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UNITED STATS ENVIRONMENTAL PRO Y =TIO

Decn T. Arkle, Chief

Design Bureau

Alabama Department of Transportation
1409 Coliseum Boulevard

Mcntgomery, Alabama 36130

SUBJECT: Birmingham Nortier: Beltline
Draf: Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Arkle:

The U.S. Envi-cnmental protection Agency has reviewed the above
referenced document in accoxdance witk its respomsibilities under

. Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and Section 102(2)(C) of the

National Environmental Pclicy Act. The document present alternatives
and impacts asscciated with the construction of a 34- to 50-mile long
limited access highway Irem 7-59/20 west of the City of Birmingham
to I-59 northeast of thea City. The roadway would respond to traffic
growth in the corrider and would increase development poteatial in
the region.

Four alternatives wexrse selected for f£inal assassment. Overall
the document provides a geed description of potential envircnmental
impacts associated with the proposed alternatives. However, all
alternatives will bave major impacts on the natural envircnment. A
large number of flocdplains will be ercssed and large areas of fozest
and wetland resources will be destroyed or degraded.

Alternative D, the shertest at 34 miles, appears to have the
least impact on natural rescuzces. mhis altermative is located
closest to urban areas and is rhe most highly daveloped. Still, over
2800 acres of forestland are located within its right-of-way along
with 82 acres of streams, lakes and ponds. Sixty-one acres of
wetlands at 66 different locatioas will also be affected by its
censtruction.

We are especilally concerned about losses of wetland and
floodplain resources, and deciduous upland forestlands. These
resocurces contain high guality wildlife habitat and tzravel
corridors. They also provide othex environmental amerities including
water quality maintainance, £1 godwater storage, and contzol of soil
erosion.

Alternate D puts the fewest total wetlands and the fewest
undisturbed wetlands in jecpardy, 30 acres and 61 acres
respectively. Mitigation




A4

-2-

rzoposed in the éocument such as dance and pridging of wetlands,
ide slope reduction could eubscantially reduce the
alte:natives, e.g-y less than 28 acres for

3 these measures D€
and that they pe included and .
~" gtatement (EIS) -

avol

Alternativa D. W

implementsd wherever BO

discussed in the final envi:onmental impac®t
gation'including appropriate mitigation sites

i +ted agencies peiore .

£. Mark

CompensatorY miti

: nated with +he various interes

i in the curzent documen
d be

is finished as sugc in
- Section (404/347-40l5) shoul

mland forestland js major for all

£ these resources are an

¢ -ha ecosystan in the project area. We .
he Big 1ity,decidnous forest tTacts be

and and rotto

The loss of upl
The.flora and fauna ©

The alry. qua-* £z BIS lacks documentatich

i results oL ©- . a list of jpputs that
were used + ghould have beenwincluded in the
document. emonstratizg the locaticns of the receptors
should also ha T ! rmation peeds to ke
jncluded in the £inal EIS-

Because of the bea2¥y roll
proposed alternatives. we cannct recommend 2

altesrnative.

atal resources by all the
p:efer:ed '

review has identified
avoided in order to fully
on wetland mitigation is

ijnal BIS.

= BC-2. OuU=

We rate rhis docum
ir impacts that should e
- protect £he eaviz ~ znformatich
nould be included in the F
ro comment on thi

facking and S
the opportunity

We appreciate

Sincerel ’ .
W /M% V.
/ geinz J. Maellez: Chief .
‘BAvi ral Tolicy Sectioh
ivities Branch

s document.

. B B
B aE =
y ‘.l Z
T B B EE R
| I & . -
n
€3
[[e ]
Lo
[0}
it
H
Vo]
g%
[ I
%
(V1]
B
-
‘
H
0
n
1]
‘-




	00000001
	00000002

