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Having reviewed the information contained in this Environmental Assessment, the
General Reevaluation Report, and other supporting documents, I find that the implementation of
the Missouri River Levee Unit L142 preferred alternative will not have a significant effect on
the quality of the human environment with wetland mitigation as proposed, in place. This
project is not a major Federal action and, therefore, preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is not required. This determination may be reevaluated if warranted by later
developments.

The proposed action is the construction of a flood protection project, identified as
Alternative 10a/NED plan, with a level of protection against a water surface elevation of 564.0
(gauge reading 43.9, or about the 0.09 percent chance flood event at time of project
implementation). The project would protect the Jefferson City Memorial Airport, the Jefferson
City wastewater treatment plant, the Missouri Air National Guard facilities, the Asea Brown
Boveri Power Transibution and Distribution Plant, the Missouri Farmers Association plant, and
several smaller businesses located in the vicinity of the airport.

Alternatives considered along with the preferred alternative include:

a. Four different levee alignments (Alternatives 9, 9a, 10 and 11), which considered
varying amounts of protection of infrastructure in the study area.

b. A ring levee around the Asea Brown Boveri Power Transibution and Distribution
Plant, which receives a large portion of the benefits from flood protection in the study area.

d. No Action.

In addition to these alternatives, another set of alternatives were initially evaluated after the
Draft GRR was available for public review to resolve public comments on Hazard Mitigation
Grant Program (HMGP) concerns related to avoiding FEMA buyout lands. These alternatives
were determined to not be feasible. FEMA concurred with this assessment in a letter dated
April 12, 2000 (See Appendix A of the GRR). Therefore, this issue was considered resolved
and no further analysis of these alternatives was necessary.



Factors that were considered in making a determination that an EIS was not required are:

a. The project involves construction of a levee and related structures. The levee is
located outside the FEMA regulated floodway. Hydraulic investigations determined that the
effects to the Missouri River in the study area would be increased no more than 0.1 foot for the
1.0 percent chance exceedance event. Therefore the levee was determined to have minimal to
no affects on the floodway upstream, downstream, and in the immediate project area.

b. Construction of the preferred alternative was found to meet the goals and be in
compliance with Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management. Conclusions of the E.O
11988 analysis were that the proposed project generally avoids adverse impacts on the
floodplain and it is believed that induced development as a result of increased protection in the
study area is unlikely to occur.

¢. Impacts to local wildlife communities and aquatic resources would be minimal and
temporary; any impacts would be offset by creating a 33 acre emergent wetland. An additional
9 acres of native grasses interspersed with native hardwood, bottomland trees would be planted
around the perimeter of the wetland which would provide additional wildlife habitat benefits.
Impacts associated with farmed wetlands, approximately 32 acres, ( 23 acres direct, 9 acres
indirect) would be offset by creation of similar type wetlands within proposed borrow areas.
Mitigation requirements are detailed in the Environmental Assessment prepared for this project
and would be incorporated into project design and construction.

d. No threatened or endangered species, either State or Federal, will be adversely
affected by the project action.

e. No significant environmental (including HTRW), social, economic, or cultural
resource impacts are anticipated as a result of implementing the proposed project.

f. All outstanding issues raised during the public comment and review period of the
Environmental Assessment, the GRR, and other supporting documents related to the proposed
action, have been resolved. See Appendix A of the GRR for specific comments and responses.

Based on the Environmental Assessment for the proposed action, no significant adverse
impacts on the quality of the human environment are anticipated. The proposed action has been
coordinated with appropriate resource agencies and there are no significant unresolved issues.
Accordingly, I have determined that preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement is not
required for the recommended construction of Alternative 10a (NED) levee alignment and
associated structures for flood protection to an estimated level of the 0.09 percent chance flood
event at time of project implementation in the area known as North Jefferson City, Callaway
County, Missouri.

v Apn| L0 21014 Pl
Daté L, Geo b H. Hazel g{)
Colgnel, Corps of Engiieers

District Engineer




