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im} UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
e AEGION VIl

201 MORTH 5TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 56101

JUN 15 2005

Mr. Don Neumann

Programs Engineer

Federal Highway Administration
P.O. Box 1787

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Diear &r. Meumann:

RE: Final Environmental Impact Statement for Interstate 64/U 5. Route 40 Corridor, City of
St. Lowis and 51 Lows County, Missour

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} has reviewed the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS) for Interstate 64/11.5. Route 40 Reconstruction also known as "The New
[-64." Our review is provided pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (WEPA) 42
1 U.S.C. 4231, Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations 40 C.F R Paris 1500-1508,
and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act (CAA). The FEIS was assigned the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) number 20050145,

Owr review of the January 2003, Draft Environmental Impact Statement tor this project
resulted in a rating of EC-2 (Environmental Concems-Insufficient Information) based on the
projected impacts 1o properties eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP),
impacts to parks and recreational areas, and impacts to potential Environmental Justice
neighborhoods. After review of the FEIS, the EPA believes that these issues have been
adequately considered and/or addressed.

The EPA commends the work of all those persons and agencies involved in the process
leading to the development of the FEIS. In particular, we'd like to recognize the design effort
that eliminated the adverse effect on the Clayton Park Addition {Bennett Avenue) District which
will continue 1o be eligible for the NRHP following construction of the project.

EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the FEIS. If you have any
questions or concemns regarding this letter, please contact me at, (913} 551-7975.

Sincggely.

Kimberly 0. JoRpson,
NEPA Reviewer

i dr. Kevin KEeith, MODOT
RECYCLE 2%
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Matt Blunt

Michael M. Keathley
(oo

Commissionar

Siate of Missouri
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION
Intergovernmental Relations
Posi Office Box BOA
Jeffersomn Cily, 65102
5THTH1-0337

42272005

Lesley Solinger Hoffarth

Project Manager

Missoun Department of Transportation
St Lowis Metro District

1590 Woodlake Drve

Chesterfield, MO 63017-5712

Dear Ms. Solinger Hoftarth:
Subject: 0504084
EA Assistance

Environmental Accessment

The Missoun Federal Assistance Clearinghouse, in cooperation with state and local agencies
interested or possibly affected, has completed the review on the above project application.

Mone of the agencies involved in the review had comments or recommendations to offer at this
time. This concludes the Clearinghouse’s review.

A copy of this letter is to be attached to the application as evidence of compliance with the State
Clearinghouse requirements.

sincerely,

C‘ﬂw Monnia))

Laure Mormis
Administrative Assistant

cc: East-West Gateway Coordinating Council



Staphen G, Knobbe, P.E.
Senfer Vige Prasidant

m sknabbe dmelrostiovis.ong
7o7 North First Street

Metro

Opcumenl #: BE17
Sllg: GHL 0.0

ez Documant Condral

5t. Louis, Missouri &3102-7595
PH: 114.087.1400
v metrostinuls, org

May 3, 2005

Ms. Leslie Sclinger Hoffath, PE
Missouri Dept. of Transportation
1530 Woodlake Drive
Chesterfield MO 83017-5712

RE: The Mew I-64 Final EIS

Dear Ms. Hotlarth:
Thank you lor the opportunity to comment on the Final EIS for Ihis project

We strongly support the project staging approach for the major north-south arterials
[page 11-43, par. e). Metro provides MetroBus service on most of the arerials
impacted by the project, Keeping the streels and bndges open throughout
construction minimizes the impact on iransil services in the region. Metro also
agrees with your dasign efforts to accommodate pedestrians and bicycles in the
project (page WI-19, par 4.). This approach supports the imponant connectivity from
the nelghbarhoods 1o transit.

As you suggested in the report (page |V-BB, par. d), Metro is very willing 10 work

with MoDOT on transit alternatives throughout the construction period.  Subsidizing
transit fares in one of many alternalives that can be offered 1o the public.

And finally, please correct your contact list for the project and list me as Metras
contach,

Mr. Stephen Knobbe, P.E.
Metro

707 North First Street, MS 121
St Louis, MO 83102

Sincerely,

Stephen G. Knobbe, P.E.
Sr. Vice President
Enginearing and New Systems Development



1330 S. Big Bend Blvd.
City of Richmond Heights, MO 63117-2202
Richmond
Heights

PROGRESS WITH TRADITION

May 6, 2005

Ed Hassinger

Missouri Department of Transportation

St. Louis Metro District Via Fax: 314-340-4119
1590 Woodlake Drive—

Chesterfield, Missouri 63017-5712

+” Lesley Solinger Hoffarth, P.E.
Missouri Department of Transportation Via Fax: 314-340-4119
St. Louis Metro District
1590 Woodlake Drive
Chesterfield, Missouri 63017-5712

Dear Mr. Hassinger and Ms. Hoffarth:

We understand the Missouri Department of Transportation has established a date of May 21, 2005,
for our comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed design of the reconstructed
Interstate 64. As you know, the City of Richmond Heights is the most greatly affected by the proposed

4 climination of over one hundred residential and business properties in the City of Richmond Heights. The
Final Environmental Impact Statement is a voluminous document and it will take some time for the City of
Richmond Heights to thoroughly assess the impacts and comment.

The City of Richmond Heights has retained outside counsel to assist the City in drafting its
comments. We are all of the opinion that the City of Richmond Heights should be granted an additional thirty
(30) days to respond to the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Your department has been working on the
revision to the Final EIS for about two years and thirty days is extremely difficult for the City to evaluate and
respond in a complete fashion. Accordingly, we ask that you accommodate the City of Richmond Heights by
granting an additional thirty (30) days to respond. Please let us hear from you as soon as possible.

Si?hﬁ
Betty %y (a8
Mayor

cc. City Council
City Manager, Amy Schutzenhoffer
City Attorney, Kenneth Heinz
Andrea Ferster
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Charlie A. Dooley cwh i I Garry W Earls, PE.
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June 10, 2005

Ms. Lesley Solinger Hoffarth, P.E.
The New -84 Project Manager
Missouri Department of Transportation
1590 Woodlake

Chesterfield, Missouri 63017

Dear Lesley:

On behalf of Saint Louis County Government and this Department, | want to offer you
our support of the |-684 road improvements as documented in the Final Environmental

5 Impact Statement for the project. We believe improvements to this corridor are vital for
Saint Louis County for multiple reasons including safety, mobility, and economic vitality.
The capacity improvements alone are long overdue.

As the improvements will affect roadway and right-of-way maintained by Saint Louis
County, please continue to engage us throughout the project process so that, together,
we provide the residents of Saint Louis County a coheshve and well-planned system.

» P.E

Acting Director

GWE/SLS/sIr

ce:  Honorable Charlie A. Dooley, Saint Louis County Executive
Honorable Skip Mange, Councilman, 3™ District
Honorable Kurt 5. Odenwald, Vice Chairman, St. Louis County Council
Ms, Stephanie Leon Streeter, P. E., Division Manager, Highway Planning
Mr. Ed Hassinger, MoDOT District Engineer, District 6, 1590 Woodlake Drive,
Chesterfield, Missour 63017-5712

Our migslon: plan, build, and maintain a safe and efficiant transportation retwork.

121 South Meramec Avenue * Saini Lows, MO B3105 = 314/815-B504 » FAX 3148158194 = TTY 314/815-8527
wab hipcwwastlouisco.com




" 1330 8. Big Bend Blvd,
o Richmond Heights, MO 63117-2202

Richmond

Teme 20, 2045

Ed Hassinger

Missoun Department of Transportation

8t. Louis Metro District Via Fax: 314-340-411%
1590 Woodlake Drive

Chesterficld, Missouri 65017-5712

,/Lesley Solinger Hoffarth, P.E.
Missouri Department of Trangportation Via Fax: 314-340-4119

ot Lowis Metro Dhstrict
1590 Woodlake Drive
Chesterficld, Missouri 63017-5712

Re: City of Richmond Heights Comments on Final Environmental Impact Statement for
New Interstate 64

Dear Mr. Hassinger and Ms. Hoffarth;

The City of Richmond Heights submitz the following infoemation as the City's additional
comments on the final Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed design of the reconstructed
Interstale 54 and as a reply to the letter from 5t. Mary's Health Center from August 2003 that you
just recently provided to the City.

The City Council, who are the elected representatives of over 8,000 people, are unanimously
concerned that misinformation in that letter may have misled the agency to select a route that retains
the Bellevue Avenue ramps coming and gomg from the West rather than save $10 million or more

by eliminating the ramps, 25 was your agency’s original plan.

The two Bellevue ramps will be unnecessary once the four- way interchange is completed at
Big Bend Boulevard Bellevue Avenue is primarily a residential street with churches, schools. single
family and muliple family properties, solely within the jurisdiction of the City of Richmend
6A Heighis. The City Council unanimously desires to restore safety for the many school-aged children
whio cross Bellevue daily, and lessen traffic burdens to the neighborhood surrcunding the Bellevus
exits and to place it where it belongs: Big Bend Boulevard, is a designated Si. Louis County arterial

and commercial boulevard.



Ed Hassinger

Lesley Solinger Hoffarth

Missouri Department of Transportation
Tune 20, 2008

Page 2

As you know, the City of Richmond Heights is the municipality most adversely affected by
the proposed elimination of ever one hundred residential and business properties in the City of
Richmond Heights. It is well-established now that certain historical properties that are protected

6B under section 4(f) would be destroyed or adversely impacted by MODOT's proposed retention and
vast reconsiruction of the Bellevue ramps. With that fact in mind, section 4 (f) and the 1.5,
Supreme Court's decision in the case of Overton Park require that there be strong and compelling
reasons to reject alternatives o the use of section 4 {f) land.

The August 13, 2003 letter from Ken Lukhard of St. Mary's Health Center contends that
the fabric of our kistorical propestics should be tom and edversely impacted in favor of easier
6C access to St. Mary's Health Center, and especially and ostensibly for its emergency department.
Mr. Luokhard concedes im their 2002 Overview of the Emergency Department, that St. Mary's is
nod a trauma center,

Further, Mr. Lukhard advocates an unreasonably expensive ingress/sgress system
involving three highway interchanges within a streich of approximately one-half mile, those
6D being Big Bend Boulevard, Bellevue Avenue and MeCausland Avenue, Most hospitals arc
happy to have one nearby interchange. It is unnecessary to have thres interchanges available for
St. Mary's Health Center.

Further analyzing Mr. Lukhard’s lenter, there appears to be a clear misstatement of fact.

He states that 500 ambulances arrive per month at St. Mary's and that unspecified “records™ show
that 10%% of the ambulances are called back into service from 5t Mary's. From that he concludes
that 50 ambulances would therefore be heading to Big Rend Roulevard to go West. He has not

6E sccounted, however, for ambulances that go North, South and East. Ambulances going those
directions would absorb some, if not the majority, of the remaining 50 ambulances. This is
especially true since there are not mamy hospitals to the North and South, which are large population
centers, and the East, which takes m (he snfite City of St. Louds.

To the West there do not need to be many ambulanee nins since there are already two major

hospitals next to 164 at Ballas Road, which is not far distant. Those are Missonri Baptist Hospital,

6F right next 1o 164 and St. John's Mercy nearby, which js 2 Trauma 1 center. (Both of these hospitals

have only one interchange nearby). In addition, a designated staging area for ambulances conld
reduce rmns from St. Mary's Health Center.

Tellingly, the letters of support that Mr. Lukhard attaches to his lettsr do not show that the
writcre had any knowledge of the MoDet’s DEIS plan to replace the Bellevue exit with the new Big
Bend interchange, In fact, the vast majority of the letters are form letters, spparently authored by 5t

6G Mary’s Heelth Center for its employees which reveal bias and that the signers were not advised and
had no conception that reasonable, less costly and less destructive altermative routes such as a four
way Big Bend Boulevard exchange would he available.



Ed Hassinger

Lesley Solinger Hoffarth

Missouri Department of Transportation
June 20, 2005

Page 3

The majority of these form letters are signed by people calling themselves residents of

Richmond Heights, but give addresses in distant cities and some in other States. The form letter also

talks about saving “our neighborhood”™ when the address of the signer is from some far distant

6H “neighborhood.” Itis easy to get lotters of support if the only issue is whether the Bellevue ramps
should be climinated. The answer iz quite different when the question is whether the Bellevue

ramps can be eliminated in connection with a new full interchange et Big Bend Boulevard at a
saving of people's homes, historical properties and ten million dollars in the taxpayers' money.

We have attached hereto an affidavit of Fire Chief Larry Drexler showing a swrvey of
6l neighboring ambulance districts that fiez] that the new Big Band Boulevard would meet their needs if
the Bellevoe ramps were eliminated.

In Mr. Lukhard"s letter of May 29, 2003, he points to support of the Clayton Chamber of
Commerce. Bul St. Mary's Health Center is not in Claytor; it is wholly within Richmeond Heights.

6J Why is there no support for his position from the Richmond Heights Chamber of
Commerce? Again, it is eagy for him to get support if the sole proposition is whether a Clayton
business wants more traffic on Clayton Road, half af which is in Richmend Heights. The question
begs the answer.

In that same letter, Mr. Lokhard suggests that the professional traffic/travel time studies
conducted by cxperts retained by the  City of Richmond Heights and previcusly submitted to you
are somehow “suspect”. He suggests that a more reliable sowree is “several members of (St. Mary's)
executive team.” His team allegedly made a study that he fails to share with anyone. Somchow the

K Togic of this propasition escapes us. Mr. Lukhard's executive team admittedly compared exiting 164
at Hanley Road versus exiting at Bellevue Avenue. Why would his team not compare exiting at
Bellevue Avemne to exiting at the proposed new Bipg Bend interchange? That is the issue. Hanley is
over a mile further to the West than Big Bend. Of course, it would teke longer to pet from Hanley
Roed using an illogical exit point.

In general, Mr. Lokhard propeses that anmy delay in resching St Mary's emergency

6L department is unaceeptable. To him, any delay overrides section 4 (f)"s protection of historiczl
properties. His conclusion is inappropriate and not in accordance with law for several reasons.

First, he fails to acknowledge that the reconstruction of 164 in ils totality1s designed to move

vehucular traffic, and therefore emergency traffic, more efficiently, thereby reducing the delay in

6M reaching the emergency room. Thres interchanges, however, within a half mile of each other will
only serve to congest traffic thereby delaying commuters and emergency vehicles alike.

Secondly, he fails to consider that the City is willing to assist emergency vehiclas by using a
6N designated emergency route, such as one way on Ethel Avenus, once the full interchange al Big
Bend Boulevard is completad.



Ed Haszinger

Lesley Solinger Hoffarth

Missouri Department of Transportation
June 20, 2005

Page 4

Thirdly, and probably most impeortantly, the issue is not whether a patient gets to the emergency
room thirty seconds faster, but whether the patient receives emergency care faster. As the affdavit
from Richmond Heights Medical Officer Steve Kimker attests, the ambulances in the area af
Richmond Heights are well-equipped with trained emergency services personne] and have

60 the most up-to-date equipment, such as defibrillators, and medication that allow them to deal with
almost any emergency by stabilizing the patient in route, while at the same time keeping constant
communication with an emergency medical service director who can advise of firther procedures.
Heart attacks, injury, drug overdose, new babies and other emergencies are rontinely handled by our
emergency medical ambulance personmnel.

If time is the only issue, why doesn't St. Mary's move the hospital's emergency department
closer to the Interstate instead of keeping it three blocks from the existing Bellevue Avenue
imterchange. This is not that fer-fetched when one considers that St. Mary's recently built its larpe
employes parking lot at the comer of Highland Avenue and Clayton Road, which moves it closer to
Big Bend Boulevard and farther away from Bellevue Avenuc.

Everyone is sympathetic to emergent situations but that doesn’t mean that MODOT should
needlessly destroy our city’s history and architecture by building and retaining a surplus of highway
interchanges within 2 small area. The mein purpose of a federal interstate highway is to have limited
access, not keep adding more end more interchanges which add to congestion and safety issues
incumbent with last second traffic weaves. Safety for the commuters using I-64 in an area

6P overburdened with merging and weaving traffic must be weighed with those 30 seconds added to &
hospital commute. We think the welfare of those who would be subject to aceident and injuries by
the constamt weaving of three interchanges outweighs the disadvantage from less than a minute of
travel in an emergency. It seems that prevention of accidents would be better than dealing the

aftermath.

We hope the foregoing response will be added to your comment file and be seriously
considered. We are also enclosing a copy of the Richmond Heights position paper that was
circulated. We think that if everyone is able to hear the facts and avoid the hyperbole then a
reasoncd decision would conclude that there is no compelling reason to sacrifice federally protected

section 4 (f) property as mandafed by faderal law.

If you need any farther clarification please let us hear from you as soon as possible. We are
enclosing some letters as additional support for the City’s position.

Sincarely,
Betty ﬁphmy St
Mayor

BJH/pv



Ed Hassinger

Lesley Solinger Hoffarth

Missouri Department of Transportation
Tune 20, 2005

Page 5

ee. City Council
City Manager, Amy Hamilion
City Attorney, Kenneth Heinz
Andrea Ferster

Enclosures



STATE OF MISSOURI ]

) S8,

COUNTY OF ST. LOUIS )

AFFIDAVIT OF STEVE KIMKER

[, Steve Kimker, being first duly swom upon my oath, state that [ am and have

been the Medical Officer for the City of Richmond Heights, Missouri, for the past two
years and [ have been a paramedic for thirteen years, and I am in charge of emergency
services under the direction of the Fire Chicf and further state:

The Richmond Heights Fire Department and Emergency Medical Services
management team and the Richmond Heights Fire Department Medical
Officer have consulted with surrounding junsdictions that transport patients to

St. Mary's Hospital in regards to their use of the entrance and exit ramps at
Bellevue Avenue.

All emergency service jurisdichions agree that as long as there is an exit fbm
westhound [-64 to Big Bend Avenue, the closing of entrance and exit ramps at
Bellevue Avenue would not impact their protocols nor would it seriously

delay their response times to any extent that would adversely affect their
patient care.

The City of Richmond Heights has two ambulances for provision of
emergency services within the City of Richmond Heighis.

The policy of the City of Richmond Heights is to transport emergency service
patients to the hospital of their choice except in life threatemng situations
where they are transported to the appropriate facility to handle their emergent
situations.

All ambulances of the City of Richmond Heights are equipped with the
equipment and medicines listed on Aftachment A which are designed to meet
the emergencies listed on said Attachment.



f. The ambulances are manned with an emergency medical service personnel
certified as paramedics andior one trained emergency medical technician.

7. The ambulance maintains communication with a Medical Director at an
emergency room to receive verbal orders for administration of medication,

protocols are utilized when communication would delay the emergent care for
the patient.

B. Except in the most extreme emergencics, the ambulance 15 able to stabilize a
patient prior to or during transportation to a hospital.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.
o / o T
Steve Kimker
&INSUI:EEHJE& and swom to before me, a NUIﬂTj" P'I.]h“l:, this r_ﬁ.élk L {Ia}.' of

i -lﬂﬁi‘f :
LA,

Motary Public

My Commuission Expires:



20 June 2005

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is to address the closing of ramps from [-64 at Bellevue.

Cateway Ambulance would find no negative impact for our pnimary service area by this
closing.

Thank You

James D). Sherrard Executive Director of Operations
Gateway Ambulance

911 Helly Hills

St. Louis, MO 63111



STATE OF MISSOURI ]

) 55.
COUNTY OF ST. LOUIS )

AFFIDAVIT OF LARRY DREXLER

I, Larry Drexler, being first duly swom upon my oath state that [ am the Fire Chief for the
City of Richmond Heights, Missouri and further state:

1. The Richmond Heights Fire Department management team and the Richmond
Heights Fire Department Medical Officer have consulted with surrounding junsdictions that
transport patients to 5t. Mary's Hospital in regards to their use of the exit ramp at Bellevue,

2. All junsdictions agree that as long as there is an exit from westbound [-64 to Big
Bend, it would not impact their protocols nor would it seriously delay their response times to any
extent that would adversely affect their patients.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Ot Ly S

Larry Drexler

Subscribed and swom to before me, a Motary Public, this -;_ "7 day of

A i Eﬂ_p'r-'-'
“Heehad ¥ jzheﬁ?r
Motary Public /

My Commussion Expires:
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May 17, 2005

Mr. Ed Hassinger

Mizssoun Department of Transportation
St, Louis District

1590 Woodlake Drive

Chesterfield, MO 63017

Dear Mr. Hassinger:

| am writing to express our support for the final iteration of the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) describing the work that will improve the quality of 1-64.

We are appreciative of MoDOT s cooperation and sensitivity to the Zoo's visitors

7 and animals throughout the planning. The I1-64 project will greatly enhance the
quality of life along this vital corndor, and will improve accessibility to the foo and
Forest Park for local visitors and tourists alike.

We look forward to continued close partnership when the project commences.
Si ly,

ay P. Bonner, Ph.D.
President and CEO

Jettray B Bummer, PhB., Mrevdenr || kg 8 csjoa Fn [ igE g " "l'ﬂ'."-ll]llll.l.'lr'_



Lynnbrook Subdivision Homeowners
7,8, 10, 23, 24, 26, 28 Lynnbrook Road
Frontenac, MO 63131

Mr. Pete Rahn

Director, Missouri Department of Transportation
MoDOT Central Office

105 W. Capital Avenue

Jefferson City, MO 865102

June 16, 2005
Dear Mr Rahn:

On April 14, 2005, the Missouri Department of Transportation presented to the
public their latest adjustments to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). As homeowners living within the “Greenway Corridor” which clearly has
only 1 altemative being considered at this time, we want to strongly object to the
plan as being presented and are outraged that the Federal Government and the
State of Missouri can have so little regard for our quality of life.

With the recommended destruction of the tree line on the North side of Highway
40/64 between Lindbergh and Spoede Roads, referring to this as the “Greenway
Corridor” is inaccurate and we request that our portion of this corridor no longer
bear that name. The seven homeowners of the Lynnbrook Subdivision directly
impacted by the shift of the highway towards our property presented a very viable
and cost effective proposal to MoDOT which would:

1. Maintain and recreate “green space” for the homeowners of the
Lynnbrook Subdivision

2. Relieve those homeowners directly impacted by having a highway and
wall considerably closer to their present homes

3. Create a "natural” sound and sight barrier with an earthen berm for the
subdivision of Lynnbrook.

It is apparent that our proposal (attached as exhibit A) which we presented to
MoDOT on February 18, 2003 was worthy of consideration and MoDOT
incorporated much of our plan into their final adjustment. By MoDOT's own
admission, our suggested option, entitied MoDOT's option “C", would save
MoDOT millions of dollars and better serve them as well. MoDOT had not even
considered this alternative prior to us, who are not engineers, bringing it to their
attention. However, our entire proposal was not accepted and the “hybrid"
proposal MoDOT now supports is more devastating to our lives and property
than the original plan MoDOT offered.

Definitive answers to us as to exactly how much of our property will be lost and
exactly how much closer the pavement will be to our homes have yet to be



provided. While we await answers, our lives are in limbo. We have been
advised by real estate agents that our homes are not marketable at this time as
potential buyers are put off by the lack of MoDOT decisions. Likewise, we are
wary of improving our properties as to further increasing the negligible value of
the property. Our quality of life while in these homes is diminished due to the
noise and pollution this highway emits which is documented through MoDOT’s
own studies. MoDOT's intentions, although purported to be genuinely righteous,
are disingenuous at best.

MoDOT's studies have been going on for every bit of 15 years. The cost to date
to the tax paying public is far too large to even contemplate. However, in light of
the total disregard MoDOT has demonstrated to our quality of life and to the
power it has to devastate our private property; we are requesting a full and
complete public disclosure into this project. Under the provisions of Chapter 610
RSMo, the Missouri Open Records law, we hereby request the following specific
and detailed information:

1. Precise measurements of the current distance from the northern edge of
the Highway 40/1-64 pavement to the property line of all of the homes
adjacent to the Highway between Spoede and Lindbergh Boulevard. This
is to be detailed by lot.

2. Precise measurements of the distance from Highway 40/I-64 pavement to
the property line of all of the homes adjacent to the Highway between
Spoede and Lindbergh Boulevard in the preferred option being presented
in the Final EIS.

3. Per home, the results of all sound studies performed by MoDOT between
Spoede and Lindbergh Boulevard in the years 1995 to present.

4. Design plans for sound barrier walls between Spoede and Lindbergh
Boulevard where the adjacent properties are significantly lower than the
pavement.

5. Dates of any improvements and changes to Highway 40/1-64 between
Spoede and Lindbergh Boulevard in the years 1995 to present.

6. Detailed cost and date of installation of the electronic traffic message
board installed by MoDOT on the north side of the highway between
Spoede and Lindbergh Boulevard.

a. Exact dates that this message board has been operational

b. Exact dates that this message board has generated traffic related
information

c. Samples of messages which have been displayed on this particular
board



7. Annual budget for the entire “new |-64” project from 1990 to present.
a. For MoDOT staff
b. For outside consultants
c. Any other directly related to this project

8. Annual portion of these budgets spent on engineering expense to
subcontracted firms.

9. Annual portion of these budgets spent on public meetings/hearings.
a. For MoDOT staff
b. For outside consultants
c. Any other directly related to this project

10.Annual travel related expense associated with the “new 1-64” project from
1990 to present.
a. For MoDOT staff
b. For outside consultants
c. Any other directly related to this project

11.Number of people and associated salary related expenses of personnel
assigned to the “new I-64” project from 1990 to present
a. For MoDOT staff
b. For outside consultants
c. Any other directly related to this project

12. All expenses related to public relations on this project from 1990 to
present
a. For MoDOT staff
b. For outside consultants
c. Any other directly related to this project

We would like to encourage MoDOT to reconsider their proposed option
to this portion of the Final EIS. We believe that the cost and space figures
that the above requested information will reveal will demonstrate that the
implementation of our proposed option to MoDOT will have a positive impact
on the quality of life of all impacted by the highway reconstruction in this area.
The financial expense will have an insignificant impact on the proposed
overall project expenditure and in light of what has already been spent, is
minor. From MoDOT's website, “The challenge for transportation decision-
makers is to balance the overall benefits and impacts of the alternatives and
to identify the best alternative that accomplishes the goals of the project as
well as addressing the concerns and comments offered through the agency
and public coordination process.” We would have hoped for a better
demonstration of this balance.



We expect a prompt and appropriate response to this request, with copy
provided to each homeowner listed.

Sincerely,
Kenneth & Jennifer Yavitz w-\f
#7 Lynnbrook Road
William Lambert

#8 Lynnbrook Road

Mark & Saundra Sobelman
#10 Lynnbrook Road

Harvey & Edith Brown
#23 Lynnbrook Road

Mark Light
#24 Lynnbrook Road

Richard & Barbara Berkmeyer ” AN Y AN g [ LR/ A
#26 Lynnbrook Road .
D Ay
David & Janet Shulman ‘o J/@& a0 Ay
# 28 Lynnbrook Road (3(

Governor Matt Blunt

Senator Christopher Bond

Senator James Talent

Representative William Lacy Clay
State Senator Joan Bray

State Representative T. Scott Muchany
Mr. Kevin Keith, MoDOT

Edward Hassinger, MoDOT

St. Louis Post Dispatch

KSDK, KMOV, FOX news departments
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Ms. Lesley Hoffarth, P.E.
Project Manager

1590 Woodlake Drive
Chesterfield, MO 63017

February 19, 2003
Dear Lesley:

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental impact Statement for the Highway40/1-64
corridor. Our homes, within the Lynnbrook Subdivision, have been identified by MoDOT
as having a partial impact from this project, the degree to which is uncertain at this time.
As MoDOT continues to await approval of the EIS, begin and complete the preliminary
design phase, and hope for funding, our lives are once again put on hold.

In a letter dated July 9, 2000 we wrote fo Mr. Ed Hassinger, MoDOT District Engineer of
our concerns and with a proposal for an altemative plan which we found acceptable for
the portion of the highway between Lindbergh Boulevard and Spoede Road. ltis
interesting that the ideas discussed in that letter remain viable. The plan as proposed in
the DEIS, requires a total taking of 2 private businesses, A.G. Edwards and Allegiant
Bank, in addition to a partial taking of our residential properties as well as the City of
Frontenac’s Public Works building. It is our request and recommendation that MoDOT
shift the project entirely towards the north of the existing Highway 40. By doing so,
there will be no impact on the commercial real estate on the south side of the highway,
thereby effecting fewer property owners, which should demonstrate a significantly
smaller investment for MoDOT.

In order to accomplish this, it would be necessary for MoDOT to purchase our seven
homes, at a fair market price. In order for your department to maintain its commitment
to preserving the character of the “Greenway Corridor”, removal of the tree line that
borders aur properties and your highway would be devastating. It is our
recommendation that MoDOT provide a complete and timely buy-out of our homes,
immediately supplemented by planting of new trees. In time, this dense free growth
would provide an aesthetically appealing screen, offering in addition to a sound wall,
noise and visual protection for the remaining property owners of our subdivision.

We all agree that this proposal would benefit MoDOT, the homeowners, the subdivision
and the City of Frontenac. Each of us has a significant investment, both financial and
emotional, in our homes. To extend the highway beyond its current footprint will desfroy
our property values, increase noise and air pollution, already at intolerable levels, and
diminish our quality of life. The clear and immediate consequence of this project is that

our lives have been in limbo for at least 6 years to date and will continue for the
minimum of 15 more years.



We appreciate your attention to this request and look forward to a solution which will
enhance the 1-84 corridor with consideration of its impact on its neighbors. Please feel
free to contact us for further discussion.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Yavitz
#7 Lynnbrook Road

Dr. William Lambert
#8 Lynnbrook Road

Mark & Saundra Sobelman
#10 Lynnbrook Road

Harvey & Edith Brown
#23 Lynnbrook Road

Mr. Mark Light
#24 Lynnbrook Road

Richard & Barbara Berkmeyer
#26 Lynnbrook Road

David & Janet Shulman

# 28 Lynnbrook Road _ LA DO _

cc:  Mr. John King, Attorney at Law
Mr. Ed Hassinger, MoDOT District Engineer



7151 Wise Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63117

April 25, 2005

Ms Lesley Solinger Hoffarth

Missouri Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 270

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Ms Hoffarth,

Thank you and the staff of MODot for your work on the I-64 improvement plan. | attended the
presentation of the FEIS at Maplewood Richmond Heights High School on April 14. | was
amazed at how thoroughly MODot has addressed all of the community concemns. With so many
issues just in Richmond Heights, | was sure you would have to favor one neighborhood over
another or give up on improving the traffic flow on 1-64. However you have addressed all areas
of concern.

The reduction in the number of properties MODot will need to buy makes the plan better for
everyone. Of course those who will have to sell their homes will be disappointed. Many of us
bought property near 1-64 because of the benefits of the larger community and we have grown
attached to our homes by the highway. | am glad that we won’t be losing entire neighborhoods
because of the properties needed.

You deserve a lot of credit for working with all the neighborhoods and employers. The plan
preserves important hospital and employer access at Bellevue, saving the immediate
neighborhoods from heavy highway access traffic. It also saves neighborhoods by saving so
many homes and by helping traffic flow smoothly into, out of and through town. | congratulate
you on achieving what | feared was an impossible task.

Sincerely

Sarah Dashner
cc: Hon. Betty Humphrey, Mayor Richmond Heights
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Record of Decision

FHWA-MO-EIS-02-04-F
INTERSTATE 64 / U.S. ROUTE 40 CORRIDOR
From West of Spoede Road in St. Louis County
to West of Sarah Street in the City of St. Louis, Missouri

A. Decision

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) approves the selection of Alternative VII which
includes the Build Alternative for the Greenway Subcorridor, the Flat South Alignment for the
Thruway Subcorridor and the Build Alternative (no ramp to Oakland at McCausland) for the
Parkway Subcorridor. The Selected Alternative begins on [-64 west of Spoede Road in St.
Louis County and continues east to west of Sarah Street in the city of St. Louis, and on [-170
from south of Brentwood Boulevard to Eager Road. The project length on 1-64 is 10.9 miles
(17.5 kilometers) and on 1-170 is 0.8 miles (1.3 kilometers). The Selected Alternative would
reconstruct 1-64 from west of Spoede Road in St. Louis County to west of Sarah Street in the
city of St. Louis. The reconstruction includes actions to replace deteriorated pavement; replace
structurally deficient and functionally obsolete bridges; improve traffic operations, geometrics,
and safety; and to widen 1-64 from six lanes to eight lanes between Spoede Road and I-170.
Major improvements would be made to interchanges along I-64 and the Galleria Parkway
interchange on 1-170.

B. Alternatives Considered

The process used leading to a decision to select Alternative VIl involved the consideration of a
variety of initial strategies and refined alternatives. The initial concepts considered were:

e No-Build Concept — The No-Build Concept includes minor short-term activities,
including pavement overlays, routine maintenance and bridge repair. The bridges in the
I-64 Corridor are 40 to 60 years old or more, and this concept would involve
maintenance activities required to keep these bridges open for as long of a period as
possible.

e Reconstruction Concept — The reconstruction concept includes reconstruction of
pavement, replacement or rehabilitation of structurally deficient bridges, and minor
modifications to interchanges. These improvements would preserve the system, but
would not improve traffic operation.

o Transportation System Management (TSM) / Travel Demand Management (TDM)
Concept — Transportation System Management (TSM) improvements are low cost
system enhancements that improve the transportation system efficiency. These
improvements include minor interchange improvements, ramp metering and ITS.

e Transit Concepts — Transit concepts were considered in the development of
improvement concepts. Based upon the evaluation of an available corridor adjacent to
I-64, the property constraints within the [-64 corridor itself and a comparison of this
option with the purpose and need for action, the extension of rail was not further
considered within or immediately adjacent to I-64. The preferred strategy adopted by the
region’s Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), the East-West Gateway Council of
Governments (EWGCOG) is to construct a light rail transit facility north of 1-64 outside
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the study limits of the I1-64 EIS. The extension of MetroLink is being pursued as part of a
separate location and design study sponsored by the Bi-State Development Agency
(Metro). Transit concepts alone do not fully address the project’s purpose and need,
and as such, a separate transit concept was not carried further in this EIS.

Build Concepts — A full range of build concepts were considered in the 1-64 Corridor
from west of Spoede Road to west of Sarah Street. Build concepts included the study of
operational or capacity improvements to be made within or adjacent to the existing study

corridor.

Following the initial concept screening, the concepts were further refined in order to develop a
set of alternatives that were then carried forward into the detailed EIS evaluation process.

The subcorridors are illustrated in Figure 1.

Figure 1 Subcorridor Definition

TO WEST COUNTY
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The Build Alternatives analyzed are summarized below:

Greenway Subcorridor (west of Spoede Road to west of McCutcheon Road)

No-Build Alternative — This alternative includes only minor short-term activities,
including pavement overlays, routine maintenance and bridge repair. Many of the
bridges in this subcorridor are 60 years old or more, and this concept would involve
maintenance activities required to keep these bridges open for as long of a period as

possible.

Build Alternative (Selected) — The Greenway Alternative 1 includes reconstructing the
existing 1-64 mainline and interchanges, with a widening from six to eight through lanes

from west of Spoede Road to west of McCutcheon Road.

Thruway Subcorridor (west of McCutcheon Road to east of Bellevue Avenue)

No-Build Alternative — This alternative includes only minor short-term activities,
including pavement overlays, routine maintenance and bridge repair. Many of the
bridges in this subcorridor are 45 years old or more, and this concept would involve
maintenance activities required to keep these bridges open for as long of a period as

possible.

Build Alternatives — Within this subcorridor, the Build Alternatives include
reconstructing the existing 1-64 mainline and interchanges and widening a section of the
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[-64 mainline in the Thruway from west of McCutcheon Road to I-170. There are four
Build Alternatives for this subcorridor. These include:

— Thruway Alternative 2 — A depressed collector-distributor (CD) system between
Brentwood Boulevard and Hanley Road, with 1-64 mainline lanes elevated, and the
alignment west of 1-170 partially located to the south of existing 1-64 right-of-way.
Eight mainline lanes are provided west of I1-170, and six mainline lanes are provided
east of I-170.

— Thruway Alternative 2a — A depressed CD system between Brentwood Boulevard
and Hanley Road, with mainline lanes elevated, and the alignment west of 1-170
partially located to the north of existing |-64 right-of-way. Eight mainline lanes are
provided west of I-170, and six mainline lanes are provided east of I-170.

— Thruway Alternative 3 (Selected) — A CD system between Brentwood Boulevard
and Hanley Road, located adjacent to the freeway mainlines, and the alignment west
of 1-170 partially located to the south of existing 1-64 right-of-way. Eight mainline
lanes are provided west of [-170, and six mainline lanes are provided east of I-170.

— Thruway Alternative 3a — A CD system between Hanley Road and west of
Brentwood Boulevard located adjacent to the freeway mainlines, and the alignment
west of 1-170 partially located to the north of existing 1-64 right-of-way. Eight mainline
lanes are provided west of 1-170, and six mainline lanes are provided east of I-170.

Parkway Subcorridor (east of Bellevue Avenue to west of Sarah Street)

o No-Build Alternative — This alternative includes only minor short-term activities,
including pavement overlays, routine maintenance and bridge repair. Many of the
bridges in this subcorridor are 40 years old or more, and this concept would involve
maintenance activities required to keep these bridges open for as long of a period as
possible.

e Build Alternatives — The Build Alternatives include reconstructing the 1-64 mainline and
interchanges through the entire Parkway Subcorridor. There are two Build Alternatives
for this subcorridor. Parkway Alternative 1 in this subcorridor includes a ramp to
Oakland Avenue from eastbound 1-64 located just east of McCausland Avenue. In
Parkway Alternative 2 (Selected), this ramp is omitted.

In order to evaluate and compare alternatives for the entire project length, the subcorridor
alternatives were combined to create project alternatives. The combination of the alternatives
within each subcorridor yielded eight distinct project alternatives. These refinements are
reflected in the FEIS. These are defined in Table 1.

Following receipt of comments on the Draft 1-64 Environmental Impact Statement, the Build
Alternatives were refined in a number of locations in order to further minimize impacts. Based
upon the refined analysis of engineering and traffic service considerations, and based on the
evaluation of social, economic, environmental impacts and public and resource agency
involvement, MoDOT identified Project Alternative VIl — the combination of the Greenway Build
Alternative, Thruway Alternative 3 and Parkway Alternative 2 as its Preferred Alternative.



The New I-64 Record of Decision

FHWA-MO-EIS-02-04-F

Table 1 — Project Alternatives

Project Subcorridor Alternative
Alternative Greenway Thruway Parkway
No-Build No-Build No-Build No-Build
. . . Alternative 2: Alternative 1: Ramp to Oakland
Alternative | Build Alternative Stacked— South Alignment at McCausland
. . . Alternative 2a: Alternative 1: Ramp to Oakland
Alternative |l Build Alternative Stacked— North Alignment at McCausland
Alternative |11 Build Alternative Alternative 3: Alternative 1: Ramp to Oakland

Flat — South Alignment

at McCausland

Alternative 3a:
Flat — North Alignment

Alternative 1: Ramp to Oakland

Alternative IV at McCausland

Build Alternative

Alternative 2:
Stacked— South Alignment

Alternative 2: No ramp to

Build Alternative Oakland at McCausland

Alternative V

Alternative 2a:
Stacked— North Alignment

Alternative 2: No ramp to

Build Al i
uild Alternative Oakland at McCausland

Alternative VI

Alternative VII
(Selected)

Alternative 3:
Flat — South Alignment

Alternative 2: No ramp to

Build Alternative Oakland at McCausland

Alternative 3a:
Flat — North Alignment

Alternative 2: No ramp to

Alternative VIl Oakland at McCausland

Build Alternative

C. Impacts

Exhibits 1A and 1B provide an overall evaluation of the key factors that define and characterize
the No-Build and Build Alternatives. Wherever possible, these issues have been defined using
quantifiable measures. In other cases, more subjective assessments have been summarized
using a rating scale. In the development of these alternatives and the determination of their
respective impacts, all reasonable measures have been incorporated to avoid, minimize and
mitigate their adverse impacts. In view of this, Selected Alternative VIl is considered to be the
“environmentally preferable alternative” in accordance with the Council on Environmental
Quality Regulations.

D. Section 4(f)

Potential impacts to several parklands/recreation facilities have been identified. The Selected
Alternative will impact two public parks/recreation facilities as there were no reasonable and
prudent parkland avoidance alternatives. The total corridor impacts are shown in Exhibit 1 and
are the summation of the following individual park and recreational facilities impacts: 0.51 acres
(0.2 hectares) of impacts to parkland at A. B. Green Athletic Complex (city of Richmond
Heights) which includes 0.43 acres (0.17 hectares) of property acquisition and 0.08 acres (0.03
hectares) of temporary construction easement; and 22.78 acres (9.21 hectares) of parkland in
Forest Park (city of St. Louis) which includes 6.35 acres (2.57 hectares) of property acquisition,
5.40 acres (2.18 hectares) of permanent easements, 0.96 acres (0.39 hectares) of other
permanent impacts converting park open space to another use within the park, and 10.07 acres
(4.07 hectares) of temporary construction impacts which would be returned to park use following
construction. The proposed action would also include a gain of 14.38 acres (5.82 hectares) of
park open space, including a conversion of 13.93 acres (5.64 hectares) of highway right-of-way
to Forest Park, and an additional conversion of 0.45 acres (0.18 hectares) of built park use or
road use to park open space. A detailed discussion of park impacts, avoidance alternatives,
and measures to minimize harm can be found in the Section 4(f) Evaluation section of the Final
EIS.
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FHWA and MoDOT have made sure that this project will not take any land dedicated to outdoor
recreational use under Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act, 16 U.S.C. §
4601-8(f).

E. Measures to Minimize Harm

All practical measures to minimize harm have been incorporated into the identification of the
Selected Alternative. FHWA and MoDOT are considering using a design-build contractual
arrangement to have [|-64 reconstructed in accordance with the FEIS and this Record of
Decision. All such commitment measures that were considered in the identification of the
Selected Alternative will be incorporated into all appropriate construction specifications and
contracts. The following is a list of commitments for the Selected Alternative of the New 1-64:

1. GENERAL

e Future Coordination — MoDOT will continue to work with the public, organizations and
appropriate agencies to collaborate on urban design issues and address concerns
during the final design of projects within the 1-64 Corridor.

e Property Impacts — MoDOT is committed to examining ways to further minimize
property impacts throughout the corridor, without compromising the safety of the
proposed facility, during subsequent design phases.

e Community Impacts — Urban design elements will be used to minimize and mitigate
impacts to neighborhood cohesion through improved pedestrian connections and
aesthetic treatments.

e Lighting — In order to minimize lighting impacts, efficient lighting and equipment will be
installed to optimize the use of light on the road surface while minimizing stray light
intruding on adjacent properties.

e Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations — |-64 street crossings will incorporate
bicycle and pedestrian accommodations, including wider sidewalks and pedestrian level
lighting on bridges. Crossings will accommodate bicycles. Designated bike paths will be
striped and signed.

e Landscaping and Visual Impacts

— To address forest impacts, tree plantings will occur along the corridor wherever
practicable.

— Landscape plantings would seek to restore visual buffer areas through the use of
evergreen and deciduous material and locating material where it would achieve the
greatest level of visual screening.

e Noise and Vibration

— Noise reduction activities will be conducted in accordance with 23 CFR Part 772.
Possible noise abatement types and locations will be presented and discussed with
the benefited residents during the preliminary design phase. Noise abatement
measures will be considered that are deemed reasonable, feasible and cost
effective.
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2,

— Construction zone strategies to address construction noise and vibration impacts will
be used. Contractors will be required to build walls early in the construction
sequence if possible, and monitor vibrations and effects to adjacent facilities due to
construction activities.

Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) — MoDOT will incorporate suitable and
reasonable ITS elements into the Build Alternative.

Construction Traffic Management — A detailed traffic management plan for the
duration of construction will be prepared and coordinated with local jurisdictions.

A.B. GREEN ATHLETIC COMPLEX

A.B. Green Athletic Complex mitigation measures are highlighted below. MoDOT worked
collaboratively with Richmond Heights to develop the list of mitigation measures. More
information can be found in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation, Section E.1 published within the
Final EIS.

3.

Acreage — The total acreage impacted is 0.43 acres. Proposed total replacement
acreage is 1.7 acres.

Tennis Courts Relocation — New courts will be built where the existing loop ramp is
located just north of 1-64.

Parking — There will be a net increase in parking.

Basketball Courts — Sufficient play area will remain where the courts are currently
located. The courts will be reconfigured at the existing complex as desired.

Cell Tower — The communications cell tower will be relocated to a Richmond Heights
desired location. However, if it is not necessary to move the cell tower, due to efforts to
continue to minimize impacts, then the cell tower will not be moved.

Playground — The playground will be replaced and relocated to a Richmond Heights
desired location at the existing complex. A second playground area will be provided
adjacent to the relocated tennis courts.

Two Pavilions — The two park pavilions will be functionally replaced and relocated to a
Richmond Heights desired location at the existing complex.

Cross walk — A cross walk will be provided on Laclede Station Road south of 1-64.

FOREST PARK

Forest Park mitigation measures are highlighted below. More information can be found in the
Final Section 4(f) Evaluation, Section E.2, published within the Final EIS.

Open Space and Tree Removal — Plant trees, shrubs and grass in disturbed areas as
appropriate, and in other areas within Forest Park, as designated by and subject to
approval by the City of St. Louis Department of Parks, Recreation, and Forestry.

Tamm Avenue Reconstruction — Provide a longer replacement bridge with an
underpass for the relocated recreational path.
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o Turtle Playground — Landscape disturbed open space, re-grade disturbed area for a
more usable surface, and replace a portion of the paved walking path.

e Zoo Parking Area — Expand and re-stripe the east end of the existing parking lot to
result in no net loss of parking spaces.

e Forest Park Recreational Path — Relocate portions of the path to improve continuity
and safety. Portions of the path would be grade-separated from the roads to travel
under Tamm Avenue and Hampton Avenue. Connections to pedestrian crossings would
be included.

o Wells Drive/Hampton Intersection Improvements — Construct a roundabout with a
grade separated crossing under Hampton, south of Wells Drive, for the recreational
path.

o Employee Parking/Shuttle Bus Drop Off Area — Coordinate the north terminus of the
new pedestrian overpass east of Hampton with the drop off location of the existing
Forest Park shuttle bus.

e Pedestrian Crossings over 1-64 (Shared with Vehicular Use) — Replace and improve
the pedestrian crossings. New bridges would accommodate pedestrians with design
standards to improve accessibility and safety.

e Pedestrian Crossings (Non-vehicular/Stand-alone Structures) — Replace and
improve the three existing pedestrian crossings in Forest Park (bridge over I-64 east of
Hampton, tunnel under |-64 east of Hampton, bridge over 1-64 east of Kingshighway
including flatter grades on access to the structures and voice-activated crossing signals).

e Aviation Field (Athletic Fields) — As mitigation for noise impacts to the athletic fields,
coordinate with the city of St. Louis Department of Parks, Recreation, and Forestry to
determine whether noise walls are desired to mitigate traffic noise impacts. Also narrow
the width of Oakland Avenue and add a raised median between Hampton Avenue and
the Science Center to avoid impacts to the athletic fields.

e Aesthetics — Retaining walls and noise walls could provide the opportunity for typical
urban landscape treatments or could display a special motif or characterize the city or
park. Incorporate landscaping to restore and enhance the aesthetic quality of the park.

o Cultural Resources — If any NRHP-eligible archaeological resources are identified
within Forest Park, and if the project would result in an adverse effect on an
NRHP-eligible archaeological site, actions will be considered that could minimize or
mitigate the adverse effects. If impacts to significant sites cannot be avoided, MoDOT
will implement a plan to mitigate adverse effects through recovery of archaeological
information by means of controlled excavation and other scientific recording methods.

e Construction Impacts — Stage construction at access points so that not all access to
the park would be closed at the same time. Also, coordinate with zoo officials to
determine measures to minimize the possible adverse effects of noise, dust, lights, and
vibration on zoo animals during construction.

F. Monitoring and Enforcement

e Permits and related approvals required in subsequent project phases are identified in the
Final EIS, in Chapter IV, Environmental Consequences. The proposed improvement
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G.

may require a Department of the Army Section 404 permit, issued contingent on water
quality certification under Section 401 of the Clean Water Act, and a floodplain
development permit from the State of Missouri Emergency Management Agency.
During the design phase, MoDOT will apply for the permits needed to construct
Alternative VII, the Selected Alternative.

MoDOT in coordination with MDNR, has developed a Temporary Erosion and
Sedimentation Control Program to protect the adjacent environment from sedimentation
and construction material pollutants discharged from construction activities. These
procedures and specifications will be used for the highway construction and MoDOT is
committed to ensuring that the highway contractor follows best management practices.
Enforcement of this agreement, in combination with MoDOT project design and
construction supervision, will satisfy the conditions of MoDOT’s NPDES permit, result in
project compliance with Section 402 of the federal Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 1342),
and meet the regulatory standards of the Missouri Clean Water Law, Sections 644.006
et seq.

In accordance with Missouri Department of Natural Resources’ Historic Preservation
Program standards, additional investigations of the Selected Alternative will be
performed to identify archeological sites. Determinations of eligibility have been
completed for the identified cultural resources and the State Historic Preservation Office
has concurred.

A Programmatic Agreement for Section 106 mitigation has been executed and MoDOT
and FHWA will fulfill its stipulation.

Mitigation for A.B. Green Athletic Complex has been identified and presented to the city
of Richmond Heights and its residents. The City has provided a letter with a list of
recommendations. The decision process with the city has been completed with details
to be coordinated during final design.

Mitigation for Forest Park has been identified and the decision process with the City and
the St. Louis Zoo have been completed. Both entities have stated that they understand
the impacts and mitigation as discussed over the course of the project.

The City of Richmond Heights is opposing the construction of a half diamond at Bellevue
Avenue if full access is provided at Big Bend. Their concerns relate to full and partial
property impacts associated with the reconstruction of the two ramps at Bellevue.
MoDOT is committed to examining ways to further minimize property impacts during
subsequent design phases.

Ongoing coordination with the public, stakeholders, organizations and resource agencies
will continue to implement appropriate mitigation measures and commitments as well as
project coordination into the future during project design and construction.

Agency and City Comments on the Final EIS

The Final EIS was approved for circulation on March 29, 2005. It was furnished to the agencies
and to individuals who made substantive comments on the Draft EIS. The notice of availability
was published in the Federal Register on April 15, 2005, and comments were requested by May
20, 2005. An extension of the comment period was granted, per Richmond Heights’ request, so
the period officially ended on June 20, 2005. Comments were received from the following
entities and written responses follow. Copies of the letters received are attached as an
Appendix to this Record of Decision.
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1. U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

The EPA feels that the comments or concerns that the agency had on the Draft EIS were
adequately addressed in the Final EIS. They also feel that the design work that eliminated the
adverse effect on the Clayton Park Addition was a positive change between the Draft EIS and
the Final EIS.

FHWA and MoDOT have taken note of and appreciate the comments from EPA on the Final
EIS.

2. MISSOURI FEDERAL CLEARING HOUSE

There were no comments from the agencies reviewing the document, including the
Clearinghouse.

FHWA and MoDOT appreciate the response from the Clearinghouse on the Final EIS.

3. METRO, ST. LOUIS

A comment letter was received from Metro supporting the project staging approach for the major
arterials. Keeping the streets open is important to Metro as MetroBus is a service provided on
most of the arterial streets impacted by the project. Metro also supports design efforts aimed at
accommodating pedestrians and bicycles.

FHWA and MoDOT have taken note of and appreciate the comments from Metro on the Final
EIS.

4, CITY OF RICHMOND HEIGHTS

A comment letter was received from the City of Richmond Heights requesting an extension of
the comment period on the Final EIS.

In response to this request the comment period on the Final EIS was extended for 31 days, to
end on June 20, 2005.

5. SAINT LOUIS COUNTY — HIGHWAYS AND TRAFFIC

A comment letter was received from Saint Louis County supporting the 1-64 improvements as
documented in the Final EIS. The feeling is that the improvements are vital to Saint Louis
County. There is a request to continue coordination with Saint Louis County throughout the rest
of the project.

FHWA and MoDOT have taken note of and appreciate the comments from Saint Louis County
on the Final EIS. MoDOT will continue to coordinate with Saint Louis County during the design
phase of this project.

6. CITY OF RICHMOND HEIGHTS

The City of Richmond Heights submitted a comment letter expressing concerns over the
decision to maintain the Bellevue ramps and the information that was used to arrive at this
decision.

The following issues were raised and presented with a degree of specificity that requires a
detailed response. The comment numbers correspond with those shown on the letter from
Richmond Heights that appears in the Appendix to this Record of Decision.
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Comment 6A — FHWA and MoDOT considered many factors in evaluating improvement
concepts for the Big Bend and Bellevue area, as it has done for all other areas of the
corridor. These factors include design criteria, safety, traffic operation, access
management, community access, impact to natural and built environment, impact to
social environment, and cost. Through MoDOT’s extensive public involvement efforts, it
has learned that it is important to St Mary’s to retain the access that they currently have,
it is important to others in the neighborhood to have a solution that reduces congestion
on Bellevue and nearby streets during peak hours, reduces the amount of commuter
traffic through the neighborhood, and includes more safety measures for pedestrians;
especially school children, and it is important to the city of Richmond Heights to find a
solution that meets all of these needs while minimizing the loss of housing and loss of
tax base. The subcorridor committee was opposed to options that brought more cars
through the interchange, such as an outer road system with signals, but was not
opposed to replacing access as it is today as long as their concerns regarding
congestion, cut-through traffic, and pedestrian safety, were addressed. The Selected
Alternative meets all the above-mentioned needs and desires of the community and
works for traffic on the highway. FHWA and MoDOT have carefully weighed all of the
factors noted above, and believe that the Bellevue ramps are necessary in order to
provide the best balance of the needs of the traveling public and the community. The
Selected Alternative includes full access at Big Bend and replacing the access to
Bellevue in order to retain existing access, minimize the impacts to local streets, and
provide the lowest travel access time to St. Mary’s hospital.

Comment 6B — The Selected Alternative was chosen after carefully considering a
number of factors, including design criteria, safety, traffic operation, access
management, access, impact to natural and built environment, impact to social
environment, and cost. Extensive planning efforts, including well over 50 meetings with
Richmond Heights officials and residents, have been conducted in an effort to avoid and
minimize impacts to historic properties. Of the 403 architectural resources recorded
during the course of FHWA and MoDOT’s environmental study for this corridor, the Area
of Potential Effect (APE) contains 28 individually eligible architectural resources, and 8
eligible districts. Four of these individually eligible resources and one eligible district are
between Big Bend and Bellevue. Properties #195, #178, and #172 would be impacted
by proposed highway improvements and access at Big Bend, regardless of whether the
Bellevue ramps are built or not, and only #179 would be impacted solely by the
proposed access to Bellevue. While FHWA and MoDOT have clearly taken great care
to avoid and minimize impacts to these potentially historic properties, we are committed
to examining ways to further avoid and minimize impacts to these historic properties
during subsequent design phases.

Comment 6C — The Selected Alternative includes replacing the access that is currently
there. This concept ties the ramps into Bellevue so that traffic along Bellevue and at the
ramp terminals would operate just as it does today. This access is equivalent to the
access that is provided today. St Mary’s, while not a Trauma 1 center, has a Level Il
Emergency Department, and was recently named a Top 100 Heart Hospital by the
Solucia Center for Healthcare Improvement. This hospital’s emergency care facilities
service both ambulance and private citizen traffic.

Comment 6D — FHWA and MoDOT believe the Bellevue ramps are necessary and the
cost is reasonable in order to retain existing access, minimize the impacts to local
streets, and provide the lowest travel access time to St. Mary’s hospital. Through
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MoDOT’s extensive public involvement efforts, it has learned that it is important to St
Mary’s to retain the access that they currently have, it is important to others in the
neighborhood to have a solution that reduces congestion on Bellevue and nearby streets
during peak hours, reduces the amount of commuter traffic through the neighborhood,
and includes safety measures for pedestrians; especially school children, and it is
important to the city of Richmond Heights to find a solution that meets all of these needs
while minimizing the loss of housing and loss of tax base within the city. The subcorridor
committee was opposed to options that brought more cars through the interchange, such
as an outer road system with signals; but was not opposed to replacing access as it is
today as long as their concerns regarding congestion, cut-through traffic, and pedestrian
safety, were addressed. The Selected Alternative meets all those needs/desires and
works for traffic on the highway. Improvements to the Hampton and McCausland
interchanges should make them more desirable to commuters, thus reducing the amount
of cut-through traffic on Bellevue and nearby streets during peak hours. Replacing the
Big Bend interchange with full access should make it more desirable to commuters, thus
reducing the amount of commuter traffic using Bellevue to access westbound [-64.
Providing pedestrian crosswalks in the appropriate locations should provide a safe
walkway for pedestrians, including school children. The preferred option was evaluated
with all others, and FHWA and MoDOT believe that the conceptual cost estimate is
reasonable given all the competing needs/desires we are trying to address. However,
MoDOT is committed to examining ways to reduce costs at this location and throughout
the corridor while still addressing all the above-mentioned needs during subsequent
design phases.

e Comment 6E — MoDOT has no data supporting Richmond Heights’ suggestion that the
St. Mary’s letter is incorrect as to ambulance calls.

e Comment 6F — Richmond Heights mentions ‘a designated staging area for ambulances
could reduce runs’ but MoDOT is not aware of any existing staging areas there.

e Comment 6G — The majority of the 1200+ people who submitted comments in favor of
retaining access at Bellevue, were also in favor of full access at Big Bend, stating that
they fully supported the plan as set out in the DEIS, which included retaining access at
Bellevue and providing full access at Big Bend.

e Comment 6H — Although many of 1200+ people supporting the selected option do not
live in the community, their opinions are important. FHWA and MoDOT’s responsibility
is to provide acceptable access and a good transportation system for all users of the
highway, regardless of where they live.

e Comment 6] —- FHWA and MoDOT have carefully weighed all of the factors noted in the
response to Comment 6A, and believe that the Bellevue ramps are necessary in order to
provide the best balance of the needs of the traveling public and the community. The
Selected Alternative includes full access at Big Bend and replacing the access to
Bellevue in order to retain existing access, minimize the impacts to local streets, and
provide the lowest travel access time to St. Mary’s hospital.

e Comment 6J — MoDOT is responsible for the state’s transportation system at not just a
municipal level, but also a regional, statewide and national level. FHWA and MoDOT
welcome regional comments on any project.
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e Comment 6K — At the time of the FEIS circulation, the project had not received the
travel time study information Mr. Lukhard mentions in his letter from May 29, 2003. Mr.
Lukhard’s letter states he drove various routes and then provides data from a Hanley
Road route as one example.

The FEIS compares simulated travel times exiting at Bellevue Avenue versus exiting at
the proposed full access interchange at Big Bend Boulevard. The simulation lists times
from two different origin points on |-64 (I-64 near Brentwood Boulevard and 1-64 near Big
Bend Boulevard) to include travel time impacts from [-64 traffic in addition to impacts
from the interchange and streets expected when traveling to St. Mary’s Health Center.
The FEIS also lists separate findings provided by the City of Richmond Heights of a
current (year 2003) travel time study of the need for ramps at Bellevue Avenue. The
FEIS and Richmond Heights studies provide a range of potential travel time savings
resulting from ramps at Bellevue Avenue: 18 to 40 seconds in the eastbound direction
depending on the study, alternative and time of day.

After the NEPA process is completed, the project will continue to examine ways during
final design and construction to further minimize property impacts while maintaining
access at both the Big Bend Boulevard and Bellevue Avenue interchanges. More
information can be found in the FEIS Chapter I, B.4.

e Comment 6L — The NEPA process is intended to give a balanced decision, minimizing
historic, environmental and social impacts, while meeting the needs of the community
and the traveling public.

e Comment 6M — The Selected Alternative is expected to improve travel safety, improve
traffic operations and reduce congestion on the highway while still providing access to
Big Bend Boulevard, Bellevue Avenue and McCausland Avenue. Entrance and exit
ramps have been located, analyzed and designed to keep traffic moving safely and
prevent delays. After the NEPA process is completed, the project will continue to
examine ways during final design and construction to further minimize property impacts
while maintaining access at the Big Bend Boulevard, Bellevue Avenue and McCausland
Avenue interchanges. More information can be found in the FEIS Chapter II, B.4.

e Comment 6N — The Selected Alternative maintains existing access at Bellevue Avenue
to best satisfy the purpose and need of the project. Richmond Heights and EIS studies
have shown that travel times to St. Mary’s Health Center would increase if Big Bend
Boulevard interchange and local streets such as Ethel Avenue were used as routes
when compared to Bellevue Avenue interchange. Additional impacts to local streets and
residents would occur if the City designated Ethel Avenue as an emergency route.

e Comment 60 — St. Mary’s has stated that they need to maintain current access, with
travel times similar to today. This timely access is not only important for ambulances,
but also for people bringing emergencies to the hospital in their cars. In this case they
would not be receiving emergency care until they reached the hospital.

e Comment 6P — The Selected Alternative was chosen after carefully considering a
number of factors, including design criteria, safety, traffic operation, access
management, access, impact to natural and built environment, impact to social
environment, and cost. Extensive planning efforts, including well over 50 meetings with
Richmond Heights officials and residents, have been conducted in an effort to avoid and
minimize impacts to historic properties. Richmond Heights has urged FHWA and
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MoDOT throughout this effort to find a balance between the competing needs of the
community while minimizing property impacts. The interstate highway system was
created to move people, goods and services efficiently across the nation and to their
destinations. FHWA and MoDOT are responsible for evaluating traffic safety and
efficiency on the interstate system, while balancing these factors with access to and from
communities. The Selected Alternative would not introduce an unsafe situation on the
highway — entrance and exit ramps would be positioned to keep traffic moving safely on
the highway.

7. SAINT LOUIS ZOO

A comment letter was received from the Saint Louis Zoo expressing support for the Final EIS,
which describes the work to be done on [-64. This project will improve the corridor and
accessibility to the Zoo and Forest Park. The sensitivity to the Zoo’s visitors and animals is
appreciated.

FHWA and MoDOT have taken note of and appreciate the comments from the Saint Louis Zoo
on the Final EIS.

H. Public Comments on the Final EIS
1. PUBLIC COMMENT FORMS

A total of 48 public comment forms and letters were received during the comment period for the
Final EIS. Comments were received on a number of different subjects.

Several comments were made about sound walls. Some wanted assurances that walls would
be provided. Others wanted the walls build first before subsequent construction. The entire 12-
mile corridor was shown to qualify for noise abatement. During preliminary design, MoDOT wiill
be able to determine exact locations of walls and mitigation. MoDOT will also need to have a
majority of the benefited residents agree that they want noise mitigation before it will be
provided.

There were comments made related to leaving as many trees and as much green space as
possible. This project will follow MoDOT'’s tree replacement policy and work will be done to
preserve existing vegetation where possible. Residents are also concerned about keeping
current pedestrian/bicycle access and others would like to see more of these connections added
to provide more non-motorized options. The proposed action includes provisions for bicycle and
pedestrian access. Bicycle lanes are shown to be provided at bridges that are connectors for
existing or proposed bicycle corridors and trails as identified by local and regional government
agencies.

A few comments were made in regards to the functionality of some of the interchange designs,
more specifically the single-point and roundabout designs. These interchange types were
evaluated and found to have the greatest benefit for traffic operation, fewer environmental
impacts, and a greater potential to support the existing environment at their proposed locations.

There were also comments reflecting a concern about access to emergency services during
construction, specifically at Spoede, but this is an issue throughout the entire project. MoDOT
will continue to coordinate with emergency service providers throughout construction of the
project to ensure that access is maintained.

The following are comments that required more detailed responses:
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e Comment — One resident is concerned about finding suitable replacement housing
when their home has had a number of improvements and changes required by a
disability. There is also a concern expressed about the timeframe for taking the property
and allowing time to find a suitable replacement.

Response — FHWA and MoDOT will be reevaluating property needs. If property is
needed, the property acquisition team will work to understand replacement housing
needs and will make sure homeowners are moved into new homes before taking
possession of the ones that have been purchased.

e Comment — One commenter is concerned that the wider highway will create a larger
divide through the community for vehicles, bicyclists and pedestrians, particularly at the
Highland Terrace bridge.

Response — MoDOT plans to rebuild overpasses, underpasses and interchanges
including, the Highland Terrace bridge, to accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists.

e Comment — One commenter felt that planning was not being done for future rail transit
west of [-170 and that this is short-sighted.

Response — The Daniel Boone Major Transportation Investment Analysis (MTIA),
completed in 2000, examined the location of MetroLink west of I-170 including 1-64 and
the Rock Island/Page Avenue alignments as possible locations. The Rock Island/Page
Avenue alignment is approximately four miles north of 1-64. A study management group
comprised of local, state and federal agencies conducted this MTIA, including MoDOT,
EWGCOG and Bi-State. The final report and EWGCOG recommendation included
locating future MetroLink expansions along the Rock Island/Page Avenue alignment.
More information can be found in Chapter |, Section B., 4. Cross County MTIA or
contacting Bi-State Development Agency (Metro).

e Comment — One commenter was concerned about the City of Richmond Heights’
request that the Bellevue ramps be closed and wishes them to remain open.

Response — The Selected Alternative still includes replacing the ramps at Bellevue, but
MoDOT will be reevaluating the footprint needed to provide good access to Bellevue.

e Comment — The commenters oppose the FEIS Preferred Alternative between Spoede
and Lindbergh. Comments from the seven Lynnbrook residents on the Draft EIS
suggested that MoDOT shift the alignment of 1-64 entirely toward the north of its existing
alignment between Lindbergh and Spoede, noting that the purpose of doing this was to
eliminate the impact on the commercial real estate on the south side of the highway.

Response — The DEIS shows that each of these homes would be partially impacted by
Preferred Alternative. The suggested new option would impact the above mentioned
properties enough so that MoDOT would need to acquire the whole property. This
option would also require the total acquisition of two additional properties that did not
want their properties purchased.

Shifting the alignment either to the north or south was considered early in the process,
but quickly discarded due to the severe impacts to residential property. When
suggested during the DEIS comment period, it was given further consideration as Option
C, along with MoDOT’s option to only shift far enough north to miss the commercial
buildings (Option B), and the DEIS Preferred Alternative (Option A).
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These options were evaluated using the same methodology used for all other
alternatives along the corridor. While the preferred option does not include needing to
totally acquire these properties, it does accomplish this group’s stated goal of saving the
commercial property on the south. The costs and benefits were weighed for each
option, and MoDOT recommended the option that was the best balance of all factors.
See Chapter I, page 29.

2. WEBSITE COMMENTS

There were 50 comments received via the comment form that appears on the website.
Comments were received on a number of different subjects.

Several comments were received related to the timing of the project and the dates for starting
and completing the work. MoDOT is programming 1-170, Kingshighway and Hampton to start
construction in 2007. These areas are anticipated to be complete in three to four years.
MoDOT is working to secure financing for the rest of the corridor. If financing is not approved,
the rest of the corridor is expected to be started in 2011 and complete in 2019.

A number of website comments were received regarding the placement of sound walls and
whether they will be in place prior to construction on the project. The entire 12-mile corridor
has been approved for sound mitigation. During preliminary design, MoDOT will be able to
determine exact locations of walls and mitigation. MoDOT also will need to have a majority of
the benefited residents agree that they want noise mitigation before it will be provided.

Comments were received on the type of interchanges being used, for example, the single-point
and roundabout types. These interchange types were evaluated and found to have the greatest
benefit for traffic operation, fewer environmental impacts, and a greater potential to support the
existing environment at their proposed locations.

The following are comments that required more detailed responses:

e Changes are not needed, except for I-170 — The proposed changes are costly and
provide little benefit for the residents and commuters.

Response — The entire 12-mile corridor is in need of repair. While rebuilding the
corridor to replace deteriorating infrastructure, MoDOT is taking the opportunity to
address operational problems.

o Not happy with the elevated I-64 at Hanley Road.

Response — In response to previous comments, MoDOT looked at this again and was
able to bring 1-64 back under Hanley as it is today. This is what is shown in the Final
EIS.

e Add lanes East of I-170.

Response — One of the project goals has been to save as much property as possible,
but not at the expense of good, safe traffic movement. The MTIA recommended not
adding lanes because it would take too much property. In doing more in-depth traffic
studies, larger volumes of traffic occur in between 1-270 and 1-170, then some traffic
continues on to and from the north. East of I-170, traffic is at about 78 percent of the
capacity available with the traffic lanes that currently exist. It appears that 1-64 needs to
be wider since traffic is often at a standstill, but by fixing operational problems, such as
steep hills, short on- and off-ramps and no shoulders for maintenance operations or



The New I-64 Record of Decision 16

FHWA-MO-EIS-02-04-F

incident management, capacity can be increased by approximately 20 percent without
adding more lanes. FHWA and MoDOT will also be incorporating ITS (dynamic
message boards, pavement sensors, cameras, etc.) so that traffic can be monitored and
travelers alerted to incidents and expected travel times.

Instead of replacing the bridges at the Clayton/Oakland/McCausland interchange
area, construct I-64 underground. This would help with traffic at several
intersections and alleviate noise for homes near the interstate.

Response - The 1-64 project team looked at many different options to create more
typical interchanges and intersections in this area. What MoDOT found is that there is
so much traffic on the local streets as well as the interchange, that by combining any of
the movements, the remaining ones would be overloaded. It was also very important to
the neighborhood to keep the local street system just as it is now. For these reasons it
was decided to keep the street system as it is today. The McCausland interchange is
planned for some minor upgrades to help traffic flow better. The idea of putting 1-64
underground was also considered, but screened out early in the process due to
excessive cost and additional property needs.

Conclusion

The Selected Alternative was arrived at following a collaborative decision-making process that
included a thorough consideration of all social, economic and environmental factors with an
extensive outreach of resource agency coordination and public involvement. The environmental
consequences associated with its selection are accurately presented in the Final EIS.
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