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Figure 5.2-35 Proposed Common Point Connections: Stockton, California. Wettand Information.
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Figure 5.2-38 Proposed Corrido: Upgrade: Tracy to Martinez, California. Wetiand information.
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Figure 5.2-37 Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Tracy to Martinez, California. Wetiand Information.
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Figure 5.2-38 Proposed Common Point Connection: Warm Springs, California. Wetiand information.
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6.0 COLORADO

6.1 PROPOSED ACTIONS AND NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVES

The proposed action in Colorado would involve the construction projects as
described in this Part, which would be constructed generally as described in Section 2.0.
In each case, the proposed construction is necessary to the efficiency of the merged
operations and will result in the benefits discussed in Section 1 of this Part. The no-action
alternative as. mes that the projects would not be constructed.

The construction projects proposed in Colorado include new or upgraded
connections, new sidings, or siding extensions and expansion of an intermodal facility.
The projects are listed below and shown in Table 1-1.

Denver - Pulman, SP Denver - A new connection and additional siding capacity

connecting the SP subdivision 1-A at Utah Jct., the SP Belt line and the UP Greely
subdivision mainline in Denver, Colorado is proposed, as shown on Figures 6.1-3
and 6.1-6. These constructions are necessary to manage movement of trains
between the SP Moffat line (subdivision 1-A) and the UP lines to Cheyenne,
Wyoming and Salina, Kansas. The connection includes the installation of power-
operated turnouts on both the SP Belt line and subdivision 1-A at Utah Jct. with
connecting track construction of approximately 4,000 feet including property
acquisition and grading. Also included is an extension of the main track siding for

approximately 5,000 feet on the SP Belt line.

Denver - Intermodal - It is proposed that SP's existing intermodal facility in Denver

will be consolidated into UP's Denver intermodal facility, Figure 6.1-3.

Construction to accommodate this increase of traffic would require the addition of




a yard track, paving for parking trailers and containers and operation of a crine
within the existing yard.
The following sidings/siding extensions are proposed to add capacity anu increase
efficiency of operations on UP's Salina Branch.
Cedar Point - A 3,500-foot siding extension to the existing siding between MF 564
and MP 562 as shown on Figure 6.1-1.
Clifford - A 5,500-foot siding extension to the existir J siding between MP 52§ and
MP 526 as shown on Figure 6.1-2.
Eirstview - Construction of a 9.300-foot siding between MP 473 and MP 471 as
shown on Figure 6.1-4.
Mesa - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 627 and MP 625 as shown
on Figure 6.1-5.

Strasburg - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 605 and MP 603 as

showr: on Figure 6.1-7.

6.2 DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND POTENTIAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF PROPOSED ACTIONS

Existing land use information ana potential impacts for proposed construction
projects in Colorado are inciuded in Table 6-1 and shown on Figures 6.1-1 to 6.1-7. Water
resources and wetland information is summarized in Table 6-3 and shown on Figures 6.2-1
to 6.2-7. Existing biological resources information is presented in Table 6-4. Information
conrerning historic and cultural resources information at proposed construction projects
sites is included in Table 6-6.

Suggested mitigation measures are described in Section 17. Such measures

as are appropriate will be implemented before and during construction activities.
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6.3 POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVES

Under the n.-action aiternative, it is assumed that the proposed projects
woulu not be constructed aid fand use and envire \mental conditions that currently exist
at the proposed sites woi'ld remain unchanged. However, if the merger is approved and
impiemented, elimination of the projects would result in less efficient rail service causing
capacity constraints, de.ays, and slower operating sp~:ds which would result in additional
fuel consumption and air emissions.

6.4 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

To assist in assessing the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
UP/SP merger, Dames & Moore sent letters requesting irformation to various federal,
state, and local agencies. In these letters, information was requested for the areas of: air
quality, noise, land use, biological and water resources, historic and cultural resources,
transportation systems, energy, and public health and safety. Copies of all
correspondence received and telephone conversation notes recorded in response to the
requests for information are included in Part 6.

For the proposed construction projects in this state, the following agencies
responded: Natural Resources Conservation Service, The U.S. Depart.nent of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service, Colorado Historical Society, State of Colorado Department of
Local Affairs, and Lincoln County Board of County Commissioners. A summary of
comments received prior to November 10, 1995 for Colerado is lis‘ed below.

. The Natural Resources Conservation Service stated that the Rocky

Mountain Arsenal which is now a National Wildiife Refuge is located near

the SP Denver site. Also stated was concern for a number of muiicipal




parks within a few miles of the sites and the South Platte River and Sand
Creek which course through the Denver SP site area.

. The Fish and Wildlife Service provided a list as an "informal consultation" of
known species within the proposed area. If requested, an official list will be
submitted to the lead federal agency which is required under the
Endangered Species Act to initiate a formal consuitation. A conta:zt to
receive more infermation regarding this matter was also given.

. The Colorado Historical Society expressed concerns whether the Clifford
School may be within the vicinity of the Clifford construction project. If any
projects involve a property fifty or more years of age, consultation is needed
to determine if the property meets the National Register of Historic Places
eligibility criteria. It is the Colorado Historical Society's opinion that the
merger will have no effect on historic properties.

B The Department of Local Affairs stated that it has ceased the activities of the
Colorado Intergovernmental Review System and has no comment on the
proposed projects. -

. The Lincoln County Board of County Commissioners had no concerns or
information regarding the proposed projects.
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Lowrey, Dames & Moore.
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TABLE 6-1

EXISTING LAND USE INFORMATION AT PROPOSED

CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN COLORADO

Location/Station

Cedar Point

Existing Land Uses

Site: Transportation
SumumdLnQ: Herbaceous mngcland

General Plan
Designation

No formal land use
licies/controls exist

Zoning Designation

Structures Near Site

Occurrence Within

Length in
Urbanized
Areas (feet

Within 500
Feet

Coastal
Zoune

Prime
Farmland

Clifford

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Herbaceous rangeland, mixed
rangeland

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Denver

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Mixed urban or buiit-up land,
residential, transportation

General Industrial

Industrial 1 (R-R
development allowed)

Denver (Pulman)

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Residential, commercial/
industrial, industrial, cropland and pasture,
mixed urban or other built-up land

Y

cr

Firstview

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
herbaceous rangeland, strip mines or quarries
or gravel pits

No formal land use
policies/controis ex st

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture, other
urban or buiit-up land, commercial

Open Space,
Transportation Related
{R-R development
allowed)

No zoning designztions
exist

SP Denver

Site: Transportaticn
Surrounding: Industrial, transportation

Heavy Industrial

Industrial 3 (R-R
development allowed)




TABLE 6-1
(concluded)

Location/Station

Existing Land Uses

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
transitional areas

General Plan
Designation

Rural Residential

Zoning Designation

Agricultural | and 2 (R-
R development allowed)

Structures Near Site

Occurrence Within

Length in
Within 500| Urbarized

Prime
Farmland

Sensitive Receptors = Some structures occur within approximately 200 feet of construction activ
CI = Initial contact made with agencies but information not received by time of report submittal.

ities.




TABLE 6-2

POTENTIAL LAND USE IMPACTS AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS

IN COLORADO

Location/Station

Cedar Point

Compatible with Surronnding
Land Uses

Yes - Not significant

Consistent with General
Plan/Zoning Designation

Not apnlicable - Not significant

Potential Loss of Prime Farmland

No - Not significant

Clifford

Yes - Nn(g&giﬁcanl

Not applicable - Not significant

No - Not significant

Denver

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Notiigm'ﬁcan!

No - Not significant

Denver (Pulman)

Yes - Not significant

~

cr’

R~ i
Net expected - Not significant

Firstview

Yes - Not significant

Not applicable - Not significant

Not expected -, * ; siggg’ﬁcanl'

Mesa

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Nol_sigt_l_i_ﬁcanl

Not expected - Not sig!uﬁcantl

SP Denver

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not significant

No - Not significant

Strashurﬁ

Yes - Not siﬁniﬁcam

Yes - Not siﬁniﬁcam

Not exE:*wd - Nat siei ﬁcant‘

-

CI'= Initial contact made with agencies but information not received by time of repqgt submittal.

Construction 1s anticipated to be largely within existing right-of-way and no prime farmland is expected to be affected.




TABLE 6-3

WATER RESOURCES AND WETLAND INFORMATION
AT PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN COLORADO

s

_ Water Resource Typel

Location/Station

Cedar Point

Clifford

Denver

Denver (Pulman)

Firstview

Mesa

SP Denver

Slmsburg

blue-line streams (bls) permanent and intermitient watercourses, including creeks, streams, rivers, washes, and sloughs
waterbodies (wb) permanent and intermittent bodies of standing water including ponds, lakes, reservoirs, bayous,
catchments, and beaver pords
wetlands (wi) areas depicted with the USGS wetland symbol, primanly'including marshes and wet meadows
canals, culverts,
ditches (cd) human-made water conveyances
tidal chanicls (tc) = tidal channels including inlets, harbors, bays, and sloughs subject to tidal influences
mudflats {inf) permanent to intermittently wet, non-vegetated, usually alkaline, mudfiats
sewage-treatment por-',,
industrial waste ponds,
salt evaporators, elc. (ss) = areas used for public facilities or commercial purposes
springs (sp) areas depicted with the USGS spring symbol




TABLE 64

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS
IN COLORADO

Vegetation Type Known and Potential Parks, Forests,

Occurrence of Rare, Refuges, or
At the Site Adjacent Threatened, and Endangered | Sanctuaries

Cedar Point Shortgrass Bald Eagle

Prairie Whooping Crane
Eskimo Curlew
Black-footed Ferret*

Clifford Shortgrass Shortgrass Eskimo Curlew None
Prairie Prairie Black-footed Ferret*

Denver Barren Ruderal None Schafer Park
City Park
Curtis Park

Denver (Puiman) Ruderal None
Grassland
Riparian

Firstview Ruderal Wheat Fieius Bald Eagle
Shortgrass Shortgrass Black-footed Ferret*
Prairie Prairie

Ruderal Wheat Fields Bald Eagle

Grassiand Ruderal Whooping Crane
Grassland Eskimo Curlew
Mexican Spotted Owl
Black-footed Ferret*
American Peregrine Falcon*

Barren Ruderal None

Ruderal Wheat Fields Bald Eagle

Grassland Mexican Spotted Owl
Ute Ladies'-tresses Orchid
Black-footed Ferret* _l

S T R R T

* Historical records only




TABLE 6-5

POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO SENSITIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES AT
PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN COLORADO

Cedar Point

Potential Impacts To

W

=

Rare, Threatened, and Endangered
Species

Not Significant

Critical Habitat

Parks, Forests, Refuges,

None -

Sanctuaries

NS

Clifford

None - NS

None -

NS

None - NS

None -

NS

%enver
Denver (Pulman)

None - NS

None -

NS

Firstview

Not Significant

None -

NS

Mesa

Not Significant

None -

NS

SP Denver

None - NS

None -

NS

Strasburg

Not Sigr_u’ﬁcam

None -

NS

NS = Not Significant




TABLE 6-6
EXISTING CONDITIONS AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS FOR

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN COLORADO

| __Historic Resources l Archaeclogical Resources Potential Impacts
M

None - NS

Cedar Point

I Clifford PS

LDenver

Denver (Pulman)

None - NS

None - NS

Firstview None - NS

Mesa None - NS

SP Denver None - NS

© I© I© o o o lo lo
© Jo jo o o Jo Jo o
S I jo jo jJo jJo lo o

0 None - NS

Strasbur
P S

Note: L, listed on National Register of Historic Places (NRHP); E, determined or recommended eligible for
NRHP; U, eligibility for NRHP is unknown; NS, not significant; PS, potentially significant. The numbers

on table denote the number of known historic or archaeological resources within 100 feet of construction
areas.




KEY FOR LAND USE

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE Residential

C Commercial and services

I Industrial

3 Transportation, communica-
tions and utilities

I/C Industrial and commercial
complexes

MU  Mixed urban or build-up land

OU  Other urban or built-up land

AGRICULTURAL LAND

P Cropland and pasture

CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards,
nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas

CF  Confined feeding operations

CO  Other agricultural land

WATER

WS  Streams and canals
WL  Lakes

WR  Reservoirs

WB  Bays and estuaries

WETLAND

WE  Forested wetland, and/or
nonforested wetland

RANGELAND

Rh Herbaceous rangeland
Rsb  Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND

FD Deciduous forest land
FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND

Bsf  Dry salt flats

Bb Beaches

Bs Sandy areas other than Sladlics

Br Bare e posed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barien land

KEY FOR CULTURAL RESOURCES SITES

Location of known historic or
or archaeological site




Figure 8.1-1  Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Cedar Point, Colorado. Location and Land Use.
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Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Clitford, Colorado. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.1-3 Proposed Common Point Connection and Construction at Intermodal Facility:
Denver (Pulman), Colorado. Location and Lang Use.
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Figure 8.1-4 Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Firstview, Colorado. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.1-5 Proposed Coridor Upgrade: Mesa, Colorado. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 6.1-6 Proposed Common Point Connection: SP Denver, Colorado. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.1-7 Proposed Comidor Upgrade: Strasburg, Colorado. Location and Land Use.
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NWI LEGEND

SYSTEM M — MARINE

" SE—— — I —

2 — INTERTIDAL

SUBSYSTEM SUBTIDAL

e —————————— '
RF REEF RS - ROCKY SHORE US — UNCONSOLIDATED
SHORE

it SRR e e

CLASS R8 ROCK uB UNCONSOLIDATED AB AQUATIC BED RF REEF Ow OPEN WA TER AR AQUATIC BED
BOTTOM BOTTOM Unknown Bottom

Suhciass 1 Bedrock ) Cobble Grave! 1 Algai 1t Coral 1 Aigat 1 Bedrock 1 Cobble Grave!
2 Rubble 2 Sand 3 Auoted Vascular 3 Worm 3 Rooted ‘/ascutar 3 2 Rubble 2 Send
3 Mud 5 Undnown 5 Unknowmn Submecgent I Mud
4 Organic S omergent & Organic

SYSTEM R — RIVERINE

T

e 1
4 — INTERMITTENY 5 — UNKNOWN PERENNIAL

OW — OPEVWATER/
Untnown 8. vom

& S iccipes

SUBSYSTEM TIDAL 2 — LOWER PERENNIAL 3 —~ UPPER PERENNIAL

STREAMBED AB AQUATIC BED RS AOCKkY US  UNCONSOLIDATED TTEM — EMERGENT
SHORE

CLASS RB  ROCK UB  UNCONSOLIDATED *SB
SHORE

BOTIOM B0TICOM
1 Cobble Grave! 1 Bedrock i Algal 1 Bedrock 1 Cobbie Gravel 2 Nonpersisten
2 Sand 2 Rubble 2 Aguatic Moss 2 Rubble 2 Sano
2 Mud 3 Cobbie Grave! 3 Rooted Vascular I Mua
4 Organic 4 Sand 4 Floating Vascuis 4 Organc

5 Mud S Unknown Submergent 5 Vegetsied

6 Organic 6 Unknown Surtece

7 Vugeiaind

Subclass 1 Bedrock
2 Rubble

*STREAMBED i3 mited 10 1IDAL and INTERMITTENT SUBSYSTEMS, and comprises the only CLAS S n the INTERMITTENT SUBSYSTEM

“*EMERGENT s imdted (o TIDAL and LOWER PERENNIAL SUBSYSTEMS

SYSTEM P — PALUSTRINE

T e s T AR T .

CLASS AB — AOCK UB - UNCONSOLIDATED AB — AQUATIC BED US - UNCONSOLIDATED ML - MOSS €M — EMERGENT - SCRUB SHRUB  FO — FORESTED OW — OPEN WATER/
80TTOM sBOTIOM SHORE LICHEN Urknown Bottom

1 Cobble Grave! 1 Moss | Persistent 1 Brosd Leaved 1 Broad Leaved
2 Nonpersistent Ceciduour

[ ———— B S

Subclass 1 Bedrock ) Cobbie Grave! 1 Algai
2 Rubbie 2 Sand 2 Aquatic Moss 2 Sand 2 Lichen .
3 Mug 3 Rooled Vascular 3 Mud 2 Neodis Leaved
§ Organc 4 Flounng Vascular 4 Organic Decduous
S Unknown S Vegetated 3 Brosd-Ler.2d 3 Broed Lasved
Suvbmergen: Evergrean Evergroen
6 Unknownr Surface 4 Needle Leaved 4 Neadiy - Laavad
Evergroen Evergreen
5 Dead 5 Dead
6 Decrivous 8 Deciduous
7 Evergreen 7 Evecgreen

Instructions for using the legend:
The NWI inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy werks. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finging the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” ThHe next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbois
“AB” indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3" indicates that the subciass is “Rcoied
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of *he system; tho modifier indicates

acid.”




NWI LEGEND

E — ESTUARINE
- |

4

r .
1 — SUBTIDAL 2 — INTERTIDAL
T . T T d r T T T ame T . 1 —
UB — UNCONSOULIDATED A8 — AQUATIC BED RF — REEF  OW — OPEN WATER/ AB — AQUATIC BED RF — REEF S8 — STREAMBED RS — ROCKY US — UNCONSOLIDATED EM — EMERGENT  SS - SCRUB-SHAUB FO — FORESTED
BOTTOM Unknown Bottom SHORE SHORE .

1 Cobble Grave! Alge 2 Moltuse 1 Aigal 2 Mollusc - 1 Cobbie Gravel | Pornistent 1 Groad Leaved 1 Broad Lasved
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Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabeticai and numerical symbols to indicate wetiand
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that :he system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB” indicate that the bass is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascuiar.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates

“acid.”




FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP LEGEND
EXPLANATION OF ZONE DESIGNATIONS

Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FiRMs) display the zone designations for communities according
to areas of designated flood hazards. The zone designaticns used by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) are:

Zone Explanation

A Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations and flood hazard factors not
determined.

AO Areas of 100-year shallow flooding; flood depth 1 to 3 feet; product of flood depth
(feet) and velocity (feet per second) less than 15.

AH Areas of 100-year shallow flooding where depths are between one (1) and three
(3) feet; base flood elevations are shown, but no flood hazard factors are
determined. ,
Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations and flood hazard factors
determined.
Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations determined (for Louisiana).
Areas of 100-year flood to be protected by a flood protection system under
construction; base flood elevations and flood hazard factors not determined.
Areas between limits of 100-year flood and 500-year flood, areas of 100-year
shallow flooding where depths less than 1 foot.
Areas outside 500-year flood
Areas of combined B and C zones (for Louisiana).
Areas of undetermined; but possible, flood hazards.
Areas of 100-year coastal flood with velocity (wave action); base flood elevations
and flood hazard factors not determined.
Areas of 100-year coasta! flood with velocity (wave action); base flood elevation
and flood hazard factor determined.

Certain areas not in the special flood hazard areas (zones A and V) may be protected by flood
control structures.

FIRMs are for flood insurance rate purposes only; maps may not necessarily show all areas
subject to flooding in the community or all planimetric features outside special flood hazard
areas.




Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Cedar Point, Colorado. Wetland information.
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Figure 8.2-2 Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Clifford, Colorado. Wetiand Informetion.
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Figure 8.2-3 Proposed Common Point Connection and Construction at Intermodal Facility:
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Figure 8.24 Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Firstview, Colorado. Wetland Information.
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Figure 8.2-5 Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Mesa, Colorado.
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Figure 8.2 Proposed Common Point Connection: SP Denver, Colorado. Wettand information.
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Proposed Corridor Upgrade: Strasburg, Colorado. Wetland information.
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7.0 ILLINOIS
7.1 PROPOSED ACTIONS AND NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVES

The proposed action in lllinois would involve the construction projects as
described in this Part, which would be constructed generally as described in Section 2.0.
In each case, the proposed construction is necessary to the efficiency of the merged
operations and will result in the benefits discussed in Section 1 of this Part. The no-action
alternative assumes that the projects would not be constructed.

The construction projects proposed in lllinois would involve new and
upgraded connections, expansion of intermodal facilities, and the addition or extension of
sidings to provide added capacity and improved efficiencies for the anticipated increased
rail traffic in this corridor. The projects are listed below and shown in Table 1-1. .

Barr - An upgraded connection is proposed between the Chic:qo and lllinois
Midland Railway and the UP Madison subdivision mainline at Barr, lllinois as shown
on Figure 7.1-1. This connection will be upgraded to handle additional mainline
traffic traveling from St. Louis to Peoria and north. The upgrade will include the
replacement of 1,600 feet of rail and ties. No property acquisition or significant
grading is expected.

Buda 1, 2. 3 and 4 - Trains operating over BN/Santa Fe trackage rights through
Galesburg, lllinois are proposed to use a new connection at Buda, lllinois to re;:h
certain UP locations in Chicago, lllinois including the Global |, Giebal |l and Canal
Street intermodal facilities. This connection, shown on Figure 7.1-2, between the
BN mainline and the UP Peoria subdivision mainline will include the installation of
power-operated switches in both mainlines, property acquisition and substantial
grading to construct the connecting track. Also included is the construction of new
siding on the BN west of Buda, Figure 7.1-3, the Peoria subdivision north of Buda,
Figure 7.1-2, and a power-operated mairnline cross-over on the BN west of the new

siding, Figure 7.1-3.
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Dolton - As part of the consolidation of intermodal traffic in the Chicago terminal,
the existing SP facilities at IMX and Forest Hill will be closed. The traffic, in part,
will be handled at UP's Dolton facility which will be expanded by adding trackage
and parking facilities (Figure 7.1-4).

Dupo - It is proposed to consolidate intermodal traffic from SP's facility in East St.
Louis into UP's facility at Dupo, lllinois (Figure 7.1-5). Expansion of the facility to
handle up to 400,000 annual lifts will require construction of yard trackage and
paving to accomodate trailer and container parking and crane operations.

Girard - The operation of the merged system anticipates the construction of a new
connection between the UP Madison subdivision mainline and the SP Springfield
subdivision Wilmington line at Girard, lllinois, shown on Figure 7.1-6. This
connection will be used for the routing of mainline traffic from St. LLouis to Peoria,
and north. Property acquisition of 12 acres will be required for the construction of
3,000 feet of new track and the relocation of 1,500 feet of track. A new mainline
power-operated turnout will also be required on the SP Wilmington line.
Global Il - The consolidaticn of UP and SP intermodal facilities in the Chicago
terminal (Figure 7.1-7) is proposed. Two existing SP facilities at IMX and Forest
Hill would be closed, and intermodal traffic from those facilities moved to other
facilities, including Global Il within the Proviso rail yard. Construction at GlobaTll
would involve removal of existing yard trackage, addition of trackage for interinoda!
cars, and addition of paving for parking trailers and containers.

Salem 1 and 2 - The operation of the merged systems anticipates the addition of
additional mainline traffic onto the UP Chicago subdivision mainline through Salem,
llinois. Additional mainline traffic is expected to operate through to Conrail and
CSX connections at Salem. In order to manage this additional business, a new
connection is proposed between the UP Chicago subdivision mainline and the CSX

mainline at Salem. Traffic between the CSX-east and the UP-south wiil be routed
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through the connection. This connectinn will require property acquisition and the
construction of new track between two new power-operated mainline switches in the
UP and CSX mainlines shown on Figure 7.1-8. Also required will be an extension
of the yard siding and two yard tracks in the UP Salem yard, shown on Figure 7.1-8,
to accommodate additional traffic volume to Conrail.

Springfield - The existing connection between the SP Springfield subdivision
Wilmington line and the Chicago and lllinois Midiand at Springfield, lliinois is
proposed for simplification and upgrading in order to handle additional through train
volumes from St. Louis to Peoria, and north. Three existing cross-ove s would be
retired. These would be replaced in a different alignment (without requiring
property acquisition) with two new higher-speed cross-overs and one new turnout

shown on Figure 7.1-9.

7.2 DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND POTENTIAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF PROPOSED ACTIONS

Existing land use information and potential impacts for proposed consiruction
projects in lilinois are included in Tables 7-1 and 7-2, and shown on Figures 7.1-1 t0 7.1-9.
Water resources and wetland information is summarized in Table 7-3 and shown on

Figures 7.2-1 to 7.2-9. Existing biological resources information and potential impacts are

presented in Tables 7-4 and 7-5. Information concerning historic and cultural resources

information at proposed construction project sites is included in Table 7-6.
Suggested mitigation measures are described in Section 17. Such measures
as are appropriate will be implemented before and during construction activities.
7.3 POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVES
Under the no-action alternative, it is assumed that the proposea projects
would not be constructed and land use and environmenta! conditions that currently exist
at the proposed sites would remain unchanged. However, if the merger is approved and

implemented, elimination of the projects would result in less efficient rail service causing
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capacity constraints, delays, and slower operating speeds which would result in addiitional
fuel consumption and air emissions.
7.4 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

10 assist in assessing the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
UP/SP merger, Dames & Moore sent letters requesting information to various federal,
state, and local agencies. In these letters, information was requested for the areas of: air
quality, noise, land use, biological and water resources, historic and cultural resources,
transportation systems, energy, and public health and safety. Copies of all
correspondence received and telephone conversation notes recorded in response to the
requests for information are included in Part 6.

For the proposed construction projects in this state, the following agencies
responded: lllinois Historic Preservation Agency, Natural Resources Conservation Service
(NRCS), Sangamon County District, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS),
Marion County District, The U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service, and
Army Corps of Engineers, St. Louis District. A summary of comments received prior to
November 10, 1995 for lllinois is listed below.

. The lllinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA) requested photographs of

all standing structures within the proposed project area. The IHPA stated

that the project area had not been surveyed and that a Phase |
arcr.aeological reconnaissance survey will be required to locate, identify and
record archaeological resources within the project area.

The Sangamon County District NRCS had no comment concerning the
related construction proposals.

The Marion County District NRCS provided contacts regarding endangered
and threatened species lists. The NRCS expressed concern for forested
wetlands within five miles of the proposed site. The agency also listed Bryan

Memorial Park and Tully Park as parks and refuges near the proposed
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construction project. The Salem Moose Lodge maintains a park adjacent to
the site and the Saiem Country Club operates a golf course in the vicinity.
Also listed were known permitting/approval authorities:

- City of Salem

- IDOT (Springfield)

- IEPA

- COE (St. Louis District)

- lllinois State Historic Preservation Office (Springfield)

The Fish and Wildiife Service expressed concerns about threatened and

endangered species in Macoupin, Marion, Sangamon, and St. Clair Counties

of llinois. A list of threatened and endangered species which may exist in
these areas was provided.

The COE stated that from the information given it cannot be determined
whether the projects will require Section 404 authorization. If there is a
possibility that a project may involve work in a wetland, a wetland delineation
must be performed in accordance with the "Corps of Engineers Wetlands
Delineation Manual". COE also stated that if Section 404 authorization was
required, the projects would also have to comply with Section 106 of the

National Historic Properties Preservation Act.
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TABLE 7-1

EXISTING LAND USE INFORMATION AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN ILLINOIS

Loation/Staln 7

Elstl g andUses ;

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

General Plan
De ntin

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Structures Near Site

Occurrence Within

Zoning Desig nation

Length in
Urbanized
_Areas (feet)

Within 500
Fect g

Prime
Farland

Coastal
Zone

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Strip mines or quarries
or gravel pits, cropland and pasture,
deciduous forest land

Manufacturing

Manufacturing 2 (R-R
development allowed)

Site: Cropland and pasture
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

Manufacturing

Manufacturing 2 (R-R
developmcnt allowed)

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
deciduous forest land

5

7

o’

Buda-4

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

Residential,
Agricultural

Agricultural (R-R
development allowed)

Dolton

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Residential, industria!
and commercial complexes, lakes,
commercial, mixed urban or other
built-up land

"

%

2
Ci

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Resi lential, cropland
and pasture, forestr.d wetland or non
forested wetland, transportation, Igkes
and streamis

Residential,
Agricultural (R-R
develapment allowed)

No zoning designations
exist




TABLE /-1
(conciuded)

Location/Station

Girard

Existing Land Uses

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

General Plan
Designation

Agricultural

Zoning Designation

Agriculture (R-R
development allowed)

Structures Near Site

Occurrence Within

Length In
Urbanized
Areas (feet

Within 500
Feet

Coastal
Zone

Prime
Farmland

Global 2

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Transportation,
commercial, residential, industrial and
commercial complexes, other urban or
built-up

General Industrial

Industrial 2 (R-R
development allowed!)

Salem-1

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Evergreen forest land

Industrial

Industriai | (R-R
development allowed)

Salem-2

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Residential, cropland
and pasture

industrial

Industrial 1 (R-R
development ailowed)

Springfield

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Mixed urban or other
built-up land, commercial, residential

Heavy Industrial,
Commercial

Manufacturing 2 (R-R
development allowed)

Sensitive Recepiors = Some structures oecur within approximately 200 feet of construction activities.
Cl = Iniii»! contact made with agencies but information not received by time of report submittal.




TABLE 7-2

POTENTIAL LAND USE IMPACTS AT PROPOSED

CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS
IN ILLINOIS

Location/Station

Compatible with Surrounding

Yes - Not significant

Consistent with General
: Plan/Zoning Des onation

Not applicab'e - Not significant

Potential Loss of Prime Farmland

Not expected - Not si gnjﬁcaml

Buda-1

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not significant

Not expected - Not sx‘gmﬁca.nlI

Buda-2

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not significant

Not expected - Not s@iﬁcanl'

Buda-3

Yes - Not significant

C12

Not expected - N(Lsi&ni_ﬁcam'

Buda-4

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not significant
bl

Not expected - Not sigm'ﬁcamI

Dolton

Yes - Mot significant

O

No - Not significant

Dupo

Yes - Not signi‘icant

Yes - Not significant

Not expected - Not signjﬁcanl]

Girard

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Nol_sig_niﬁuml

Not expected - Not signiﬁcaml

Global 2

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not siggiﬁcam

No - Not significant

Salem-|

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not significant

Not expected - Not sigm'ﬁcanll

Salem-2

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not sigiﬁcam

Not expected - I‘Jﬁggu'ﬁmn(l

Yes - Not Liimﬁcam

Yes - Not sieiﬁcam

No - Not sifgiﬁcanl

Sgn‘nﬁﬁcld

€1 = Initial contact made with agencies but information not received by time of report submittal.

Construction is anticipated to be largely within existing right-of-way and no prime farmland is expected to be affected.




TABLE 7-3

WATER RESOURCES AND WETLAND INFORMATION
AT PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN ILLINOIS

e

Water Resource Typel

Location/Station ed tc

Barr

Dupo

Girard

Global 2

Salem-1

Salem-2

Senngﬁeld - - - -

blue-line streams (bls) = permarient and intermittent watercourses, including creeks, streams, rivers, washes, and sloughs
walterbodies (wh) permanent and intermitient bodies of standing water including ponds, lakes, reservoirs, bavous,
catchments, and beaver ponds
wetlands (wl) areas depicted with the USGS wetland symbol, primarily including marshes nd wet meadows
canals, curverts,
ditches (cd) human-made water conveyances
tidal channels (tc) tidal channels inciuding inlets, harbors, bays, and sloughs subject to tidal influences
mudflats (mf) permanent to intermittently wet, non-vegetated, usually alkaline, mudflats
sewage-treatmernt ponds, |
industrial waste ponds, !
salt evaporators, etc. (ss) areas used for public facilities or commercial purposes
springs (sp) areas depicted with the USGS spring symbol




TABLE 74

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS
IN ILLINOIS

Location

Vegetation Type

At the Site

Ruderal,
mixed-grass prairie

Adjacent

Ruderal,
mixed-grass prairie

oI

Known and Potential
Occurrence of Rare,
Threatened, and Endangered

) €4 ] th -

Bala Eagle
Prairie Fringed Orchid
_Loggerhead Shrike

Parks, Forests,

Refuges, or

Sanctuaries within
Aile

CI

Hernepin Canal State
Park

Wyanet Geological
Area

Natural Area

Coal Creek Fish ana
Wildlife Area

Ruderal,

Agricultural,
wetland

Hennepin Canal State
Park

mixed-grass prairie

CI

Cl

ClI

Hennepin Canal State
Park

Cl

Cl

Cl

Hennepin Canal State
Park

Ruderal,
short-grass prairie,
wetland

Ruderal,
short-grass prairie,
wetland

Peregrine Falcon, Hines Emerald
Dragonfly, Prairie Bush-zlover,
Eastern Prairie Fringed Orchid

15 parks, as listed in
Part 6

Ruderal

Mixed-grass
prairie, wetland,
forests, agricultural,
ruderal

Indiana Bat

Bald Eagle

Pallid Sturgeon
Decurrent False aster
Running Buffalo clover

Stemler Cave Area,
Natural Area =5l
Falling Springs Natural
Area, Dupo Prairie
Natural Area,

Sugar Loaf Hill
Prairie Natural Area

Mixed-grass
prairie, wetland,
ruderal

Agricultural,
mixed-grass prairie,
wetland, ruderal

Pondhorn mussel

None

Giobal 2

Cl

Cl

Peregrine Falcon, Hines Emerald
Dragonfly, Prairie Bush-Clover,
Eastern Prairie Fringed Orchid

Mixed-grass
prairie, wetland,
mderal

Mixed-grass
prairie, wetland,
forests, ruderal

Indiana Bat




TABLE 74
(concluded)

mp
Vegetation Type Known and Potential Parks, Forests,

Occurrence of Rare, Refuges, or

At the Site Adjacent Threatened, and Endangered | Sanctuaries within

Mixed-grass Mixed-grass {same as Salem-1)
prairie, ruderal prairie, forests,
residential lawns,
ruderal

Springfield Forests, ruderal Forests, ruderal Indiana Bat Carpenter Park

e Bald Eagle Riverside Park

Initial agency contact completed. Information regarding sensitive biological resources has not been received
from agencies.




TABLE 7-§

POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO SENSITIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES AT
PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN ILLINOIS

Location Potential Impacts To '

Rare, Threateved, and Endangered Critical Habitat Parks, Forests, Refuges,
Species Sanctuaries

Loggerhead Shrike - PS None - NS None - NS
Indiana Bat - PS

Cl None - NS None - NS

Cl None - NS None - NS

Cl None - NS None - NS

Cl None - NS None - NS

Not significant None - NS Not significant

Dupo Indiana Bat - PS None - NS None - NS
Bald Eagle - PS

Girard Not significant None - NS None - NS

Global 2 Not significant None - NS None - NS

Salem - 1 Not signi{icant None - NS Not significant

Salem - 2 Not significant None - NS None - NS

ISEnnﬁﬁeld Indiana Bat - PS None - NS N(Lsi@cam

Cl= Initial agency contact completed. Information regarding sensitive biological resources has not been received
fim agencies.

NS = Not Significant

PS= Pctentially Significant




TABLE 7-6

EXISTING CONDITIONS AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS FOR
HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN ILLINOIS

Historic Resources Archaeological Resources Potential Impacts

CI Cl Cl Cl

Cl Cl Cl Cl

CI ClI Cl Cl

CRERERE

Cl Cl Cl Cl

Z,
o

CI Cl Cl Cl

Cl -s CJ Cl Cl

Cl ! Cl Cl Cl

Girard Cl C] Ci Cl

Global 2 Cl Cl Cl Cl

Salem- | Cl Cl Cl CI

CRERCRERCRE

Salem-2 Cl ; Cl Cl Cl

h SErinEﬁeld Ci Cl Cl Cl

Note: ric Places (NRHP); E, determined or recommended eligible for
NRHP: U, eiigibihity for NRHP is unknown; Cl, consultation with SHPO and. or data repository has been
initiated but "ot completed at time of report submittal; ND, not determined. The numbers on table denote
th: number of known histeric or archaeological resources within 100 feet of construchot areas.

- A
w)




KEY FOR LAND USE

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE
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1
¢ 3

1/C

MU
ou

Residential

Commercial and services
Industrial

Transportation, communica-
tions and utilities

Industrial and commercial
complexes

Mixed urban or build-up land
Other urban or built-up iand

AGRICULTURAL LAND

CH

CF
CO
WATER
WS
WL
WR
WB
WETLAND

WE

Cropland and pasture
Orchards, groves, vineyards,
nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas

Confined feeding operations
Other agricultural land

Streams and canals
Lakes

Reservoirs

Bays and estuaries

Forested wetland, and/or
nonforested wetland

RANGELAND

Rh

Rsb

Rm

Herbaceous rangeland
Shrub and brush rangeland
Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND

FD
FE
FM

Deciduous forest land
Evergreen forest land
Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND

Bsf
Bb
Bs
Br
Bm

Bt
B

Dry salt flats

Beaches

Sandy areas other than beaches
Bare exposed rocks

Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Transitional areas

Mixed barren land

KEY FOR CULTURAL RESOURCES SITES

Location of known historic or

or archaeological site




Figure 7.1-1 Proposed Common Point Connection: Barr, linois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 7.1-2 Proposed Common Point Connestion and Corridor Upgrade: Buda, lllinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 7.1-3 Proposed Common Point Connection and Corridor Upgrade: Buda, illinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 7.1-4 Proposed Construstion at Intermodal Facility: Dotton, filinois. Location and Land Use,
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Figure 7.1-§ Proposed Construction at intermodal Facility: Dupo, Iflinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 7.16 Proposed Common Point Connection: Girard, linois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 7.1-8 Proposed Common Foint Connections: Springfield, liinois. Locaticri and Land Use.
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NWI LEGEND
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80TTOM B8OTTOM Untnawn Bottom SHORE

Subclass 1 Bedrock 1 Cobble Gravel 1 Algal ! Coral 1 Aigat 1 Corat 1 Bedrock 1 Cobble Giave!
2 Rubble 2 Sand 3 Rooted Vascular 3 Worm 3 Rooted Vascular I Worm 2 Rubble 2 Send
3 Mud S Unknown 5 Unknown Submergent 3 Mua
4 Organw Submergent 4 Orgsnic

SYSTEM A — RIVERINE

o ! O — e — ——
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CrLass A8  ROCK UB  UNCONSOIIDAIED  *SB  STREAMBED .4 AQUATIC BED RS ROCKY US UNCONSOULIDATED "TEM - EMERGENT OW — OPEN wATER/
BOTTOM BOTTOM SHORE SMORE Untnown Bottom

Subciass 1 Bedrock 1 Cobble Gravel 1 Bedrock 1 Algal 1 Bedrock 1 Cobbie Gravet 2 Nonpersistent
2 Rubble 2 Sand 2 Rubble 2 Aquenc Moss 2 Rudiie 2 Sand
I Mud 3 Cobbie Grave: 3 Ruoted Vascular I Mug
4 Organic 4 5and 4 Floating Vascuiar 4 Organc
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I Mud 3 Rooted Vascuiar 3 Mug 2 hsedie Loaved 2 Nowctia Losved
4 Organic 4 Fioating Vascular 4 Organic Dec:duous Decduous
5 Unknown 5 Vegetated 3 Brosd Leaved 3 8road-Losved
Swdmergent Evergreen Fvergroen
6 Unknown Surlace 4 Neadie Leaves 4 Needie Lesved
Evergroen Evergreen
5 Dead 5 Dexd
6 Decsduvons 6 Docrtuous
7 Evergroen 7 Evergroen

Instructions for using the legend:

The NW! Inventory uses a hierarchy of aiphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symboi; that is, “L”
indicates “Lacustrine.” THe next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB" indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3” indicates that ‘he subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”




R

A8 — ROCK
BOTTOM

! Badrock
2 Aubbie

NWI LEGEND

E — ESTUARINE

g
1 — SUBTIDAL

L —

e
RF — REEF

-

UB — UNCONSOLIDATED AB — AQUATIC BED
BOTTOM

2 Motiuse

1 Algs!
- 3 Worm

3 Rocted Vascular

4 Flosting Vasculer

6 Undnown Subererpor
8 Undnewn Surface

1 Cobbie Graval
2 Sand

3 Mg

4 Organc

OW — OPEN WA TER,
Unknown 8ottom

4 —

—

2 — INTERTIDAL

i

T s 3

- STREAMBED RE — AOCKY
SHORE

1 Codls - Gravel 1 Bedvock
2 Send 2 Rudble
3 Mud

4 Orgencs

T —— T -
AB — AQUATIC 8D RF — REEF S8

1 Cotbia Grave!
2 Send

3 Mud

4 Organc

2 Mattusc
3 Warm

1 Algat

3 Rooted Vascuiss

4 Flosting Vascuiar

§ Unknown Submergent
8 Undhown Suface

LACUSTRINE

1 — LIMNETIC
i
T T
UB — UNCONSOLIDATED  AB — AQUATIC
80TTOM 8ED

1 Cobbile Gravel
2 Sand

3 Mud

4 Organic

1 Algai
2 Aquatx Moss

3 Rooted Vescutas

4 Floating Vasculer

% Untoown Submergent
8 Undnown Surface

OW — OPEN WATER
Unknown Eotrom

il 1
2 - UTTORAL

—
US - UNCONSOLIDATED €M — EMERGENY
SHORE

| Parnistent
2 Nonpe:ssient

T +
$§ ~ SCRUB.-SHAUS FO — FORESTED

1 Broad Leaved
Cecduous

2 Meedta Lasved
Dec

1 Brosd- Lasved
Oecrduous

2 Heedie Losved
Deciduous

3 Brosd-Laaved

s 60 pees o T

T
UB — UNCONSOUIDATEL AN — AQUATIC RS — AOCKY
BOTTONM BED SMORE

f
A6 — ROCK
A0TTOM
1 Bedrock
2 Rubble

| Cottie Gravel
2 Sand

3 Mud

4 Drganec

1 Bedrock
2 Rubble

US —~ UNCONSOLIDATED
SHORE

T RSO
EM — EMERGENT OW — OFEN WATER/
Urdne wn Bottom

2 Mongper sistent

In order 1> more adequalely doscribe and

MODIFIERS

% 0ne Of more of the wale: regume. water chamsiry

804, or 5p6C 8l modihiers may be agphed 8t (he class of iower foval «n the Nararchy The larmed moddier ~uay sige be SDpied 1o the ecologicel pystem

WATER REGIME

WATER CHEMISTRY

SOIL

SPECIAL MODIFIERS

Non-Tidsl Tidal

Cosstsl Halinity  Inlend Salinity

pH Modifiers for

all Fresh Water

b Beover h Orted/ impounded
o Poartialy Oraened/Dached 1+ Artdicial Subisirate
! Farmad ¢ Spod

= Excaraied

Temporary Tidal
Seasonai Tidat
Serupermanent Tidsi
Parmanent Tasl
Unknywa

Tempor ity Floaded M Farmanantly Flooded
Ssturmint J  intermittently Flooded
Seasonshy Flooded K Anticiily Floodes
Seasoneiy Floodod. w

Weli Drauncd Flooded. Tempor ary
Season shy "looded/ Y
Setwrated

Sampermanently fooded 2
imerrvttently Expossd

7 Hype: satine

@ Eusaline

¥ Mizcgsline
Frush

Artticraltly Flooded *

Subtdel
® Acwd

¢ Crcumneutr ol
+ Alalone

S

A

wregulsrly Exposed 1

Regularly Flooded  *v ©

lvv.‘ulclly Flooded v 5

St eing/ Sempe manent/ A Dtoohaline
0

3 Mixonahne 18cackish)
Polyhstne
Mosonaiine

Sessona! Fresh

Intermitiantty

€ xposet/ Parmarant

U Unknown

“These waier regimes #re only uaad n
tidatiy infiuenced fré-nwater systams

instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB" indicate that the ‘:iass is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is expiained in the Modifiers part of the system; the madifier indicates

“acid.”




FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP LEGEND
EXPLANATION OF ZONE DESIGNATIONS

Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) display the zone designations for communities according
to areas of designated flood hazards. The zone design tions used by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) are:

Zone ~xlt'

A Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations and flood hazard factors not
determined.

AO Areas of 100-year shallow flooding; flood depth 1 to 3 feet; product of flood depth
(feet) and velocity (feet per second) less than 15.

Ad Areas of 100-year shallow flooding where depths are between one (1) and three
(3) feet: base flood elevations are shown, but no flood hazard factors are
determined.

Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations and flood hazard factors
determined.

Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations determined (for Louisiana).
Areas of 100-year flood to be protected by a flood protection system under
construction; base flood elevations and flood hazard factors not determined.
Areas between limits of 100-ycar flood and 500-year flood, areas of 100-year
shallow flooding where depths less than 1 foot.

Areas outside 500-year flood.

Areas of combined B and C zones (for Louisiana).

Areas of undetermined; but possible, flood hazards.

Areas of 100-year coastal flood with velocity (wave action); base flood elevations
and flood hazard factors not determined.

Areas of 100-y=ar coastal flood with velocity (wave action); base flood elevation
and flood hazard factor Jetermined.

Notes -

Certain areas not in the special flood hazard areas (zones A and V) may be protected by flood
control structures.

FIRMs are for flood insurance rate purposes only; maps may not necessarily show all areas
subject to flooding in the community or ali planimetric features outside special flood hazard
areas.




Figure 7.2-1 Proposed Common Point Connection: Barr, Iflinois. Wetland information.
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Figure 7.2-2 Proposed Common Point Connection and Corridor Upgrade: Buda, llinois. Wetiand information.
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Figurs 7.23 Proposed Common Point Connection and Corridor Upgrade: Buda, lfiinois. Wetland information.

Townhall

Hopeland
e

]

SCALE 1:24000

= s Smm— =
1000 0 1000 2000 3C00 4000 5000 000 7000 FEET
<" /;(./';7\\ S ErEL PUEEESES e e — ey
N &)
N\&,

Base Map: USGS 7.5 Topographic Quacrangle: Buda, lllinois (Provisional Edition 1983)

0286




Figure 7.24 Proposed Construction at Intermadal Facility: Dolton, lllincis. Wetland Information.
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Figure 7.2-5 Proposed Construction at Intermodal Facility: Dupo, lllinois. Wetiand Information.
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Figure 7.2-8 Proposed Common Point Connection: Girard, llinois. Wetiand Information.
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Figure 7.2-9 Proposed Common Point Connegtions: Springfield, llinois. Location
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8.0 KANSAS
8.1 PROPOSED ACTIONS AND NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVES

The proposed action in Kansas would involve the construction projects as
described in this Part, which would be constructed generally as described in Section 2.0.
In each case, the proposed construction is necessary to the efficiency of the merged
operations and will result in the benefits discussed in Section 1 of this Part. The no-action
alternative assumes that the projects would not be constructed. The projects are listed
below and shown in Table 1-1.

The following projects involve construction of new sidings or the extension
of existing sidings at specified locations on UP's Salina Branch to improve capacity and
operations for traffic between Denver and Salina, Kansas.

Brookyille - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 208 and MP 206 as

shown on Figure 8.1-1.

Dorrance - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 249 and MP 247 as
shown on Figure 8.1-5.

Grainfield - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 362 and MP 359 as

shown on Figure 8.1-7.

Qakley - Construction of a 5,500-foot extension to an existing siding between
MP 377 and MP 375 as shown on Figure 8.1-13.
Page City - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 393 and MP 391 as

shown on Figure 8.1-14.

Salina - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 184 and MP 182 as shown
on Figure 8.1-17.

Solomon - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 170 and MP 168 as
shown on Figure 8.1-18.

Toulon - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 284 and MP 282 as shown
on Figure 8.1-20.




Wa Keeney - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 327 and MP 324 as
shown on Figure 8.1-21.

Weskan - Construction of a 5,790-foot extension to an existing siding between
MP 444 and MP 442 as shown on Figure 8.1-22.

The following projects involve the construction of new sidings or extension

of existing sidings at specified locations on UP's OKT Subdivision between Wichita and
Fort Worth to improve capacity and operating efficiencies on this iine.
Caldwell - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 293 and MP 291 as
shown on Figure 8.1-3.
Midland - Construction of 1,456-foot extension to an existing siding between MP
251 and MP 249 as shown on Figure 8.1-12.

The *oll~wing projects involve the constructian of new sidings or extension
of existing sidings to improve capacity and operating efficiencies on UP's Herington
Branch line.

Peabody - Construction of a ,300-foot siding between MP 211 and MP 209 as
shown on Figure 8.1-15.

Whitewater - Construction of 4,540-foot extension to an existing siding between
MP 222 and MP 220 as stiown on Figure 8.1-23.

The following projects involve the construction of a new siding or extensio}s
of an existing siding on UP's McPherson Subdivision to improve capacity and operating

efficiencies.

Cline - Construction of a 3,304-i00t extension to an existing siding between MP 241

and MP 239 as shown on Figure 8.1-4.

Eurey - Construction of a 9,300-foot siding between MP 232 and MP 230 as shown
on Figure 8.1-6.




The following projects involve the construction of a new siding and extension
of existing sidings on UP's Liberal Subdivision to improve capacity and operating

efficiencies.

Buckiin - Construction of an extension to an existing siding between MP 347.1 and
MP 348.4 to extend the siding to a length of 9,000 feet as shown on Figure 8.1-2.
McPherson - Construction of a 9,700-foot siding between MP 212.7 and MP 214.7
as shown on Figure 8.1-11.
Pratt - Construction of an extension to an existing siding to a length of
approximately 10,000 feet between MP 296.1 and MP 298.2 as shown on Figure
€.1-16.

The following projects involve the construction of new or upgraded

connections and expansion of existing yards or intermodal facilities:

Herington - Classification workload would increase at Herington, Kansas under the
combined operating plan as traffic is handied between points west of Herington
(such as Wichita, Salina, New Mexico and Arizona) and points to the east and north
of Kansas City, thereby bypassing haiidiing in the Kansas City terminal area. Two
yard tracks totaling 4300 feet are proposed in the SP yard off the Topeka

subdivision Tucumcari line. In addition, the project would require the upgrade of

a wye connection, installation of a crossover, and extension of three yards tracks.

(Figure 8.1-8).

Hope - The construction of a new connection at Hope, Kansas between the UP
Hoisington subdivision mainline and BN/Santa Fe is proposed as shown on
Figure 8.1-9. This connection would be used for trains operating from the SP
Herington yard to the Salina, Kansas area using UP's BN/Santa Fe trackage rights.
The connection in the northwest quadrant of the existing crossing would require
2,000 feet of new track construction, the installation of two power-gperated turnouts,

and acquisition of 10 acres right-of-way.
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Kansas City-Armourdale - It is proposed to consolidate existing intermodal traffic
at UP's Kansas City, Missouri facility into SP's facility at the Armourdale yard,
shown on Figure 8.1-10. Construction would include removal of yard trackage,
addition of trackage for intermodal cars, additional paving for parking trailers and
cuntainers. Construction would occur within SP's existing yard.

Topeka 1 and 2 - UP's Marysville Subdivision mainline and SP's Topeka
Subdivision Tucumcari iine connect and cross at Topeka, Kansas. It is proposed
to upgrade the existing wye connection including tie and rail upgrade on 1,000 feet
of track and install a new power-operated crossover between the UP siding which
the connection runs into and the UP mainline next to ‘he siding as shown on
Figure 8.1-19. This connection would accommodate the addition of through train
movements between North Platte, Nebraska and Fort Worth, Texas. In the vicinity
of the existing rail crossing, it is proposed to construct a new connection in the
northwest quadrant between UP yard tracks and the SP line extending north and
east of the existing rail crossing as shown on Figure 8.1-19. This new connection
involving the addition of one new turnout from the UP yard, construction of 1,000
feet of new yard track and a new power-operated cross-over between this yard

track construction and the mainline wil permit the SP line north of the crossing to

be served out of the UP Topeka yard. No acquisition of additional right-of—way. ‘is

expected for either Topeka, Kansas project.

Wichita - A new connection between the UP OKT subdivision mainline and the
BN/Santa Fe mainline in Wichita, Kansas is proposed as shown on Figure 8.1-24.
This connection will handle the additional volumes of through trains moving over
the UP OKT Subdivision between Herington, Kansas and Fort Worth, Texas. The
connection will require the installation of two turnouts and construction of 1,300 feet

of new track between the two mainlines, aiso using the UP Hutchinson industrial




lead for part of the route. No acquisition of additional right-of-way is expected for
the project.

8.2 DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND POTENTIAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF PROPOSED ACTIONS

Existing land use information and potential impacts for proposed construction
projects in Kansas are included in Tables 8-1 and 8-2, and shown on Figures 8.1-1 to
8.1-24 . Water resources and wetland information is summarized in Table 8-3 and shown
on Figures 8.2-1 to 8.2-24. Existing biological resources information and potential impacts
are presented in Tables 8-4 and 8-5. information concerning historic and cultural
resources information at proposed construction projects sites is inciuded in Table 8-6 and
Figures 8.1-17.

Suggested mitigation measures are described in Section 17. Such measures
as are appropriate will be implemented before and during construction activities.

8.3 POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVES

Under the no-action alternative, it is assumed that the proposed projects
would not be constructed and land use and environmental conditions that currently exist
at the proposed sites would remain unchanged. However, if the merger is approved and

implemented, elimination of the proiects would result in less efficient rail service causing

capacity constraints, delays, and slower operating speeds which would result in additional

fuel consumption and air e/rissions.
8.4 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

To assist in assessing the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
UP/SP merger, Dames & Moore sent letters requesting information to various federal,
state, and local agencies. In these letters, information was requested for the areas of: air
quality, noise, land use, biological and water resources, historic and cultural resources,
transportation systems, energy, and public heaith and safety. Copies of all

correspondence received and telephone conversation notes recorded in response to the
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requests for information are included in Part 6.

For the proposed construction projects in this state, the following agencies
responded: Johnson County Office, Shawnee County Office, City of Bucklin, Historical
Preservation Office, Kansas Department of Health and Environment, Trego County Board

of Commissioners, Elisworth County Clerk's Office, The U.S. Department of Agriculture,

Logan County Clerk, and Saline County Planning and Zoning Department. A summary of
comments received prior to November 10, 1995 for Kansas is listed below.
. The Office of the County Clerk in Johnson County did not recognize any
preperty that would be affected be the proposed project.
The Shawnee County Office provided contacts for other agencies regarding
wildlife, parks, and recreational services.
The City of Bucklin expressed concerns about a water well owned by the
city. The well is located on railroad property at the west end of Bucklin.
The Historic Preservation Office described a potential need for a Phase |
archaeological reconnaissance survey at two of the proposed sites, Salina
and Pratt. A known site (14SA403) is reported in the vicinity of the Salina

project. The Pratt project is in an area of high potential for the discovery of

prehistoric sites. The Office requested that a ratification be sent to it when

final construction plans are chosen.

The Kansas Department of Health and Environment stated that the proposed
project falis within the definition of construction activity for the purpose of thz
federal stormwater permitting regulations. The permit is required for projects
that are five acres or larger.

The Trego County Board of Commissioners had no comment on the
proposed construction project.

The Elisworth County Clerk's Office was not able to respond and forwarded

the information to the Kansas Wildlife and Parks Service.

298




The U.S. Department of Agriculture stated that the merger should have no

effect on prime farmland; however, corcerns were expressed regarding land
which is outside of railrcad propeity and is covered under the Farmiland
Protection Policy Act.
The Logan Coi.ny Clerk had no information regarding environmental
impacts of the proposed construction project in Logan County.
The Saline County Planning and Zoning Department stated that there are no
parks or refuges withir: five miles of the proposed site. The department does
not have information regarding critical habits and species nor does it
possess any permitting/approval authority over the proposed project.
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TABLE 8-1

EXISTING LAND USE INFORMATION AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN KANSAS

Loaosmto

Brookville

ang Land Uses

Site: Transpcrtation

Surrounding: Other urban or built-up
land, cropland and pasture, herbaceous
rangeland, lakes

General Plan

Designation |

No formal land use
policies/contrzis exist

»ln p esl 0 ndn

Structures N2ur Site

Occurrence Within

Within 500
Feet

Length in

0

Urbanized Prime
; A_reas‘feetz Farmiand | Coastal Zone

No

Bucklin

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
residential, other urban or built-up land,
commercial

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Caldwell

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
herbaceous rangeland, residential

Site: Transportaiion
Surrounding: Industrial, cropland and
pasture, commercial

No formal land use
policies/contiols axist

Dorrance

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Furlev

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

No formal fand use
policies/controls exist

Orainfield

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
mixed rangeland, strip mines or quarries

or gravel pits 3

No formal land use
policies/controls exist




TABLE 8-1
(continued)

, Ltlon/S!alon

Herington-1

Elstln Land Ise :

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Strip mines or quarries or
gravel pits, cropiand and pasture,
commercial, residential other urban or
built-up land

General Plan
s nation

Heavy Industrial

Structures Near Site

SEE
Occurrence Within

nln o Desigp nn ‘

Industrial 2 (R-R
development allowed}

Length in
Urbanized
Are feet

Within 500
_ ee(

Prime
Farmland :

Herington-2

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
commercial, residential, other urban or
built-up land, strip mines or quarries or
gravel pits

Agricultural

Agnicultural (R-R
development allowed)

Hope

Site: Cropland and Pasture
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

Agriculture (R-R
development allowed)

No zoning designations
exist

Kansas City
Armourdale

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Industrial, transportation,
residential

No designation exists

Heavy industnal (R-R
development allowed)

McPherson

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland pasture,
herbaceous rangeland

No designation exists

Agrniculture (R-R
development allowed)

Midland

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Strip mines or quarries or
gravel pits, residential, cropland and
pasture, commercial

N

> i

Oakley

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Other urban or built-up
land, residential, cropland and pasture,

commercial |

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

|
|




TABLE 8-1
(continued)

Location/Station

Page City

Existing Land Uses

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
herbaceous rangeland

seneral Plan
Designation

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Zoning Designation

—

Structures Near Site

Occurrence Within

Length in
Urbanized
Areas (feet

Within 500
Feet

Prime
Farmland

Peabody

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
commercial

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,

residential, other urban or built-up land,

strip mines or quarries or gravel pits

No designation exists

Light and Heavy
Industrial, Residential
{R-R development
allowed)

Salina

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
commercial

No designation exists

Agricultural (R-R
development allowed)

Solomon

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,

confined reeding operations, residential,

reservoirs

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Siie: Commercial
Sun'ounding: Streams and canals

General Industrial

Manufacturing 2 (R-R
development allowed)

Site: Commercial
Surroundmg: Residential

General Industrial

Manufacturing 2 (R-R
development allowed)

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Site: Transportation

Surrounding: Cropland and pasture !

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Coastal Zone




TABLE 8-1
(concluded)

Location/Station Existing Land Uses

Site: Transportation
Surmunding: Cropland and pasture

Weskan

General Plan
Designation

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Zoning Designation

Structures Near Site

Octurrenc: Within

Length in
Urbanized
Areas (feet

Within 500
Feet

Prime
Farmland

Site: Transportation
Surrounding: Cropland and pasture,
residential, industrial, commercial

Whitewater

No formal land use
policies/controls exist

Wichita

Site: Transpertation
Surmunding: Residential, industrial

Heavy Industrial and
Industrial

Industrial (R-R
development allowed)

Sensitive Receptors = Somie structures occur within approximate

CI = Initial contact made with agencies but information ne«

ly 200 feet of construction activities.
ot received by time of report submittal.

Coastal Zone




TABLE 8-2

POTENTIAL LAND USE IMPACTS AT PROPOSED
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS

IN KANSAS

Location/Station

Brookville

Compatible with Surrounding
Land Uses

Yes - Not significant

Consistent with General
Plan/Zoning Designation

Not applicable - Not significant

Potential Loss of Prime Farmland

Not expected - Not signi ﬁcam|

Bucklin

Yes - Not significant

Not applicable - Not significant

Not expected - Not signi ﬁc.mlI

Caldwell

Yes - Not ei&mﬁ«‘am

2
Cl

Not expected - Not signi ﬁcantl

Cline

Yes - Not significant

Not applicable - Not significant

Not expected - Not signi ﬁcanll

Dorrance

Yes - Not significant

Not applicable - Not significant

Not expected - Not signi ﬁczmll

Furley

Yes - Not significant

Not applicable - Not significant

Not expected - Not sig,mﬁcanlI

Grainfield

Yes - Not significant

Not applicable - Not significant

Not expected - Not signi ﬁcamI

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not sijniﬁcam

Not expected - Not signi ﬁcaml

.{cringlon-l

Herin gton-2

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not significant

Not expected - Not signi l'.c:-mlI

Hope

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not sigpiﬁcanl

Not expected - Not sigguﬁcanli

Kansas City/Armourdale

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not slgniﬁcmt

Yes - Not siggiﬁcam

McPherson

Yes - Not significant

Yes - Not significant

Not expected - Not si&m’ﬁcanll

Midland

Yes - Not significant

cr?

Not expected - Not si}rliﬁcant'

Yes - Not significant

Not applicabie - Not significant

No - Not signiﬁcam

Yes - Not sig\iﬁcam

Not applicable - Not significant

No - Not significant

Yes - Not sigm'ﬁcam

Na applicabie - Not significant

Not expected - Not signi ﬁcantl

Yes - Not sigriificant

Yes - Not significant

Not expected - Not s;'gm'ﬁcanll




TABLE 8-2

(concluded)
Location/Station Compatible with Surrounding Consistent with General Potential Loss of Prime Farmiand
Land Uses Plan/Zoning Des

Salina Yes - Not significant Yes - Not significant Not expected - Not sigm'ﬁcam'
Solomon Yes - Not significant Not applicable - Not significant Not expected - Not sigm'ﬁcantl
Topeka 1 Yes - Not significant Yes - Not significant No - Not significant

Topeka 2 Yes - Not significant Yes - Not significant No - Not significant

Toulon Yes - Not significant Not applicable - Not significant Not expected - Not sigmﬁcantl
Wa Keeney Yes - Not significant Not applicable - Not significant Not expected - Not g&m'ﬁcantl
Weskan Yes - Not significant Not applicable - Not significant Not expected - Not sigr)iﬁca.ml
Whitewater Yes - Not significant Not applicable - Not significant Not expected - Not sigpiﬁcant'
Wichita Yes - Not significant Yes - No significant Not expected - Not significant’

Construction is anticipated to be largely within existing night-of-wav and no prime farmland is expected to be affected.

CI = Initial contact made with agencies but information not received by time of report submittal.




TABLE 8-3

WATER RESOURCES AND WETLAND INFORMATION
AT PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS IN KANSAS

Water Resource Typel

Location/Station cd tc

Brookville

Bucklin

Caldwell

Cline

Dorrance

Furley

Grainfield

Henng'.on-l

Hope

KC/Annourdale

McPhe:son

Midland

Oakley

Page Gty

Peabody

Pratt




TABLE 8-3
{concluded)

Water Resource Typel

Location/Station wl [ cd te

Wa Keeney

Weskan

Whitewater

Wichita

blue-line streams (bls) permanent and intermittent watercourses, including creeks, streams, rivers, washes, and sloughs
waterbodies (wb) = permanent and intermittent bodies of standing water including ponds, lakes, reservoirs, bayous,
catchments, and beaver ponds
wetlands (wi) areas depicted with the USGS wetland symbol, primarily including marshes and wet meadows
canals, culverts,
ditches (cd) = human-made water conveyances
tidal channels (tc) = tida) channels including inleis, harbors, bays, and s'oughs subiect to tidal influences
mudflats (mf) permanent to intermittently wet, non-vegetated, usually alkaline, mudflats
sewage-treatment ponds,
industrial waste ponds,
salt evaporators, etc. (ss) areas used for public facilities or commerc’al purposes
springs (sp) areas depicied with the USGS spring symb ol




TABLE 8-4

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION AT PROPOSED -
CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS
IN KANSAS

Location

Brookville

Vegetation Type

=

Krnown and Potential
Occurrence of Rare,

At the Site

Ruderal, plum
thickets, mixed-

grass prairie

Adjacent

Ruderal, plum thickets,

agricultural, riparian

Threatened, and Endangered

9 species, as listed in Part 6

Parks, Forests, Refuges,
or Sanctuaries within
5 Miles

Ruderal, m xed-
grass prairie

Mowed grasses,

agricultural, wetland,

rudera!

9 species, as listed in Part 6

Caldwell

Ruderal, mixed-

grass prairie,
forests

Forests, mixed-grass
prairie

15 species, as iisted in Part 6

Ruderal, mixed-
grass prairie

Ruderal, agricultural,

mixed-grass prairie

10 species, as listed in Part 6

Watson Park

Clapp Memorial Park
Plainview Park

Sim Memorial Park
Central Riverside Park
McDonald Park

Dorrance

Ruderal, mixed-
grass prairie

Agricultural, ruderal,

and mixed-grass prairie

9 species, as listed in Part 6

Furley

Ruderal, mixed-
grass prairie,
forests

Agricultural, mixed-
grass prairie

15 species, as listed in Part 6

Grainfield

Ruderal

Agricultural and
rudera!

9 species, as listed in Part 6

Chisholm Park

Lake Wilson Reservoir/
Wildlife Refugg

None

Herington-]

Very little;
scattered pigweed

Riparian habitat
surrounding Lime
Creek

11 species, as listed in Part 6

Herington-2

(same as
Herington-1)

(same as Herington-1

) | 11 species, as listed in Part 6

Hope

Ruderal, mixed-
grass prairie

Agricultural, ruderal,
mixed-grass prairie

11 species, as listed in Part 6

|
|

Kansas City
Armourdale

Ruderal

Ruderal, forests

None

McPherson

Mixed-grass
prairie

Agricultural, riparian

wetland

CI

Midland

Mized-grass

prairie

_prairie, riparian

Forests, mixed-grass

10 species, as listed in Part 6




TABLE 84
(continued)

= e
Vegetation Type Known and Potential Parks, Forests, Refuges,
Occurrence of Rare, or Sanctuaries within
At the Site Adjacent Threatened, and Endangered | 5 Miles

Ruderal Agricultural and 10 species, as listed in Part 6
ruderal

Ruderal Agricultural and 10 species, as listed in Part 6
ruderal

Mixed-grass Wooded riparian, 10 species, as listed in Part 6
prairie agricultural :

Wooded Forests, tall-grass Cl
grasslands, mixed- | prairie, riparian
SS praine

Shortgrass prairie | Agricuitural and
with scartered riparian
large trees

Shortgrass prairie, | Shortgrass prairie, 11 species, as listed in Part 6
ruderal agricultural, ruderal,
riparian

Topeka-1 Ruderal Ruderal 8 species, as listed in Part 6 County Park
Appendices Big Shunga Park
Winter Park

Topeka-2 Ruderal Ruderal 8 species, as listed in Part 6 (same as Topeka-1)

Toulon Ruderal Agricultural, ruderal, | Eastern spotted skunk None
and shorigrass prairie

Wa Keeney Ruderal, short- Agricultural, ruderal, | C!
grass prairie short-grass prairie

Weskan Ruderal Ruderal ané mowed Cl
grasses

Whitewater Mixed-grass Mixed-grass prairie 9 species, as listed in Part 6
prairie with scattered elms,
forests, agricultural

Industrial Ruderal, industrial, 10 species, as listed in Part 6 McAdams Park, Grove
residential Park, Central Riverside
Park, Schell Park, South

Riverside Park
ST w

Cl= Iniual agency contact completed. Information regarding sensitive biological resources has not been received
from agencies.




TABLE

8-5

POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO SENSITIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES AT
PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION LOCATIONS
IN KANSAS

Location

Brookville

T

Potential Impacts To

Rare, Threatened, and Endangered
Species

Not sig_liﬁcam

Critical Habitat

Parks, Forests, Refuges,
Sanctuaries

None - N§

Bucklin

Eastern Spotted Skunk - PS

None - NS

Caldweli

Eastern Sported Skunk - PS
Checkered Garter Snake - PS
New Mexico Blind Sna. =

None - NS

Cline

Eastern Spotted Skunk - PS

None - NS

Not significant

Dorrance

Not significant

None - NS

None - NS

Furley

Eastern Spotted Skunk - PS
Checkered Garter Snake - PS
New Mexico Blind Snake - PS

None - NS

None - NS

-

_G_re_inﬁeld

Not significant

None - NS

None - NS

‘ Henngton-l

Not significant

Not significant

None - NS

Hen’nston»z

Not significant

None - NS

None - NS

Hope

Not significant

None - NS

Nene - NS

Kansas City
Armourdale

None - NS

None - NS

None - NS

McPherson

CI

None - NS

None - NS

Midiand

Eastern Spotted Skunk - PS

None - NS

None - NS

Oa