March 24, 2005
Mr. Don Neuman
Programs Engineer

Federal Highway Administration

206 Adams Street

Jefferson City, MO 65101

Mr. Kevin Keith

Chief Engineer

Missouri Department of Transportation

P.O. Box 270 

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Mssrs. Neuman and Keith:

RE:     Review of Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Interstate 70 Corridor Improvements, Section of Independent Utility #7, a 40-Mile Portion of the I-70 Corridor from just West of Route 19 (milepost 174) to Lake St. Louis Boulevard (milepost 214) Montgomery, Warren, St. Charles Counties, MO  
In accordance with our responsibilities under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above referenced DEIS.  This DEIS was assigned a Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ  file number 050007.  Based upon our review, EPA has rated the DEIS as “LO" (Lack of Objections).  EPA’s rating definitions are attached to provide additional information on the meaning of this rating.  EPA does, however, offer a couple of recommendations for assuring the decision-making value of this documentation.
Wetlands: Wetland impacts as identified in Table IV-11 (page IV-26) appear to be minimal (2.43 acres/0.99 hectares).  However, on page IV-84, (section 3.f., “Wetlands & Waters of the U.S.”), the DEIS states that “…it is estimated that approximately 80 acres (32 ha) of wetland will be directly impacted along the SIU 7 corridor.” It is recommended that the FEIS convey this impact as “may indirectly, or cumulatively” impact, which would be commensurate with the section where this disclosure is made (Chapter IV, Section F.3.f., “Potential Secondary and Cumulative Impacts”).  Also, measures that may be implemented to avoid or minimize this degree of indirect wetlands impacts should be presented.  

Schedule for Program Development: On page 10, (J. Outstanding Issues), the DEIS discusses the schedule for program development, and suggests that the project will be funded as money becomes available.  It is important to be aware of that fact that the useful ‘life’ of an EIS is considered to be 5 years; after that time period, additional analysis and documentation may be required.  This is discussed on the Council of Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) website http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/nepa/nepanet.htm.  Specifically, this issue is addressed within the “Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations” (http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/nepa/regs/40/30-40.HTM#32).  Alternately, you can contact this office for more information.    


Thank you for the exemplary environmental stewardship that was applied in the study of this nationally important highway project.  If you have any additional questions, please contact Stephen K. Smith at (913) 551-7656.






Sincerely,







/s/






Joseph Cothern







NEPA Team Leader







Environmental Services Division

