
 
 

 162 

 
 

 
 
A 

Access, 41 
Accident Rates, 3 
Air Quality,  
Alternatives, 9 

Preliminary Range, 116, 118 
Reasonable Range, 17, 25 
No-Build Alternative, 13 
Build Alternatives, 14 
Alternative 1, 29-42 
Alternative 2, 29-42 
Preferred Alternative, 29-42 

American with Disabilities Act, 84 
Archaeology, 117 
Architecture, 118 
Average Daily Traffic, 7  

 
B 

Bicycle Concerns, 25 
Build Alternatives, 14 

 
C 

Census Data, 43 
Commitments, 147 
Community Impact Analysis, 43 
Construction Impacts, 128 
Cultural Resources, 115 
Cumulative Impacts, 135 

 
D 

Demographics, 45 
 
E 

Eastern Hellbender, 93 
Energy Impacts, 128 
Environmental Impacts, 43 
Environmental Justice, 80 

 
F 

Farmland Impacts, 88 
Fatal Accidents, 5 
Floodplains, 101 



 

  163 

 
G 

Geologic Features, 99 
Gray Bat, 94 

 
H 

Hazardous Waste, 76 
Hines Emerald Dragonfly, 96 
Historic Properties, 115 

 
I 

Indiana Bat, 93 
Indirect Impacts, 135 

J 
 
K 
 
L 

Land Use, 84 
Level of Service (LOS), 14 
Logical Termini, 9 

 
M 

MERIC Business Study,53 
Mitigation, 147 

 
N 

National Register of Historic Places, 116 
No-Build Alternative, 13 
Noise Impacts, 64 

 
O 
 
P 

Parks, 114 
Pedestrian Concerns, 84 
Permits, 146 
Pink Mucket, 92 
Purpose and Need, 1 
Public Involvement, 151 
Public Lands, 114 
Preliminary Range of Alternatives, 116, 118 

 
Q 



 

164 

 
R 

Reasonable Range of Alternatives, 17, 25 
Recommendations, 42 
Relocation Assistance, 61 
Relocation Impacts, 59 
Running Buffalo Clover, 95 

 
S  

Safety, 3 
Scaleshell Mussel, 92 
Section 4(f), 114, 127 
Section 6(f), 115 
Stream Impacts, 109 
System Continuity, 8 

 
T 

Tax Base Impacts, 57 
Threatened and Endangered Species, 90 
Traffic Flow, 6 
Traffic Management, 128 

 
U 

Uniform Relocation Act, 61 
Unique Natural Communities, 90, 97 
Utility Impacts, 128 

 
V 

Visual Impacts, 144 
 
W 

Water Quality, 102 
Water Resources, 104 
Wetland Impacts, 108 
Wild and Scenic Rivers, 100 
Wildlife Impacts, 97 

 
X 
 
Y 
 
Z 

Zoning, 104 
 



 

  165 

 
Appendices 

1. Appendix A – Agency Correspondence and Coordination Plan 

2. Appendix B – Public Involvement and Meetings 

3. Appendix C – Alternate Evaluation and Traffic Data 

4. Appendix D – Noise Analysis and Technical Report 

5. Appendix E – Community Impact Study and Supporting Documentation 

6. Appendix F – Water Resources and Farmland Supporting Documentation 

7. Appendix G – Cultural Resources: Supporting Documentation and Plates 1-9 

8. Appendix H – Floodplain and Wetlands:  Plates 1-9 

9. Appendix I – Farmland, Parks, Hazardous Waste:  Plates 1-9 
 


	signature page
	FDEIS-b_seo_Executive Summary
	Summary
	Summary of Potential Environmental Impacts*
	Alternative

	Engineering
	Costs
	Right of Way Impacts 
	Cultural Resource Impacts 


	Screening_to_preferred_alt_westphalia
	Screening_to_preferred_alt_freeburg
	Screening_to_preferred_alt_vienna
	Screening_to_preferred_alt_vichy
	FDEIS--c_seo_TableofContents
	Chapter 1
	Chapter 2
	Chapter 3
	Chapter 4
	Tables
	Figures
	Charts
	Appendices

	LIST OF ACRONYMS

	FDEIS--d_seo_CHAPTER_1
	Description of Existing Transportation Facility
	Purpose and Need for Action
	How did the Route 63 environmental study originate?
	What portion of Route 63 is being studied?
	 What is the significance of the Route 63 highway?
	What are some of the safety concerns?
	  What is the current condition of traffic flow on Route 63?
	 Why should this study provide system continuity?



	FDEIS--e_seo_CHAPTER_2
	Alternatives
	How were the beginning and ending points of the study developed?
	What highway improvements have been made within the study area?
	Table 1.  Level of Service (LOS) Comparison
	Jct. FF to MO 68

	How was the Preliminary Range of Alternatives developed?
	What is the Preliminary Range of Alternatives?  
	Westphalia Section
	Table 2.  Total Impacts of Each Alternative
	Engineering Considerations
	Right of Way Impacts
	Environmental Impacts
	Cultural Resource Impacts
	How and where will motorists have access to the new highway?



	Recommendations

	FDEIS--f_seo_CHAPTER_3
	Environmental Impacts 
	Community Impact Analysis
	Table 3. Community Population Trends
	Source: 2000 U.S. Census Data
	How do the alternatives affect emergency services?
	How would the alternatives affect community services and facilities?
	What are the economic characteristics of the residents?

	What are the existing local economic conditions?

	2008 Average Unemployment Rate
	2008 Average Workforce Size
	What are the common modes of transportation used by residents in the corridor?

	Relocations
	Noise Impacts
	How did we evaluate existing and future noise levels?
	Table 12. Peak Hour Noise Monitoring Results and Distance from Route 63

	How would noise levels change after the project is completed?
	How would we minimize the effects of traffic noise?
	How would construction activities affect noise levels?
	How can we minimize effects from construction noise?
	Hazardous Waste Impacts
	What is hazardous waste?
	What resources were used to search for hazardous waste data?
	OC
	OC

	J & M Feed is located on the east side of Route 63 approximately 1,300 feet south of County Road 444.  This site is currently vacant.  The site was once used as a gas station and AST’s still remain onsite.  The conditions of the tanks are unknown at this time.

	Environmental Justice
	What is environmental justice?
	What groups are included in environmental justice analysis?

	Bicycle and Pedestrian Concerns
	Land Use and Zoning
	Farmland Impacts
	How is farmland impact evaluated?
	How is farmland classified?

	Threatened and Endangered Species and Unique Natural Communities
	Wildlife
	Geologic Features
	How does this geological data relate to the design of the roadway?
	What methods are used for drilling, sampling and testing along the proposed highway?

	Wild and Scenic Rivers
	Air Quality
	Floodplain Impacts
	Water Quality
	What is water quality?

	Water Resources
	How do the pond impacts compare in each alternative?

	Farmed 
	What are cultural resources?
	Nine previous archaeological investigations have been conducted within the current study area.  While several of these investigations were for relatively minor utility improvements such as water system expansions, sewer systems, and the construction of cell towers, the others have been more extensive, occurring in connection with proposed highway improvements.  
	As early as 1977, the highway department was considering improvements to Route 63 and archaeological surveys were conducted as various routes were considered.  Two different investigations were conducted, one in Maries County and one in Phelps County.  Based on those surveys, additional investigations were conducted in 1979.  Both of these looked at improvements that were later included in the current alignment of Route 63.  The most recent investigation was conducted in 2004, for the improvements that were made in the vicinity of Vichy.
	Table 19. Historic Architectural Resources by Reasonable Alternatives

	What are the cultural resource concerns in the preferred alternative?
	Archaeology:  Five previously recorded sites in the study area have already been determined eligible for listing on the NRHP or at least potentially eligible for that listing.  It was found that the Preferred Alternative might impact all five of these sites.  Each of these would be examined during the future archaeological survey to gather information to help determine what, if any, additional investigations are necessary.
	Architecture: There are approximately eight-eight parcels with buildings located in the Preferred Alternative.  Of these properties, four are considered eligible for the NRHP (Table 20), but none are expected to be adversely affected by the Preferred Alternative (Table 20).
	Table 20.  Historic Architectural Resources within the Preferred Alternative
	Westphalia Region
	Vichy Region
	Vichy Normal & Business Institute
	Vichy Public School


	What are the cultural resource concerns in Alternative 1?
	Archaeology:  Because Alternative 1 is located to the east of Westphalia, it does not impact site 23OS14, which would be impacted by both the Preferred Alternative and Alternative 2.  However, all the rest of the sites described above would be impacted by any of the three alternatives.
	Architecture: There are approximately 69 parcels with buildings located in Alternative 1.  Of these properties, four are considered eligible for the NRHP; three of these properties would be adversely affected by Alternative 1 (Table 21).
	Westphalia Region
	Freeburg Region
	Luebbert Farm
	Bauer Log House 
	Bure Farm




	Overall, how would the effects on historic properties compare between the alternatives?
	Energy Impacts
	Construction and Utilities Impacts and 
	Traffic Management
	What major utilities would be impacted within the Route 63 study area?

	Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
	Description of development in Osage, Maries and Phelps Counties:
	Just how would the habitat fragmentation impact the different species? 
	What would be the cumulative effects on wetlands?
	Ponds
	Ponds
	Ponds


	Visual Impacts
	Permits
	Mitigation
	Commitments


	FDEIS--g_seo_CHAPTER_4
	Public Involvement
	What is MoDOT’s Coordination Plan for Agency and Public Involvement?
	How did the study team coordinate with federal and state agencies?
	The Media: News releases were distributed to local media outlets serving the study area prior to each public meeting.  The study’s media list included the Belle Banner, Bland Courier, Jefferson City News Tribune, Maries County Gazette, Rolla Daily News, Unterrified Democrat, KMIZ-TV, KOMU-TV, KRCG-TV, KMNR-Radio, KTTR/KZNN-Radio, KJMO/KLIK-Radio and KTXY-Radio.  
	Web Site: The study Web site could be found at www.modot.org/central.  The site included general study information and was updated regularly throughout the study with meeting notices.  Following each public meeting, displays from those meetings were placed on the Web.  The displays for the “drop-in” meeting were placed on the Web site approximately a week prior the meeting so the public could be informed of the changes that would be presented at the meetings.  The Web site also allowed the public to send comments to the study team via the site’s e-mail address.  The public could access the study Web site at www.modot.org/central to learn about upcoming meetings, review study information or send comments to the study team.
	How could the study team be contacted?


	 List Of Preparers

	FDEIS--h_seo_INDEX and Appendices



