

Tn Alaska, the Jollowing agencies will help the applicant file sn application
and identify Use alher agoveics the applicant shoutd contact and possibly
file with:

U.s Dujlsumncn( of Agricutture
FORLEST SERVICIE (USES)
Alaskn Rogional Office (Region 10)
Phsical Addresy:

Feileral Office Budlding

700 West 9th Steect

Juneaw, Alake 99801

Madlog Neddvesy:

£.0, Box 21628

Junenu, Alaska 99802

Telephone: 907-586-8806

1.8, Depiniment of the Interiar
BURLEAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS (BIAY
Al Reglondl Offiee (Juneray
Meiling/Phvxleal Address:

1.0, Box 25520

709 Wesi Sila Streel

Jusieau, Alaska 99802

Telephone: 800-645-8397

U.S. Depzriment of the Interiur

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT (3LM)
Aluskn State Oltice

Mailing/Physdeal Jldddress:

222 West Tt Avenue #13

Anchorage, Alagka 995))

Telephone: 907-271-5060

U.S. Depycament of the Tnfesior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICT (NVS)
Alaska Regiowal Officy (Anchorige)
Mailing/Phesical Adiress:

240 Worl Sth Avenue, Room 114
Anchorage, Alasku 99501
Teuplione: 907-644-3501

U.S, Depallieat of the heriev
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICIE
Aluska Regionat OfMice (Region 79
Maiting/Physical Addross:

1011 Casi Tudor Road

Aachurage, Alaska 99301
Tekeplione: 907-271-5011

Note: Filings with any Departiment of the hierior agency may be filed with uny
olice ioled nbose o will the;

U.S. Deparntment of e Interior

OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY AND COMPLIANCE
Alnska Repional Office (Anchocage)

Regiopl Environmental OMeer

1689 C Sireet, Raon 119

Aunchoroge. Ataskn 99301

Telephone: (907) 271-5011

U.S, Depariment of ‘Erinspuortation
FEDERA) AVIATION AODMINISTRATION
Aasky Regiona) Oltice {Anchurage)

222 WesL 7th Avenue, if14

Anchosipe, Alaska 995)3

Tetephone: 907-271-5269

NOTE - “fhe 1Deparmient ol Trausportation s established e ubove cepeeal
iling point for ageneies within thal Depacunent. A eeted ngencles are: Fedaal
Avimion Admipistition (FAA)Y, Coayt Gumrd (USCG), Federal Highwny
Administrion (FHWAY, Federud Railvood Administrtion (FRA).

OTHER THAN ALASKA NATIONAL INTEREST LANDS

Use of thiv fon is ool fimitgd o Nutionat Inlerest Conservaiion Lands of
Alaskp.

lndividial  departmentsfageacies ny nothwrize e use of this form by
applieants for vansporiaiod ad wility sysioms and facilitics on ather f'ederal
lands outshde thase arews described above,

For praposale located oside of Aleska, applications will be filed at Ihe locat
apency oflice arat a laentian specilicd by the respansitle Fdeisl agency.

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS
(Hrem 1ot listed are self-<esplenatorg )

Jrem

7 Atteh preliminary siw wd faciliy consuuction plans, ‘Tl rexponsibic
agency will provide isinuctions whengver specific plavg e vequired.

8 Qurerlly, the map mast shaw the xection(s), township(s), and ronges within
which the projoct 8 (v be located, Show thie propnsed locutian of tie project
at the map ax acenratoly s possible. Some agenvivs iguire detiiled xuvey
maps. Fhe isponsivle ggeney will provide nddivionst instescitons,

9, 10, und 12 - The vesponsible agency witl pravide addidonal ingtructions.

13 Provitling htormgtion on altemgic voulax and modes in-as much detall s
possible, discussing why eerinin rautes o modes were sejected und why it is
necessaey o cross Fedecnl laads will ussix the sgency(icsy in processing your
application and reaching a fina) decixion, Inglude only reasonablo shernme
routes ood modes ag refeted (0 easreni leehitology sodt economices.

14 “ITws rexponsible ngeney will provide insteuctions.

15 Qonerully, & shinple statement ofthe purposc of the prapaxat will bexuflicient.
However, mojor proposals located In ceilicat or seusitive arcas may reguine
4 ful) apalysiz wilh pdditionad spectfic infornmation, The responsible agency
will pravide addilions) instractions.

16 thiraugh 19 - Providing (s informadon in as much detail as possible will
wssigt the Fedeas) apeney(ies) in processing the application and renching a
deciston. When completing hese itesss, yoirr shotdd use a sound jodgment
i Rwtishing selevan Jwkenontion. For example, if the project 13 sol newr 3

sirgain or other hody o wawer, 'do ol Fildress Uids subject The respansihle
ageney Wil provide addinioml Instcuciions,
Application mast be signed by the applicam or applicent’s suthorized
represuntalive.

¥ addittonzl space is needed Lo complete any ilem, please put the infounation
on o separate sheer of paper and identify it as “Comtinuation of ltem",

(For suppicmentat, see pige 4)

(SF-299, page 3)



SUPPLEMENTAL

[P . R N N . N ICR APPINORM I8
NOTE: The respansible ageneylics) wilt provide alddional fasicuctions ok l‘)\: AI)I:.(K AU

| - PRIVATE CORPORATIONS ATYACHILD VILEDY

& Arlicles of lacompordion

b, Corporulian ylows

e A centificaltos (rom (he State showlug the canrontting s in pood siamling amd i3 catitted to aperte wathins the Siate.

d. Copy o resolulivn muhesizing fillig

¢ The sante and gddress of cach slarchulder watag 3 psencent oF more of the shaves, togetlicr with the nuntber and percentage alaay |
class of voling shares of the entity which such sharcholder ix iuthorzed to vote il The nune and address of cieh atihate of the entity
together wiil in ihe crse of an a0ilinte comirolled by flie vatity, thie noatber of shaces aixd the gercantage of iy chuss of voling stock of
that affitinte avensd. dicceily ov mdineetly, by tha emtity, and in the ease of i afilisty which contols it omily, the sumber ol shaws
and 10e pereentngs al'any clacs of voriing stock of that emtity awned, sirectly or indireeily. by the nflilise.

0 |O0n|0o
O |Onogo

. 1 applicatlon is for an 031 or gis pipeline, deseribe any retoied dgbt-ol-wiy or lemporary ase poymil applicotions, and identify
previnps apphicitions

g ICapplication is for an ol :nd gas pipcling, idemify all Fideral lands by agency inypacied by proposal.

11 - PUBLIC CORPORATIONS

3. Copy of v (orming cosporalion

b, Proal uf vrganizstion

c. Copy ol Bylawg

U, Copy of yesaluition authonzing filing

¢ ICapplication is for an od or pas pipeling, provide infamuntion nauined by Nem &0 and *-g** above.

1§ - FPARTNERSHIP OR OTHER UNGNCORPORATED ENTTIY

A Articlox of nssocialion, i any

b, 1T anc paviaer is sathorized 1o sign. resshion uuthorizing action is

¢ Nome pind addeess of cach participant. partier, nssaciation, or other

d. M applicaton is for aa oil oF gas pipeling, pravide information requined by Hem 1= wnd “1-g™ nbave.

OOoOoono| Opoob|] &0
DO00no) CoDoos) Hu

 (f (he required (nformuhion ix afready Hed aath he ageney procsssing shis appliciion und is curcenm, check block entitted “Filed.” Provide the file identifivation
informativy (e.x., number, dnte, coda, samey. 1 rot o file or current, adach he requested infornsadGaon.

{Continued on puge 3) (81°-299, page 4)



NOTICES
NOTE: This applics 1o the Department of the Intesior/Bureau of Land Management (BLM).

The Privicy Act of 1974 provides (hat you be furnished with the following information in connection willt the
information provided by this application for an authosi zalion.

AUTHORITY: 16 U.S.C. 310 and 5 U.S.C, 301,

PRINCIPAL PURPOSE: The primary uses of (he records are {o facilitate the (1) processing of claims or
applications; (2) recordation of adjudicative actions; and (3} indexing of documentation in case files supporting
adminisirative actions,

ROUTINE USES: BE.M and the Departinent of the Interior (DO may disclose your information an this form: (1) to
appropriate Fedesal agencies when concurrence or supporting information is required prior o granting or acquining a
righn or interest in lands or resources; (2) o members or the public who have a need for the information that is
mintained by BLM for public vecord: (3) o the U.S. Department of Sustice. coun, or other adjudicative body when
DOI determines the information i becessary and relevant to litigation; (4) to appropriate Federal, State, local, or
foreign agencies responsible for investigating, prosccuting violation, enforcing, or implementing this statute,
vegulation, or order; and (5) to g congressional office when you request the assistanee of the Member of Congress in
writing.

EFFECT OF NOT PROVIDING THE INFORMATION: Disclosing this information is necessary lo veceive or
maintain a benefit. Not disclosing ir may cesult in sejecting the application,

The Pupenvork Reduction Act of 1995 requires us to inform you that:

The Federal agencies collect (his information from applicants requesting righi-of-way, permil, license, lease, ar
certifications for the use of Federal Lands.

Federal agencies vse this inforimation to evaluate your proposal,

No Federal agency may requcst or sponsor and you are not required (o respond to a request for information which
does not confain a currently valid OMB Control Number,

BURDEN HOURS STATEMENT: The public burden for his form is estimated af 25 hours per yegponse including
the time for reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and veviewing the form, Dircet
comments regiding the burden estimate or uny other aspect of this form to: (1.8, Department of the laterior, Burean
of Land Management (1004-0189), Burcau Information Callection Clesrance Officer (WO-630) 1849 C Street,
N.W_, Mail Stop 40) L.S, Washingion, D.C.. 20240.

A wepraducible copy of this forni may be obtained from the Bureau of Land Management, Division of Lands, Realiy und
Cadastral Survey, 1620 L Sweet, N W, Rm. {000 LS, Washington, D.C. 20036.

(SF =299, page 3)



Waggoner Engineering, Inc.

143-A LoFleurs Squars

Jackson, MS 38211-5525 h

Sk N 362227 WAGGONER
| Be————|

601-355-3526 Volcs

800-661-3733 Toll-Free
601-352-3945 Fax

July 27, 2012

WWW.Waggorereng.com

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Federal Building, Suite 13211

100 West Capital Street

Jackson, Mississippi 39269

ATTN: Xurt Readus

RE: Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City
Center of Ridgeland, MS.

Dear Mr. Readus;

On behalf of Ridgeland, MS, Waggoner Engineering is conducting an Environmental
Assessment, as required by the U.S National Parks Service (NPS), before it grants an
easeruent, or right-of-way, on federal lands for the referenced project. The purpose is to
provide a northern access route into the new Cily Center development and to the proposed
museum that will highlight Native Americans.

The site is located immediately west of the junction of Rice Rd and U.S. Hwy 51 in
Ridgeland, Miss. in Madison Co. The site is located in Section 30, Township 7N, Range 3E,
City of Ridgeland, Madison Co., Miss. See the enclosed map.

The proposed road will extend about 280 ft. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. Its
easement will range between 111 and 125 ft. wide, due to the turn lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of forested land, as described in the enclosures.

We ask that you review the situation to determine if the project requires additional regulatory
review and if it meets the regulatory requirements of your agency and office. Pease let us
know of agricultural lands of interest that might be found in the project vicinity to help us
hone our analysis. Historical records for the vicinity would be helpful. Please, relay your
agency’s comments and observations to me. Your comments will be included in the resulting
EA or environmental review for this project. If you need additional information, please call
upon me.

Singsre,ly,

Sﬁlm;m (/ 04,6/

Environmental Scientist

Enclosures: Site Location and 2 pages of Conceptual Drawings

Perspective. Passion. Innovation.
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United States Departmant of Agriciiture

ONRGS

Natural Resaurces Canservation Sarvica
Sulte 1321, Fedeval Bullding

100 West Capital Steeet

Jackson, MS 39288

Telaphone: 801-265-6205

Fax: 601-985-4040 ; e
. J& b"u Aa /*J }J
G Wb AR

August 29, 2012

Samuel Holder
Environmental Scientist
Waggoner Engineering, Inc.
143-A LeFlours Square
Jackson, MS 39211-5525

Dear Mr. Holder:

This is in response to your letter dated July 27, 2012 regarding the Environmental Assessment of
the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City Center of Ridgeland in Madison County,
Mississippi.

The proposed activity is located within city limits and does not require an FPPA detormination.
Sincerely,

Qlorey Fo b

Delaney B. Johnson
State Soil Scientist

Helping People Help the Lend
An Equu! Opperunily Provider snd Employer



Waggoner Enginssring, Inc.

143-A LeFleurs Square
Jackson, MS 39211-5525 .
P.O. Box 12227
Jackson, MS 39236-2227 WAGGONE
I==—o——— — ]
601-355-9526 Volce
800-661-3733 Toll-Free
601-352-3945 Fax
July 27, 2012

WWW.wagoonareng.com

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
Vicksburg District

Attn: CEMVK-OD-F

4155 Clay Street

Vicksburg, Mississippi 39183-3435

ATTN: Michael McNair

RE: Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City
Center of Ridgeland, MS.

Dear Mr. McNair:

On behalf of Ridgeland, MS, Waggoner Engineering is conducting an Environmental
Assessment, as required by the U.S National Parks Service (NPS), before it grants an
easement, or right-of-way, on federal lands for the referenced project. The purpose is to
provide a northern access route into the new City Center development and to the proposed
museum that will highlight Native Americans.

The site is located immediately west of the junction of Rice Rd and U.S. Hwy S1 in
Ridgeland, Miss. in Madison Co. The site is located in Section 30, Township 7N, Range 3E,
City of Ridgeland, Madison Co., Miss. See the enclosed map.

The proposed road will extend about 280 ft. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. Its
easement wil] range between 111 and 125 ft. wade, due to the tum lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of upland forest, as described in the enclosures. No wetlands have
been identified on the site.

We ask that you review the situation to determine if the project requires additional regulatory
review and if it meets the regulatory requirements of your agency and office. Please, relay
your agency’s comments and observations to me. Your comments will be included in the EA
or environmental review for this project. If you need more information, please call upon me.

Samuel Holder
Environmental Scientist

Enclosures: Site Location and 2 pages of Conceptual Drawings

Perspective. Passion. [nnovation.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY A T b

-
VICKSBURG DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS -
4155 CLAY STREET -
VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPPI 39183-3435 2 ’
REPLY TO & ¥
ATTENTION OF; Septem_ber 27 , 2012

Operations Division

SUBJECT: Jurisdictional Determination - Rice Road and Path
Extensions to the City Center, Madison County, Mississippi

%ﬁud@/ / $ ”ﬂ-@ der

Mr. Samuel Holder v
Environmental Scientist

Waggoner Engineering, Incorporated § - -
Post Office Box 12227

Jackson, Mississippi 39236-2227

Dear Mr. Holder:

I refer to your letter dated July 27, 2012, regarding
Department of the Army permit requirements for proposed extension
of Rice Road located in Madison County, Mississippi.

Based upon the information providegd, we have determined that
a Department of theé Army Section 10/404 permit will not be
required for any of the proposed work, since there are no
jurisdictional waters of the United States located within the
proposed project limits. The location of the activitiles is
depicted on the enclosed map (enclosure 1). For your
information, I have enclosed a copy of the basis of our
determination (enclosure 2) and appeals form (enclosure 3).

This approved jurisdictional determination is applicable for
a period not to exceed five years from the date of this letter
unless superseded by law or regulation. If the proposed work is
not completed by this time, or if project plans change, you
should contact this office for a reevaluation of permit
reguirements, and refer to identification no. MVK-2012-812 when
submitting the information.

This determination of Department of the Army regulatory
reguirements does not convey any property rights, either in real
estate or material or any exclusive privileges, and does not
authorize any injury to property or invasion of rights or local
laws or regulations, or obviate the requirement to obtain state
or local assent required by law for the activity discussed herein.



The decision regarding this action is based on information
found in the administrative record, which documents the District's
decision-making process, the basis for the decision, and the
final decision.

The Vicksburqg District Regulatory Branch is committad to
providing quality and timely service to our customers. In an
effort to improve customer servica, please take a moment to
complete the Customer Service Survey found on our web site at
http://per2.nwp.usace.army.mil/survey.html., If it is more
convenient for you, please complete and return the enoclased
postage-paid post card (enclosure 4).

If we may be of any further assistance in this matter,
please contact Mr. Jeremy Stokes of this office, telephone
(601) 631-5275, fax (60Ll) 631-3459 or e-mail address:
regulatory@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

(hel £ 2tf, 7.

Charles R. Allred, Jrx.
Chief, Enforcement Section
Regulatory Branch

Enclosures



uogeso palold
09l 0

VOIS JUIWIdI0JUY

puerg Arojem3ay

~sIsauibul 1o
n

66/’5 wre!

£9%0I5 Amaza(
uoyrunnIaiRa(] [Puonapsunf

panorddy

S¥X “Lpna)) dosypry
1014 GOEUIIXY ProY 0
Sapssopng puaiPem

CI8-CI0C AN
210t Rqudag g7




ORM Printer Friendly JD Form Page 1 of §

APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM
U.8. army Corps of Engineers

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): 27-50p-2012

]
B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: Vioksburg Dlatnct, MV-2012-00812-ID1

C. PROJECT L OCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

State : MS - Missizsippl
County/parlshibarough: Madison

Clty:

Lat: 32.42482

Long: -90,13123
Untversal Transverse Mercator Folder UTM List

UTM list delermined by folder locatlon
o NADB3/UTM zone 15N

Waters UTM List
UTHM list determined by waters location

s NADB83/UTM zong 15N

Name of nearest watarbody:
Name of nearest Traditlonal Navigahle Water (TNW):
Name of watershad or Hydroioagic Unit Code (HUC):
Chack if map/diagram of review area and/or potential urisdictional areas ls/are avalleble upon request,

Chack If other gites (e.g.. offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etcy) are assotiated with the action and are recorded on a diffsrant JO
form,

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION:
Office Determination Date:  27-Sep-2012
Field Determination Date(s): 03-Avg-2012

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION
There "navigable waters of the U.S.” within Rivers and Harbars Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area,

Waters sublect to the ebb and flow of the tids.

Walers are presently uged, or have been used in the past, or may be suscaptible for use to transpart interstate or foreign
commerce.

Explain:

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.
There "waters of the U.S." within Clean Water Act (CWA) {urisdiction (az defined by 33 CFR part 328) In the revisw ares.

1. Waterg of the U.S.
a, indicate presence of watars of U.S. In review grea:!
‘ Water Name  Water Type(s) Present

_ Uptand Uplands i

b. [dentify (estimate) skze of waters of the U.S. in the review area:

Aren: (m?)
Linear: (m)

c. Limits (boundarlae) of Jurisdiction:

https://orm.usace.army.mil/orm2/f?p=106:34:1665588219821178::NO:: 9//2}/20}2 v
ZAC!



ORM Printer Friendly JD Form ' Page 2 of 5

hassd on:
OHWWM Elevation: (if known)

2. Non-eguinted watsre/watiands:

Potentislly juriedictional watsrs andior wetiands were aazassed within the review srea and datarmined to ba not jurisdictional. Explain:
No waters of the U.S. were presant on sie. ThuanmaomawethndebmbduehnmmofmepropdeOWImnmucﬂmam Thesa
wetiands 68 outsida the the project boundary acoording to the plens submitted. - 0

SECTION lll: CWA ANALYSIS
A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWa

1.TNW
Not Applicabla.

2, Wetland Adjscant to TNW
Not Agplicable.

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT |8 NOT A TNW) AND (T8 ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY):

1. Charactariatica of non-TNWs that flow directly or Indirectly Into TNW

(i) Gensral Arsa Conditions:
Watarahed siza:

Drainage area:

Averags annial rainfall: Inches
Average snnual snowfall: Inches

(i) Physicel Characisrtstics
(n) Reiationahip with TNW:

Tributary fiows directly Inta TNW.
. Trbutary fiows through [ ] tributades before endering TNW, .
‘Numbar of iibutarsas
Project waters ars rivar miles from TNW.
Projact waters are rftver mites from RPW.

Projact Watsre are sertal (atraight) miles from TNW.
Project waters ars porial(atraight) mikes from RPW.

+ Project watera cross or serve &s state boundaries.
Expladn;
iisntify flow route to TNW:S

Tributary Stresm Order, ¥ known:
Not Appiicebla.

(b) Ganersl Tributary Characteristics:

Tributary a:
Not Appiicabia.

Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimats):
Not Applieable.

Primary tritbutary subsirate compasition;
Nat Applicable.

Tributary (conditions, atabiiity, preasncs, geomatry, gradient):
Nat Applicable,

https://orm.usace.army.mil/orm2/f7p=106:34:1665588219821178::NO:: 9/28/2012



ORM Printer Friendly JD Form Page 3 of §

{e) Flow:

Not Appécatie.

Burface Flow Is:
Not Applicable,

Subsurfscs Flow:
Not Applicable.

Tributary has'
Not Appllcable.
N factora othar than the OHWM ware ussd to defermine (ateral extent of CWA |uritsdiction:

High Tide Line Indicated by:
Not Applicable.

Menn High Water Mark Indicatad bry;
Not Appiicable,

(A} Chemical Characteristics:
Characterize tributsry (e.g. watsr color |s clear, discalored, olly film; watsr quality;general watsrshed characteristica, etc.),
Not Applicabia.

(v) Biological Characterlatics, Channel supports:
Not Appilcable.

2 Charactaristica of wetlands adjacant to non-TNW that flow directly or Indirectty (nto TNW

(1) Physlcal Characteriatica;

(n) Ganeral Wetiand Characteristics:
Propertiea: .
Not Applicable.

(b) Genreral Flow Reiatlonship with Non-TRW:
Flow I$:
Not Applicable,

Surfacs flow la:
Not Applicable.

Subsurfacs flow:
Not Applicable.

(c) Watland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW:
Not Applicablas.

(d) Proxdimity (Relationahipj to TNW:
Not Applicable.

(M) Chemica) Characteriatics: .
Charscterizs tributary (a.g., waler color Is cisar, diwcolored, olly film; watsr quallty; genecal watarshed charactaristics, sta.).
Not Applicable.

() Blologécal Charactsristics, Wetiand supports:
Not Agplicable.

3, Charncterisfica of ull wetlanda adjaosnt to tha tributary (If any):

All wetlunds being considersd in tha cumuistive anaiysis:
Not Applicable.

https://orm.usace.army.mil/orm2/f7p=106:34:1665588219821178::NO:: 9/28/2012



ORM Printer Friendly JD Form

Summartze overall blaloglcal, chemical and physical functions being parformed:
Not Appilcabla.

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION

Page 4 of 5

A significant nexus anatysis wil) 2ssess the flow characteristica and functlons of the tributary liealf and the functions performed by
any wetlands sdjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affact the chemlcal, phyaical, and bloleglcal integrity of a TNW.
For sach of tha fallowing situations, s significant nexus exists If the tributary, In comblnation with all of its ad}acent wetiands, has
more than a apagulative or Insubstantlal effect on the chemlaal, physical and/or blological [ntegrity of a TNW. Gonsiderations when
avaluating significant nexus Include, but are not thmited ta tha volume, duration, end frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and
It proximity to 8 TNW, and the functions performed by the tributaty and all Its adjacent wetlands. it is not 2ppropriate to determine
algntficant naxus based solely on sny spacific threshold of distance (e.g. Betwoen a tributary and Its edjacent wetland or between a
tributary and the TNW). Simliarly, the fact an adjacent wetiand llés within or outslde of s floodplaln I3 not aolely daterminative of

slpnificant nexua.

Significant Naxus: Not Appiicahle
D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE:

1. TNWs and Adjscent Wetlands:
Not Applicable.

2. RPWs that flow dirsctly or Intirsctly Into TNWs.:
Not Applicable,

Provide astimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area:
Not Applicable.

3. Non-RPWs that flow directly or Indirectly Into TNWs:?
Not Applicable.

Provide astimates for jurisdictional waters In the review area:
Not Appiicable.

4. Wetlanda directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or Indirectly into TNWa,
Not Appiicable.

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlanda In the review erea:
Not Applicabic.

S, Wetlands adjacan? to but not directly abutting sn RPW that flow directly or |ndirsctly Into TNWs:
Not Apglicable.

Provide acreage estimates for Jurisdictional wetiands In tha review area:
Not Applicable.

6. Wetiandsa adjacent {o noni-RPWa that flow directly or indirectly info TNWs:
Not Applicabie.

Provide eatimates for jurisdictional wetisnda In the review arss:
Not Appiicable,

7. Impoundmanta of juriedictional waters:®
Not Applicabls,

E. [BOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-8TATE] WATERS INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, DEGRADATION OR
DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INGLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS: 10
Not Applicable.

Identlfy water body and aurmmarize rationafe supparting determination:
Not Applicable.

https://orm.usace.army. mil/orm2/£7p=106:34:1665588219821178::NO::

9/28/2012



ORM Printer Friendly JD Form Page 5 of 5

Provide sstimatsa for furiadictional watars (n the review aresa:
Not Applicable.

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS. INCLUDING WETLANDS

{7 It potential wetlanda were assassad within the review area, thess sreas did not meet the criteria in the 19687 Corpa of Engineers Wetland
Delineation Manual and/or appropriats Reglona! Supplaments:

[” Review area Included lsoleted waters with no substantla) nexus to intarstate (or foreign) commerce:

2 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court declsion In “SWANCC." the review area would have been regulated based eoley on the “Migratory Bird
Rule” (MBR):

 Waters 6o not meet the "Significant Nexus® standard, where such a finding Is required for jurtadiction {Expiain):

Other (Explaln):

Provide acreaga astimates for non-urisdictional waters In iha review arsa, where the soie potential basls of Jurisdiction is the MBR

Jhd’ctf)rl (la., presanca of migratory birda, presenca of endangerad spacies, se of watar for frrigated sgricutture), using bast professional
udgment:

Not Applizabla.

Provida acraags astimatss for non4urledictional waters in the review area, that do not meet the "Significant Nexus® standard, whare such
2 finding le requirad for jurisdiotion.
Not Appilcable.

SECTION 1V: DATA SOURCES.

A, SUPPORTING DATA. Dats reviawed for JD
(Matad harme shall be Incdluded In caas Me and, whers checkod and rquesied, spproprietely referance below);

Nat Appflicable,
B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD:
Not Applicable,
.Raxar chatked below shall be supgortad by complating tha d ilona {n Section 0 balow,

z-gmp?rpoaea of this form, an RPW is defined ae a tibutary that is not 8 TNW and that typlcally flows yesr-round or has conlinuoud fow ai lasel “seasonslly” {8.g.. typically 3
months).

8 Supporting de talfon s preasated in Sectian IIi.F.
4 Noto that the | 3 Ouldet addijonal informalion regerding swates, dilches, washes, and eroalonal featuros generally and in the arld West,
5_Fiow routa con ba described by (dentifying, a.g., Wbulary a, which lows through (e review ares, 1o fiaw inko tdbutary b, which then flows imso TNW,
6.A natorat o man-mags dsconilnuily In the OHWM doog not nacessarlly sever Jurlsdiclion (e.9., whare the st tomporedly &ows untamround, or whers ihe OHWM haa
b40n romaved by devolopmani of 8grculivrel proctces). Whars thare i3 a break in (he OHWM thet ls latad ko the waterbody's flow regime (a.g., flaw over 8 rack outcrop or
;hrongh a tubvert), tho agancos will look for indicators of flow sbove and below #ve bresk.
-bld.
£ o0 Faotnote #9.

L complata the analysls refer to the kay In Saction 1).D,8 6 ye msructional Gukisboak.

$0.prior to ssserting or dedining CWA hmisdiction based solety on this category, Corps Distiicts wil elevala the action to Gorps and EPA HQ for roview cariatsnt wih the
proveas desaribed i the Corps/EPA Memarandum Regsrding CWA Act Jurisdiction Failowing Rap

https://orm.usace.army.mil/orm2/f2p=106:34:1665588219821178::NO:: 9/28/2012



NOTIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OPTIONS AND PROCESS AND
REQUEST FOR APPEAL

Applicant: Waggoner Engineering | File Numbes: MVK-2012-812 Date: September 28, 2012

Attached is; See Section Below

INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of Permmission)

PROFFERED PERMIT (Standerd Permit or Letter of Parmission)
PERMIT DENIAL -

X | APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

] i=dleN|--RE 2

PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

SECTION I - The following identifies your rights and options regarding an administrative appeal of the above decision. Additional
information may be found st http://usece.army.mil/inet/fussctions/cw/cecwalreg or Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 331.

A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit.

» ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and retom it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Pesmission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature on the
Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP meens that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive ail rights to appeal the penmit, including
its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations (JD) associated with the permmit.

* OBJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that the permit
be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form end return the form to the district engineer. Your objections must be
received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right to appeal the permit in the future.
Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a) modify the permit to address all of your concerns,
(b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, ot (¢) not modify the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as
previously written, Afier evafuating your objections, the district engineer will send you a profferad permit for your reconsideratio, as
mndicated in Section B below.

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit.

» ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return jt to the district engineer for final
euthorization, If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work ig autharized. Your signature on the
Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the permit, including
its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the peomit.

¢+ APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and canditions therein, you may
appeal the declined permit under the Corpps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by corpleting Section IT of this form and sending
the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing
Section IT of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This fonm must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of
the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appesl the spproved JD ar provide new information.

* ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD, Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the date of this
notice, meang that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved ID.

* APPEAL: Ifyou disagres with the approved JD, you may appeal the spproved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal
Process by completing Section II of thig form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division
engincer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the preliminary JD. The
Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be eppealed), by contacting the Corps district
for further instruction. Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the JD.




SECTION I - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT

REASONS FOR AFPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an initial proffered
permit in clear concise statements, You may attach additional information to this form to clarify where your r¢asons or gbjections are
addressed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is himited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memarandum for the record of the
appeal conference or meeting, aud any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to clarify the administrative
record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However, you may provide additional
information to clavify the location of infotmation that is already in the administrative record.

POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION:

If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal process you | If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you
may contact: may also contact:
U.S. Amy Corps of Engmeers Attn: Tonya AcudT
Atin: Jeremy Stokees Appeals Review Officer
Regulatory Branch Mississippi Valley Division
4155 Clay Street ’ Post Office Box 80
Vicksburg, MS 39183-3435 Vicksburg, MS 39181-0080
601) 631-5275 (601) 634-5820

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of eatry to Corps of Engineers personmel, and any government consultants,
to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal procese. You will be provided a 15-day notice of any site
investigation, and will bave the opportunity to parficipate in all site investigations,

Date: Telephone number:

Signature of appellant or agent.




Waggoner Engineering, Inc.

143-A LeFleurs Square
Jackson, MS 39211-5625 /—\
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V——
601-355-8526 Volce
800-661-3733 Toll-Fres
801-352-3945 Fax
July 27, 2012

WWW.Wagaonsereng.com

US Fish and Wildlife Service

6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A

Jackson, Mississippi 39212

ATTN: David Felder

RE: Environmental Assessment of the Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City

Center of Ridgeland, MS.

Dear Mr. Felder:

On behalf of Ridgeland, MS, Waggoner Engineering is conducting an Environmental
Assessment, as required by the U.S National Parks Service (NPS), before it grants an
easement, or right-of-way, on federal lands for the referenced project. The purpose is to
provide a northern access route into the new City Center development and to the proposed
museum that will highlight Native Americans.

The site is located immediately west of the junction of Rice Rd and U.S. Hwy 51 in
Ridgeland, Miss. in Madison Co. The site is located in Section 30, Township 7N, Range 3E,
City of Ridgeland, Madison Co., Miss. See the enclosed map.

The proposed road will extend about 280 ft. from the existing U.S. Hwy 51 easement. Its
easement will range between 111 and 125 ft. wide, due to the turn lane. The proposal will
disturb about 0.7 acres of upland forest, as described in the enclosures.

We ask that you review the situation to determine if the project requires additional regulatory
review and if it meets the regulatory requirements of your agency and office. Pease let us
know of any species of interest that might be found in the project vicinity to help us hone our
analysis. Sighting records for the vicinity would be helpful. Please, relay your agency’s
comments and observations to me. Your comments will be included in the EA or
environmental review for this project. If you need more information, please call upon me.

Samuel Holdcr

Environmental Scientist

Sm erel y,

Enclosures: Site Location and 2 pages of Conceptual Drawings

Perspective. Passion. Innovation.
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Mississippi Field Office
6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A
Jackson, Mississippi 39213

August 14, 2012

IN REPLY REFER TO: \"{_{?}E} ftcia/Aﬂ"k;U

2012-1-918
o g %,
"" i 4 »— ;; % o -’.Ii' .‘%
W AUG 1§ 20
M. Samuel Holder ¢ 2 Wit ahe ‘ B .
Waggoner Engineering ™ B o - o pg

143-A LePleurs Square
Jackson, Mississippi 39211

Dear Mr. Holder:

The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the information in your letter dated July
27, 2012, regarding the proposed Rice Road and Path Extensions to the City Center of Ridgeland
in Madison County, Mississippi. Our comments are submitted in accordance with the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

Based on the information provided in your letter, the Service has determined that the proposed
project will have “No Effect” on federally listed species or their habitats. No further consultation
under the ESA is required with this office unless there are changes in the scope or location of the

proposed project.

If you have any questions, please contact David Felder in our office, telephone: (601) 321-1131,
or visit our website at http://www.fws.gov/mississippiES/.

2

for Stepben M. Ricks
Field Supervisor
MS Field Office




Waggoner Engineering, thc.
143-A LeFlours Square
Jackson, MS 38211-5525
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601-355-9526 Voice
800-661-3733 Toll-Free
601-352-3945 Fax

August 8, 2012

WWW.waggonereng.ooim

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Ecological Services

6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A
Jackson, Mississippi 39213

ATTN: Mr. Daniel Gregg

RE:  Extension of Rice Road, West of U.S. Hwy 51, Ridgeland MS, Madison
County

Dear Mr. Gregg,

Waggoner Engineering Inc. has been requested to construct an Environmental Assessment for
obtaining a right-of-way from the National Park Service. The right-of-way will be used to
construct an extension of Rice Road, west of U.S. Hwy 51, in Ridgeland MS, Madison County.
As per Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, the National Park Service directed us to contact
you for your review of the site to assess whether threatened or endangered species might be
impacted by the project, which is described below.

Project Location:
s  On the West side of the junction of Rice Rd. and U.S. Hwy 51, in Ridgeland MS,
Madison County
» Section30 T7N R3E

Project Description: The proposed extension will extend about 280 fi. west from the
existing, U.S. Hwy 51 easement. The easement will range between 111 and 125 ft. wide, due
to the turn lane.  Existing drainage around the proposed roads will be modified. About 0.7
acres of forested upland habitat will be disturbed, as described in the enclosures.

If you need additional information, please call.

Sincerely, (
< 0.
Samuel Holder

Environmental Scientist

Enclosures

Perspective. Passion. Innovation.
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Q".__‘?-e"r OF B United States Department of the Interior

N
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Mississippi Field Office
6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A
Jackson, Mississippi 39213

August 9, 2012 _ %MML);LU Hlder

IN REPLY REFER TO:
2012-1-1003

M. Samuel Holder

Waggoner Engineering, Inc.

Post Office Box 12227

Jackson, Mississippi 39236-2227 -

Dear Mr. Holder:

The Fish and Wolitite Service (Service) has receivad your Avgnst 8, 2012 letier raguesting
comments on the proposed Extension of Rice Road Project near Ridgeland in Madison County,
Mississippi. Our comments are submitted in accordance with the Endangered Species Act (ESA) (87
Stat. 884, as amended; [6 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

According to your letter, the proposed extension will extend about 280 feet west from the existing
U.S. Highway S| in Ridgeland. A 111-125 foot easement agreement has been requested from the
National Park Service for construction of the tuming lane.

Based on the information provided, the Service has determined that the proposed work will have “No
Effect” on federally listed species or their habitats. No further consultation under the ESA is
required with this office unless there are changes in the scope or location of the proposed project.

We recommend that you consult with the National Park Service before commencement of
construction and address any concerns they may have regarding impacts 1o the Natchez Trace
Parkway.

If you have any questions, please contact Daniel Gregg in our office, telephone (601) 321-1136, or
visit our websile at http://fws.gov/mississippi ES/.

Sincerely,

Jordl) S

For  Stephen Ricks -
Field Supervisor
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