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The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the proposed
improvement of a grade separation structure at the location of the existing Norris Viaduct
in the City of Cheyenne, Wyoming, over the Union Pacific Railroad tracks, will not have a
significant impact on the human environment. This Finding of No Significant impact
(FONS]) is based on the Cheyenne Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment (FHWA-
WY-EA-05-01) for the project, which has been independently evaluated by the FHWA
and determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need, environmental issues,
and impacts of the proposed project and appropriate mitigation measures. It provides
sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) is not required. The FHWA takes full respensibility for the accuracy, scope, and
content of the Environmental Assessment.
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City of Cheyenne, Wyoming
Project Status Report

FHWA-WY-EA-05-01
Wyoming Project HP-4019-00(003)
Cheyenne Norris Viaduct
Laramie County, Wyoming

The City of Cheyenne is proposing to replace an existing viaduct, known as the Norris
Viaduct, and improve adjacent roadways. This project is intended to maintain and
improve an important transportation fink over the Union Pacific Railroad Company’s
(UPRR) mainline tracks that separate the north and south sides of the City of Cheyenne
in Laramie County, Wyoming.

The project entails replacing the viaduct, which currently extends from the intersection of
Duff Avenue and East 7" Street on the south to Logan Avenue and Nationway on the
north, and spans eight UPRR tracks. In addition, roadways from the south end of the
viaduct to the intersection of East 1% Street and Morrie Avenue would be improved, and
a shared-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists would be constructed.

Concerns raised during the environmental evaluation process included neighborhood
concerns about traffic volumes, noise, and vehicular and pedestrian safety. Concerns of
local businesses and public safety agencies included keeping the route open during the
construction process. Most comments were in support of the project. In particular, most
comments appreciated the efforts to relocate the viaduct route to the edge of the
neighborhood, to create a buffer between the neighborhood and the adjacent refinery,
and to include landscaping and a pedestrian and bicyclist trail. A few individuals did not
think the project was warranted. All concerns raised during this transportation decision-
making process have been resolved to our satisfaction.

The project will respond to program commitments and be developed within design
criteria and mitigation measures that will assure achievement of environmental, traffic,
and safety and engineering goals.

Comments received from the circutation of the Environmental Assessment indicate no
significant effect on the quality of the human environment. Therefore, an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) will not be prepared. For further information contact:

Tom Mason Tony Laird Galen Hesterberg

City of Cheyenne MPO Wyoming DOT Federal Highway Administration
2101 O’'Neil Avenue 5300 Bishap Blvd. 2617 E. Lincainway Suite D
Cheyenne, WY 82001 Cheyenne, WY 82009 Cheyenne, WY 82001
{307)/)337-6299 f/

s - .
Kenneth W. Lewis, P.E. Salen Hestarbérg
City Engineer / Statewide Operations Engineer
City of Cheyenne, Wyoming

./ ,";- 7
Eilloles (uggisd” A 2605
Date of Approval Dat& of Approval

Yo %;%/gf —

Federal Highway Administration




Table of Contents

Page
1.0 Project Description..................................... e 1
2.0 Coordination Process.......cooieiiie e 3
3.0 Selection of Preferred Alternative..............coo 3

Appendix A — Public Hearing Comments

Appendix B — Agency Letters



WYDOT No. HP-4018-00(003) Cheyenne Norris Viaduet
Finding of No Significant Impact City of Cheyenne, Wyoming

1.0_-PROJECT.DESCRIPTION

The City of Cheyenne is proposing to replace an existing viaduct, known as the Norris
Viaduct, and improve adjacent roadways. This project is intended to maintain and
improve an important transportation link over the Union Pacific Railroad Company’s
(UPRR) mainline tracks that separate the north and south sides of the City of Cheyenne
in Laramie County, Wyoming.

The project entails replacing the viaduct, which currently extends from the intersection of
Duff Avenue and East 7" Street on the south to Logan Avenue and Nationway on the
north, and spans eight UPRR tracks. In addition, roadways from the south end of the
viaduct to the intersection of East 1% Street and Morrie Avenue would be improved, and
a shared-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists would be constructed.

The principal needs addressed by a grade separation structure at this location are;

e Replace an aging and deficient viaduct and adjacent roadways;

e Maintain and improve the existing transportation system linkage between
the north and south parts of the City of Cheyenne;

o Provide an acceptable Level of Service (LOS) based on design year
traffic volumes;

¢ Provide safe vehicular travel and efficient emergency vehicle access to
the residential neighborhood and adjacent businesses;

¢ Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle travel from the Crow Creek
Greenway to the north side of the UPRR tracks;

e Improve aesthetics along the roadway corridor and minimize barriers
within the neighborhood.

1.1 DESCRIPTION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

An alignment has been developed that balances both the transportation needs of the
City of Cheyenne and the needs of the residential neighborhood and nearby commercial
and industrial facilities.

In this alignment, the viaduct approach is within the UPRR right-of-way and traverses the
tracks to tie back into the Logan/Nationway intersection. The centerline of East 5"
Street is offset approximately 50 feet to the north at the location of Duff Avenue. This
alternative will require acquisition of all residential property to the east of the viaduct
route. This alternative thus minimizes impacts to neighborhood cohesion and eliminates
concerns for the safety of children needing to cross the viaduct route to walk or bicycle
to school. Only commercial and industrial properties will remain to the east side.

The viaduct and the south approach will have four through traffic lanes. The proposed
project includes a new signalized four-way intersection at the intersection with East 5
Street. The four-way intersection of Morrie Avenue and East 5™ Street also will be
signalized. East 5" Street would be reconstructed as four lanes, and Morrie Avenue
between East 5™ and East 1% Streets would be three lanes including a two-way left turn
lane. The shared-use path will be located on the west side of Morrie Avenue, on the
north side of East 57 Street, and on the west side of the viaduct.

Page 1
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This alternative has these features:

e A pedestrian/bicyclist shared-use path on the west side of the north-south
roadway and the four-lane viaduct, the north side of East 50 Street, and the west
side of Morrie Avenue to the existing Crow Creek Greenway Connection at the
1% Street and Russelt Avenue intersection.

e A five-foot wide sidewalk on the east side of the viaduct approach portion of
the roadway and viaduct.

s (Concrete barriers between the shared use path and vehicular traffic on the
west side of the viaduct to provide protection for users of the shared use path.

= A similar system on the east side of the viaduct to provide protection for
pedestrians on that side of the viaduct.

e A 10-foot tall steel welded wire mesh fence to provide protection to users
from falling off the viaduct and tc prevent vandals from damaging the rail cars
beneath the viaduct.

1.2 SUMMARY OF MITIGATION MEASURES

The social, economic, and natural environment impacts of the build alternative and the
no-build alternative were investigated. These impacts and mitigation are summarized
below.

Transportation.

Potential Effect: The existing viaduct and road system is an important part of the City of
Cheyenne transportation network. Closure of the viaduct for extended periods could
disrupt the transportation network and require lengthy detours for residents, local
businesses, and emergency vehicles.

Mitigation: In order to have a minimum disruption to the transportation network, the
existing viaduct will be kept open through most of the construction process. Construction
on the viaduct and on adjacent roadways will be phased s0 that only short-term closures
will be necessary.

Reilocations.

Potential Effect: Approximately thirty residences will be relocated.

Mitigation: All relocations will be done in accordance with the Wyoming Relocation
Assistance Acts of 1973 and 1989, the Uniform Relocation Act, the Civil Rights Act of
1968, and other applicable City of Cheyenne laws and regulations.

Water Quality.

Potential Effect: Construction will disturb soils and create potential sediment impacts to
surface water quality.

Mitigation: During construction, water guality impacts will be minimized by implementing
Best Management Practices (BMP) for construction-related erosion and sediment
control. An NPDES permit will be obtained for this project.

Page 2
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Environmental Risk Sites

Potential Effect: There are several known environmental risk sites in the project vicinity,
including Frontier Refinery. The possibility exists that contaminated soils, especially
soils contaminated with petroleum products, could be disturbed during construction. In
addition, structures may have lead paint or asbestos.

Mitigation: If any environmental risks are identified during construction, appropriate
measures will be taken for proper handling and disposal. Remedial measures for
petroleum-contaminated soils would include excavation and replacement with clean fill
material. Contaminated soil can be disposed of in a Subtitie “D” landfill following state
and local reguiations. Contaminated water discharged from an excavation may require
treatment before discharge to the ground. If building materials containing asbestos or
lead paint are encountered during construction, abatement would be completed in
accordance with state and federal regulations.

Construction Iimpacts.

Potential Effect: Construction impacts can include traffic delays due to detours as well
as noise and air quality impacts from construction equipment and activities.

Mitigation: With the exception of brief periods, the existing viaduct wifl remain open
while the new viaduct is being constructed. Therefore, with minor exceptions, no
detours will be required for this project. During construction, if objectionabie dust levels
occur, dust would be controlled by timely applications of water and temporary seeding to
the construction areas. Mitigation measures to minimized construction related erosion
and sedimentation control would include BMPs to intercept and rap transported
sediments during construction. Construction noise levels would be minimized by
designating halfu routes away from sensitive receptors, controiling noise at the source,
and limiting construction activities, particularly those that make the most noise, to certain
hours.

2.0 COORDINATION PROCESS

The proposed project has been coordinated with all appropriate federal, state, and local
agencies in order to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act. The Notice of
Availablity of the Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment (EA) was mailed to all
interested parties, indicating the locations of public availability of the Environmental
Assessment and beginning the 30 day public comment period. A public hearing was
held on February 24, 2005 to obtain comments on the Environmental Assessment. A
notice of this hearing was published in the Cheyenne newspaper on February 10, two
weeks prior to the meeting, and letters were sent to interested parties. A list of
attendees, a transcript of the comments received at the public meeting, as well as
comments received from the public, are found in Appendix A. Agency concurrence
letters are found in Appendix B

3.0 SELECTION OF THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
Based on the Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment and the summary of comments

and responses, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the
preferred alternative as described in Section 2.3 of the EA is the Selected alternative.
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-

10

11

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

PUBLIC MEETING 1IN RE NORRIS VIADUCT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

TRANSCRIFPT OF PUBLIC MEETING PROCEEDINGS

Thursday, February 24, 2005

Hebard Scheool, Cheyenne, Wyoming



-
2 {Public Meeting proceedings commenced
3 7:00 p.m., February 24, 2005.}

4 MR. STARK: My name is Mark Stark. I'm

5 the project manager for Olsson Associates for the

3) Envircnmental Assessment on the Norris viaduct.

7 We have a number of people here tonight: Tom

8 Mason, director for the City of Chevenne. He's the city

9 project manager. Doug Vetter right over here sitting down

10 is also one of the coproject managers for the City.

11 We've done guite a few of these projects. In

12 fact, later on at the end of this presentation I'm going

13 to show ycou slides of tThe project we did in Tinceln,

14 Nebraska, 3rd & A project. Really, really similar to this

15 one, going over -- going mostly over the Burlington

16 Northern tracks. Union Pacific was involwved in that one

17 too.
ig We came back into that neighborhcod with a

19 number of design strategies and developed scome of the

20 themes for the architectural treatments that we did to the

21 bridge, some of the landscaping, so we had a whole theme

22 gelng there. We want To do the very same thing here 1in

23 Cheyenne with this particular project.

24 Tonight's meeting isg the third and final meeting

25 in the Environmental Assessment process. We willi have



[

F

happens with tonight's meeting is we want to get your
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comments. We'wve got a court reporter over there, Janet --
is that right -- and so when I get done with the
presentation, we would like to have you come up and use
the microphone, say your name, spell your name for us, and
also give us your address so that we know where you live,.

If you're not comfortakble with speaking into the
microphene, you can alsc go over there and sit down and
talk to Janet, too.

The third way vyou can do that 1s we have comment
cards and the handouts that you'wve got so that you can
leave those with us, or if you want to take it home, £fill
it out later on, mall it toc Tom Mason and he will, in
turn, send that to us. We've alsc been gathering comments
while you've been spreaking to us pricr toc the
presentation.

Sc let’'™s gc ahead and get started. The thing
that we're going to be doing is, just to kind of review
the twg meetings we've already had, talk a little bit
abcut why we're doing the things we've done; again, record
your comments and gquestions; and we will then put those
things into the final copy of the EA.

We submit that then to the Federal Highway

Administration and some ofther regulatcry agencies, get
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I them-tosign offon iti Phat releases funde so we cami

2 start buying right-of-way. And we have the preject

schedule coming up a little later on and it i1is also in the

[¥S)

4 handouts too.

5 The things we want ycu to do -- T guess I'm

3 getiting ahesad of myself. Project update, show preferred

7 alignment based on all the things we've been doing and get
B your comments and lncorporate that intc the Envircnmental
9 Assecssment.

10 Now let's talk about whatever vyour roles are.

11 Again, you know, that's why we have the open hcuse, if you

12 get interested, start to think about things, ask us
13 gquestions about what's going on. 2And again, we want to
14 get your feedback and comments to incorporate that inte

15 the EA.

16 The project purpose, this goes back te the very
17 first meeting that we had. Why are we even doing this

18 project? It has been studied for a long time. Now we're
19 finally to the point in the process where we're actually

20 going to be able to start buiiding this thing.

21 2And, again, the project purpocse is to replace
22 The wviaduct, the cne that's structurslly deficient and

23 falling apart. You see it 1n the pictures and you see 1t
24 when vou drive over 1t every day.

25 Next slide, please. LAgain, vou know, we're not
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fetre buitding on all of the

T

2 previcus studies. You've heard this kefore in any of the

3 other meetings. T892 study, '85, Hebard, Cole going to

4 neighborhood plansg and finally the 19293 viaduct_

5 reconstruction conceptual plan.

6 In that one there were a total of seven

7 alignments that were studied. Each one of those weres

8 evaluated according to criteriaz that was developed.

9 Let's go to the next slide. Alignment D was the
10 one tThat was preferred. That was the cone that comes down,
11 basically spur along the Union Facific right-of-way, again
12 at the alley over by Alexander, came down to the front
13 gate -- old front gate of the refinery since that's kind
14 of changed now -- followed Fifth Street, cut that corner
15 over Fifth and Morrie, closed the intersection of Fifth
16 and Morrie and tied back intc First Street and back over a
17 little north of Crow (Creek.

18 So in the other meefings we mentioned that, you
19 know, there were reasons why that dcesn't work anymore,

20 and I know that being a kig part of that, and security

21 issues around the refinery. We cams back in and we're

22 reviewing ali of the alignments again.

23 Again, you know, the gquestion is asked why do we
24 need to do this again. DNow we've got federal dollars

25 involved in that, and part of that process, NEPA, National
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2 vou evaluate the socioceconomic factors that go into each

3 alignment to come up with a preferred alignment

4 theoretically.

5 The last thing it does ==~ and this is

& important -- it uses puklic input ¢ help us develop what

7 that preferred alignment is going Lo be. That's what this

g process 1is éll abcout.

9 So your goal, we had the very first meeting heres
10 in the gvm, and we had three main themes that came ocut of
11 that: Improved traffic connections for Cheyenne in all
12 directions; improved safety for cars, pedestrians and
13 bicycles. Evwvervboedy knows that when you're walking along
14 Fifth Street or Duff Avenue, that's crazy. Riding bikes
15 along there is just loony tunes going over the wviaduct.
i6 And improved traffic flow within the
17 neighborhood; those were the three things that came out of
18 that meeting.

19 addditional themes -- I'11 go ahead and read them
29 Lo you —-- want to be akle to tie in neighborhood

21 improvements into the project; buffer between the

22 nelighborhood and the refinery; doing some landscaping with
23 the Greenway golng through there; make the viaduct

24 attractive; and refinery, concerns about refinesry and

25 safety, having an evacuation, getting emergency vehicles



.

into the refineryin case there isan accident tEeres

2 The typical cross-sections we're proposing, the
3 top cne 1s a three-lane section. We have northbound,

4 southbound and then the center lane is going to be a

5 common left-turn lane. And that goes from First Street

) all the way up to the intersection of Fifth and Morrie.

7 That's Mcrrie Avenue, basically.

B Cnce you get around the corner, we have a

9 feour-lane section where we've got two lanes in each

10 directien. And in each one of these we have a four-plus
11 shoulder on each side. We have the Greenway on the left
12 side. So when you're going north ¢cn Morrie, the Greenway
13 is on the west side. You turn the corner, it is going to
14 be on the north side of the street. And, again, when you
15 turn the corner again to continue north up to Logan and
16 Nationwéy, it 1is going to be over on ithe west side again.
17 And once we get -- once we turn the corner and
18 are going north, we also have a five-foot sidewalk that's
13 going to be on the east side. And that shows up in the
20 plan views we've got posted over there. ABgain it shows up
21 here. So, again, now we looked at the Fifth Street north
22 and south rocadway section.

23 The next slide, then, shows what the roadway

z4 loocks like as we're coming up -- we're not at existing

z5 grcound anymore. We're coming up on the approach to the
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2 When you get on the wviaduct, then, we have the

3 Greenway on the left side or the west side. Again, we've
4 got the four lanes with the four-foot shoulders on both

5 gides. That's done so in case there is an accident with

6 the refinery or something going on where people are trying
7 to get out of there, the thought being that we're going to
3 at least get people pushed to one gide, get fire trucks

g and ambulances across the viaduct that way. And, again,
10 the sidewalk continues on the east side on the wviaduct.

11 So I'm just going to run through these real

12 guick. You saw them cut in the hallway. These are the

13 alignments that we had from last June’'s meeting.

14 Alignment A basically ig the existing alignment
15 on Duff Avenue with things that we already have. Again,
16 the downside is the sharp intersections.

17 Alignment B, we moved -- that's going a little
i8 faster than I had hoped. Alignment B, we're starting to
19 move a little to the east, half z block or so.
20 C, farther east yet, and we started doing the
21 curvilinear type of road and so we've got The intersection
22 so we get rid of the sharp right fturns. That's what we
23 want to get rid of. That's tThe reascon for that curve
24 through there.
25 Then alignment D is basically the same thing and
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which was something that was mentioned again in that 1998
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study.

So then finally we had Alignment E which pushed
things a little bit fto the east yet and recpened up that
intersection.

Out of that meeting we had twce major themes that
came, and they will be on the next slide. Basically the
overwhelming majority of people we vigited with said let's
keep that intersecticn at Fifth and Morrie open and shift
that line even farther east, as far as we can possibly go.
And we are as far east as we can possibly go. We're cn
the Union Pacific's property. We're going to have to
actually acguire some property from thcocse guys.

I don't know if anvbody picked up on this or
not, but this actually goes to the 1998 study with the
Alignment D pushed way to the east end of things. 50
we're kind of going Dback and doing that again,

Thig 1s the new Alignment F. You know, I think
you all have a chance to sese that as you've gone through
locking at the displays again. We pushed it farther to
the east. We do have these little hammerhead turnarcunds
that are located right in here. If you look at those, at
the plan views, this is all going tc be green space, but

we still need to have a place where we can get emergency
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2 tc turn around. That’'s why the hammerheads are there. We
3 looked at culs-de-sac but actually it is a city standard
4 to use the hammerheads, so that's why we put those in
5] there.

5 We used basically six different criteria to help
7 us go through all of these different alignments to try and
8 figure out which one would be the best cne. Welve got --
9 and this is all listed in the EA -- we want to be able to

10 replace the wviaduct and correct deficiencies. That's the

11 main goal we've got in every one of these alignments.

12 Maintain the length between south and north

13 Chevyenne; provide an acceptable traffic level of service.

14 Traffic engineers categorize traffic flow through A, B, C,

15 D and F, right: 2, being the best cne; C is the ccmmonly

16 accepted cne. That's an acceptable level of traffic

17 movement, flow; F 1s absolutely nasty, gridlocked, nobody

18 is going anywhere.

13 So right now the design here is 20/28 and we've

20 got all of these rcadways —-- all 0of these alignments

21 actually ended up with level of service B so they're

22 adeguate for future traffic levels.

23 OCther thing we needed to do was to provide

24 emergency and evacuation access, extend the Greenway and

25 toe improve aesthetics and minimize impacts.
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Sorthe meaxt slide voutre going To see, and this

2 shows up 1n the brochure and handout we have, as you go

3 through each one of those, you know, here are the

4 different c¢riteria. 2And then we've got a discussicn in

5 the draft EA on why we felt that those things didn't meet
o the criteria, partially met the criteria or totally met

7 the criteria. And as you can see on the far right side in
8 column F, that one meets every one ¢f the criteria we've
9 got assigned to this project so that's how we ended up

10 with that cne.

11 So some of this is from the June meeting, the
12 top alignments A through E with a number ¢f parcels that
13 we needed to acquire for each one of those alignments and
14 the approximate acquisition and construction cost for the
15 project.

16 And alignment F -- well, the other thing I

17 should explain, when we're talking about parcels, that's
18 not necessarily the number of homes that we need to

i9 acgulire because a lot of times pecple own two or three

20 lots arcund their house, sc¢ that's -- the parcels are tThe
21 number of lots that we need to be able to acguire.

22 And, you ¥xnow, you can look af those priges and
23 as you go down those cost estimates, vyvou know, you notice
24 that Alignment F, even though we're not acguiring

25 necessarily as many parcels of property we de have a
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2 is because we're using what's called mechanically

3 stakbilized earth walls, vertical walls so that we can

4 minimize the amcunt of right-of-way we have to buy.

5 So what is going tc happen is we will have the
6 MSEE walls, and when ycu go up and over %the viaduct the

7 walls basically retain the f£ill. And there’'s a loct of

8 things you can use to dress them up -- four miners,

2 patterns in them.
10 We have a prcject right now in Lincoln,

11 Nebraska, we've goft -- what are all of the patterns in
12 there? Coarse gravel, finer gravel and wave and leaves
13 and all kinds of stuff in there.

14 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Twenty-three

15 different panels.

16 MR. STARK: So you can do guite a bit of
17 artistic stuff and it deoesn't really cost that much mcre
18 money to do that while you're doing that.

19 The project schedule -- and I'm not going to
20 read that to you, vou know. I think the one that
21 everybody wants to know is when will the right-of-way

22 acgqguisitions start. 2&And again, we're thinking that could
23 probably happrpen in the winter of 2005, so, you know, about
24 a year later, little bit less than that.
25 Ccnstruction hopefully is going to be able to
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2 there. That schedule, again, 1s in the broechure.

3 We're getting kind of close to the end. I've

4 got this slide, this is -- I will Just leave this up

5 because the next slide after this is just thanks. But

6 these are some pictures tThat were tTaken of the 3rd & 2

7 bridge. There's a bike trail attached to that one. We

8 come up the bike trial and then go over that. We can do a
9 lot of things with lighting.

10 Dces that show up very well at all? Then we

11 hawve an aerial wview of the wviaduct, too. Now, we're not
12 geing to be doing a curved wviaduct like this one and it 1is
13 not going to be nearly this long. The total length of the
14 viaduct T think is about 270 feet, something in that

15 ballpark.

16 But anyway, Jjust an idez of some oI the things,
17 the light poles and so forth that we can do on there,

18 colored concrete to really dress that thing up.

19 Again, the last slide I have is going to be a
20 thank you for listening and thank vou for attending. So
21 with that, I think we're ready to conduci the comments.

22 I will go ahead and put this on the stand.

23 Anyboedy wants to come up and make a comment?

24 ELLEN STUMP: I don't want toc come up

25 there. I think you can hear me. I would l1ike you to
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1 address tae possible remaming. —Can you talk a Titctie
2 about that?
3 MR. STARK: We're going to make that
4 actually more of a citizens participatory thing. We're
5 not going to come In here and try to rename it for you. I
) think the program -- you want fto talk about that?
7 MR. MASON: Tom Mason. The idea of
8 renaming the bridge came up in the past public meetings
9 where pecple have asked the guestion whe is it named
10 after. And I've checked with our local Historic
11 Preservation Board and others and have asked the public,
12 you know, can somecne tell us who it 1s named after to
13 begin with. I have gotten a couple e-mails to say who it
14 was named after. I don't know if they agreed with each
15 other. Looking for someone that's been around a long time
16 who might know who it is named after.
17 A lot of pecple kncw tThe bridge as the Logan
18 Avenue Bridge or the Dunn Avenue Bridge or something like
19 that. So it isg & little fun thing we're considering. We
20 have some green forms con the table back here asking
21 people, number one, do you think it should be called
22 something else, and 1f so, what. So we're just -- kind of
23 a fun thing to toy with to see if we should consider
é4 changing The name since we haven't come up with a good
25 explanation of whe it 1s even named after.
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2 RALPH SCHILOUSKY: T just have a gqusstion
3 about the traffic flow at Fifth and Morrie. Is there
4 going to be stoplights in there?
5 MR. STARK: There will be a stoplight at
& Fifth and Morrie.
7 RALFH SCHILOUSKY: And according to this
8 it looks like it goes from four lane to two lane in half a
9 block 1n that area; is that correct?
10 MR. STARK: Shane.
11 MR. KING: I'm Shane Xing, treaeffic
12 engineer.
13 Which leg of Fifth and Morrie vou're talking
14 about, the north one? Your questicn is at Fifth and
15 Morrie on the --
16 RALPH SCHILCUSKY: Going west it looks
17 like it goes from four lane to two lane, down to two.
18 MR. KING: A block east of here, that’'s
19 exactly right.
20 RALPH SCHILOUSKY: What 1s that going to
21 do to traffic right there?
22 MR. KING: What you have 1is basically
23 anytime vou signalize an intersection, vou ilmplement an
24 exclusive left-turn lane. That's what you see then
25 esastbound. There's still geoing to be one lane westbound
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2 left turn lane.

3 And then because we're tying into two lanes

4 across Morrie, then we added twe lanes at tThat

5 intersection to be used to go through or the right lane.

) RALPH SCHILOQUSKY: For a half a block?

7 That's what it looks like here.

8 MR. KING: I don't know if this is

2 necessarily to scale. I can't say it will be half of =a

10 block or three-quarters of a block. Depending on the

11 taper rates -- 1t is usually about 12-foot-to-1-foot rate.
12 That's the rate that we will widen out and add lanes. So
13 without -- T don't have those measurements exactly how

14 long that block 1is. I can'tf say 1f it will be a half a

15 block.

16 RALPH SCHILOUSKY: Somewhere in that block
17 it is still going to be fcocur lane?

18 MR. KING: Right, within that block.

18 RALPH SCHILOQUSKY: Why not hawve it two
20 lane at the intersection if you're adding a lane?
21 MR. STARK: It might be easier to talk
22 abcut that on the bigger displays where you can look at
23 the arrowheads and that type of stuff. Just stick arcund.
24 PATRICK FARRELLY: So 1f you're coming off
25 the viaduct and vou want to head west on Fifth Street, the
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2 lane and they will head west, and the people that want to
3 continue down Morrie to Avenue C or First Street will stay
4 in the left-hand lane and Jjust continue on? Is that the

5 way 1t 1s set up?

6 MR. KING: Right, exclusiwve left turn lane
7 and the other lane is through.

2 RATLPH SCHILOUSKY: Why do you need four

9 lanes on the middle of Fifth Street?

10 MR. KING: It is an alignment issue. Step
11 back and I can show vyou that, how it lines up, because you
12 can't shift traffic through an intersection. You got to
13 be able to go -- the lanes have to line up. And that's
14 why. We have four lanes on the east side, so we have to
15 have that on the other side so tThings line up.

16 MR. FARRELLY: Kind of a merge thing-type?
17 MR. KING: Right.

18 MR. WUNDERLICH: Has there ever been taken
139 a c¢éensus how much traffic is on Fifth Street?
20 MR. KING: Yeah, there has been. At the
21 beginning of this project we did pesak hour counts during
22 the a.m. and p.m. peak periods. We did counts at First
23 and Mcrrie, Fifth and Mcorrie, Fifth and Duff and up at
24 Logan and Nationway.
25 MR. WUNDERLICH: How about down by Central

Beadwest v e nes—s R
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2 there?

3 MR, KING: Those weren't part of this.

4 Those weren't within this study area. So I'm sure at some
5 point traffic counts have been done there, but we did not
6 do them as part of this project.

7 MR. WUNDERLICH: I thought this whole

5 thing was prartially to get the traffic off of Fifth Street
9 past Hebard School.

10 MR. STARK: I don’t think so.

i1 MR. WUNDERLICH: I theought we were talking
12 about diverting part of this traffic down fo First Street
13 or as far south as Fox Farm Road and access to the

14 interstate be put socmewhere in between there.

15 MR. FARRELLY: Why would you eliminate

16 Fifth Street? It is a nice thoroughfare right east to

17 west.

18 MR. WUNDERLICH: It is. Tt 1s a big

19 thorcughfare and that's what vou use it for. If vou don't
20 have a cop sitting on there, they're doing 40, 45 miles an
21 hour.
22 MR. FARRELLY: That's the traffic pelice.
23 MR. MASON: Excuse me. We can only have
24 one perscn talking at a time. I'm sure the court repcrter
25 will have trouble catching it all at once.



12

o) T
=

. SRV ) s L 1 4, S ) 4, b b ‘ LS
B e Pt v L B SRR O B G e B B0 G B B | SE S e Wil el | ST = R © S SR B S 5.8

To remain open or not, in the alternatives that were shown

11

12

i3

14

16

17

18

12

20

21

22

23

24

z5

at the last public meeting -- and again, they're irn the
hallway back here -- some of them -- one of them had Fifth
Street closed off at Morrie and the public response to
that was more in favor to kesep it cpen.

MR. WUNDERLICH: Sure, because you would
have to have it because of fire and ambulance to the
refinery.

MR. MASON: And initially we had proposed
to close Fifth Street off at Morrie, partly because of the
school here and the concern of the traffic going through
the neighborhood on Fifth Street right by the school.

I don't know if yvou're aware or not, but the
school district has plans to basically rebuild Hebard and
Cole by the Cole School location. So in five to seven
vears this will no longer function as an elementary
school.

MR. STARK: Anybody else have a comment or
gquestion? I have another reguest, too, not only give your
name and spell it for the court reporter, but alsc stand
and ask the questions so everybody can hear what the
question was.

MR. PLEIER: John Pleier, 515 Morrie,
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close, very close proximity to tThe alley that runs the

o

10

11

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

length of Fifth Street. From my bedrococm window it is not
2> feet teo the fence. And with the houses that are goling
te be going out -- there's already been one buyout -- a
couple of things: Security. The other night I heard
ncise cutside and somebody had spray painted the garage of
one of the homes that's already been bought out. The
individual next dcor to them whe ig in the process of
moving has an alley light, but since he's not going to be
living there, he's not going to pay for the light.

Is the City going to maintain any type of lights
or anything along that alleyway during this construction
period fto prevent wvandalism, vagrancy? Because with its
close proximity to the railroad and everything else —--

MR. STARK: I need fto know from the City
the answer to that ocne.

MR. MASON: I don't know if we have an
answer to that guestion right now, but questions like that
are things that we need you to write down on your comment
forms and turn them in. And those are things that we need
to consider in the design process.

When design 1s done for the green space between
Fifth and tThe alley, elements and issues like that, we

need to know that. nd that's why we need you to write
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2 MR. STARK: Do you have that typed up?

3 MR. PLEIER: Yes, I do.

4 MR. STARK: That's good.

5 Any more guestions, comments, discussion?

6 MR. VELASQUEZ: Robert Velasguez. Why do
7 you have to put it there if there's already one there?

8 MR. STARK: Where?

g MR. VELASQUEZ: There's already a viaduct
10 there. Why do you have to --

11 MR. STARK: I'm not sure I understand your
12 guestion.

13 MR. VELASQUEZ: Why are they takiang the
14 viaduct out?

15 MR. TARK: Because 1t would cost more

16 money to fix that thing than to Jjust build a new one. It
17 is really, really in bad shape. That's the reason for

i8 that.

19 MR. S53IKORA: My name is Jchn Sikora. I
20 live on East Seventh. 5 T K OR A. I would like te know
21 about your Greenway and how the snowplows put snow on it
22 like it does now. You can’'t ride a bicycle or walk over
23 it wvery safely and those that walk, you lose grip.

24 MR, BTARK: Yocu're talking about the

25 portiomns going up over the viaduct?
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2 MR. STARK: I rollerbiade all c<¢f the time.
3 I kncow exactly what you're talking about. You know,

4 that's a design issue yvou end up with. You're either

5 golng tTo push the snow off the trail into the street or

) the street plow 1s going to push it back up on the

7 sidewalk. We don't really have a whole lot of choice.

g8 We're Trying to keep 1t away from the back of the curb as
9 much as we can.

10 MR. SIKORA: You don't have a design right
11 now for keeping it off the Greenway then?

12 MR. STARK: ©Not coming up over the

13 viaduct. We have to bring it back in so we're closes to
14 the wiaduct. Actually, when we're going over the viaduct
15 there will be a rail between bicyclists, pedestriansg and
1é the travel lane, s¢ that won't be an issue. There's

17 probably going to be a little section in there, as we're
18 getting up on the approaches, where we would have some

19 issues with that.

20 That's a point well taken. I thoroughly

21 understand what you're talking about.

22 One more tfTime. Feel 1like an auctioneer.

23 MR. VELASQUEZ: Robert Velasguez. So

24 you're going to buy our houses?

25 MR. STARK: That would be the ¢ase, yeah.
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2 talked to any of the right-of-way guvs from WYDOT?

3 MR. VELASQUEZ: Yes, ma'am -- I mean ves,
4 sir

5 MR. STARK: Well, veah, That's right. And
3] there’s a whole process that the City has to go through to
7 buy those things tc make sure that you're tresated fairly

g8 and egquitably.

9 MR. VELASQUEZ: Okay. So say like, vou

10 know, when they buy the houses, they fix you up with

11 another house.

12 MR. STARK: Correct, of equal or greater
13 value than one you have. They can't put you in someplace
i4 that's worse. That’s against tThe law.

15 Okay. Cne more time. All right, again, if

16 anybody wants to make some comments to Janet, you know,

17 didn't want to do this in front ©f tThe group, she's going
18 to be here until 8:00. S0 again, thanks for coming.

19 (Open meeting recessed 7:27 p.m.)
20 FRANK ADAMS: Frank Adams. I live at 1103
21 Monrece Avenue. And on the walls where they said they
22 could put their designs, how about some of fhe native

23 animals like the jackalope, the buffalc, we put the
24 Bevil's Tower, you put vour deer and antelope on there 1if
25 you want. But the one I want 1s the jackalope. I'm lousy
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MR. CURRIT: Richard Curxrit, C U R R I T,
live con Fourth Street. If T hadn't received the NEFA
documentation at my work, I would have never known this
meeting was even going on. I understand The problems with
public notification because I've been inveolved with
federal agencies for vears, but seriously, 1f vou want
good public input, the public has to know that it is being
asked for.

{Public Meeting proceedings concluded

7:50 p.m., February 24, 2005.)

=
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I, JANET DEW-HARRIS, a Registered Procfessional
Reporter, and Federal Certified Realtime Reporter, do
hereby certify that I reported by machine shorthand the
foregoing proceedings contained herein, constituting a

full, true and correct transcript.

Dated this  day of , 200

JANET DEW-HARRIS
Registered Professional Reporter
Federal Certified Realtime Reporter
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Any further comments about the project overall?

Comments on this Environmental Assessment are due by March 18, 2005, and should be sent to Tom Mason at this address:
~Tom Mason, City of Cheyenne MPO, 2101 O'Neil Avenue, Cheyenne, WY 82001
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Comments on this Environmental Assessment are due by March 18, 2005, and should be sent to Tom Mason at this address:
Tom Mason, City of Cheyenne MPO, 2101 O'Neil Averiue, Cheyenne, WY 82001
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Comments on this Environmental Assessment are due hy March [8, 2005, and should be sent to Tom Mason at this address:
Tom Mason, City of Cheyenne MPO, 2101 O'Neil Avenue, Cheyenne, WY 82001
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Comments on this Environmental Assessment are due by March 18, 2005, and should be sent to Tom Mason at this address:
Tom Mason, City of Cheyenne MPO, 2101 O'Neil Avenue, Cheyenne, WY 82001
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Comments on this Environmental Assessment are due by March 18, 2005, and should be sent to Tom Mason at this address:
Tom Mason, City of Cheyenne MPO, 2101 O'Neil Avenue, Cheyenne, WY 82001



Norris Viaduct
Replacement Project

Renaming the Norris Viaduct: Your Advice

With a newly constructed bridge as part of this project, we are considering rénaming the
Viaduct. Please give us your advice on this by answering the two questions below.

1. Should we change the name of the Viaduct?

1 H

Jan
(

2. It yes, what name do you suggest, and why?
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i jz’ / ,»L/C;___
J
@ oy e encd o
J /{‘—1/;\-—*—'"‘2"' »

Please mail this form in by March 18" to:
Tom Mason, Cheyenne MPQO, 2101 O’Neil Ave, Cheyenne, WY 82001
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RECEIVED
FEB 217005

oL ’ TS
ENGENSE Rf: -OF‘L,:‘:] NEFQ OSSC’;;E N?!S;CS OE SﬁR\..I;-EYED Ri @%QN%E@QL&T&
February 14, 2005
WER:
Mr. Vern Stelter BUE: .
Wyoming Game and Fish Department RECEIVED

5400 Bishop Boulevard
Cheyenne, WY 82006-0001 . R
| FER 16 Zols
Re: Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment
City of Cheyenne, Laramie County, Wyoming
City of Cheyenne Project No. 030015 HABITAT PROTECTION
WYDOT Project No. HP-4019-00{003) PROGRAM WGFD
OA Project No. 2003-0834 _ :

Dear Mr. Stelter:

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 established a broad national policy to promote
efforts to improve the relationship between man and his environment and provided for the creation of
the Council of Environmental Quality. Section 102(2)(¢) of NEPA is designed to ensure that
environmental considerations are given careful attention and appropriate weight in all governmental
decisions. In keeping with these naticnai policies, United States Department of Transportation,
Federal Highway Administration Regulations, 23 CFR Part 771, dated November 27, 1987. The
attached Draft Environmental Assessment is being submitted to your office for review and comment.

If your agency has no particular comments, we would appreciate having you return the foliowing
endorsement within 30 days or by March 18, 2005. No response will be considered as a no comment
on the proposed action. (It is not necessary to return the attached Draft Environmental Assessment.)

“We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment and find that this project does

not have any significant environmental impact upon th resources) wi our agency’s
jurisdiction.” %
Signed

Title /%;fzi/ %f?L /g”af%c o oLz ,/%y/ 7
Date =/ P
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 402-458-5616, or by e-mail at

mstark@oaconsulting.com. Please refurn your comments or signed endorsement to me at the
address below. Thank you for your continued effort on this project.

Sincerely,

e A

Mark Stark. P.E.
Project Manager

Attachment

1111 Lincoln Mali « P.O. Box 84608 + Linceln, Nebraska 68507-4608 + (402) 474-5631% « FAX {402} 474-5160
ARIZONA » COLORADO » KANSAS » MINNESOTA » MISS50URI » NEBRASKA
WWW.OBLORsSUIting.com
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ENGINEERS «+ PLANNERS « SCIENTISTS » SUAVEYORS

February 14, 2005

Mr. Dan Christianson

Wyoming Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Division
2219 Carey Avenue

Cheyenne, WY 82001

Re: Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment
City of Cheyenne, Laramie County, Wyoming
City of Cheyenne Project No. 030015
WYDOT Project No. HP-4019-00(003)
OA Project No. 2003-0634

Dear Mr. Christianson:;

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 established a broad national policy to promote
efforts to improve the relationship between man and his environment and provided for the creation of
the Council of Environmental Quality. Section 102(2)(c) of NEPA is designed to ensure that
environmental considerations are given careful attention and appropriate weight in all governmental
decisions. In keeping with these national policies, United States Department of Transportation,
Federal Highway Administration Regulations, 23 CFR Part 771, dated November 27, 1987. The
attached Draft Environmental Assessment is being submitted to your office for review and comment.

If your agency has no particular comments, we would appreciate having you return the following
endorsement within 30 days or by March 18, 2005. No response will be considered as a no comment
on the proposed action. (it is not necessary to return the attached Draft Environmental Assessment.)

“We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment and find that this project does

not have any significant environmental impact upon the resources within our ageney's
jurisdiction.” M/{//
Signed J WA M

Title M W ODD'VJ)
e g $1b- U005

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 402-458-5616, or by e-mail at
mstark@oaconsulting.com. Please return your comments or signed endorsement to me at the
address below. Thank you for your continued effort on this project.

Sincerely,

A

Mark Stark. P.E.
Project Manager

Attachment

1111 Lincafn Mall ¢ P.O. Box B4603 » Lincoin, Nebraska 68501-4608 « {402) 474-6317 ~ FAX {402} 474-5160
ARIZONA « COLORADO = KANSAS o MINNESOTA = MISSOUR! » NEBRASKA
) WWW.0aconsuiting.com
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February 14, 2005

Mr. Herman Noe

Cheyenne Board of Public Utilities
Cheyenne Water & Sewer Departments
2100 Pioneer Avenue

P.O. Box 1469

Cheyenne, WY 82003-1469

Re: Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment
City of Cheyenne, Laramie County, Wyoming
City of Cheyenne Project No. 030015
WYDOT Project No. HP-4019-00(003)
OA Project No. 2003-0634

Dear Mr. Noe:

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 established a broad national policy to promote
efforts to improve the relationship between man and his environment and provided for the creation of
the Council of Environmental Quality. Section 102{2)(c) of NEPA is designed to ensure that
environmental considerations are given careful attention and appropriate weight in all governmental
decisions. In keeping with these national policies, United States Department of Transportation,
Federal Highway Administration Regulations, 23 CFR Part 771, dated November 27, 1987. The
attached Draft Environmental Assessment is being submitted to your office for review and comment.

If your agency has no particular comments, we would appreciate having you return the following
endorsement within 30 days or by March 18, 2005. No response will be considered as a no comment
on the proposed action. (It is not necessary to return the attached Draft Environmental Assessment.)

“We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment and find that this project does
not have any significant environmental impact upon the resources within our agency's

r

jurisdiction.” g _
Slg ned WM_’"

Title Cg'-a_j _ M%M
Date 2 - /{-o5

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 402-458-5616, or by e-mail at
mstark@oaconsulting.com. Please return your comments or signed endorsement to me at the
address below. Thank you for your continued effort on this project.

Sincerely,

-

Mark Stark. P.E.
Project Manager

Attachment
1111 Lincoln Mall » P.G. Box B4608 « Lincoin, Nebraska 68501-46038 = {402) 474-b311 » FAX (402} 474-5160

ARIZONA o COLORADO o KANSAS « MINNESOTA » MISSOURI » NEBRASKA
www.oaconsulling.com
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February 14, 2005

Chief Robert Fecht
Cheyenne Police Department
2020 Capitol Ave.

Cheyenne, WY 82001

Re: Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment
City of Cheyenne, Laramie County, Wyoming
City of Cheyenne Project No. 030015
WYDQT Project No. HP-4019-00(003)
OA Project No. 2003-0634

Dear Chief Fecht:

The National Environmentai Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 established a broad national policy to promote
efforts to improve the relationship between man and his environment and provided for the creation of
the Council of Environmental Quality. Section 102(2){c) of NEPA is designed to ensure that
environmental considerations are given careful attention and appropriate weight in ail governmental
decisions. In keeping with these national policies, United States Department of Transportation,
Federal Highway Administration Regulations, 23 CFR Part 771, dated November 27, 1987. The

attached Draft Environmental Assessment is being submitted to your office for review and comment.

If your agency has no particular comments, we would appreciate having you return the foliowing
endorsement within 30 days or by March 18, 2005. No response will be considered as a no comment
on the proposed action. (It is not necessary to return the attached Draft Environmental Assessment.}

“We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment and find that this project does
not have any significant environmental impact upon the resources within our agency’s

jurisdiction.” /
Signed / *f § FETHTT

Title ﬂﬁzw’ 2 /%&;c/

Date G3-ps. 28 -

If you have any questions, piease feel free to contact me at 402-458-5616, or by e-mail at
mstark@oaconsulting.com. Please return your comments or signed endorsement to me at the
address below. Thank you for your continued effort on this project.

Sincerely,
Mark Stark. P.E. RECEWED
Project Manager MAR 0072005
O Bt J mdiad ES
Attachment LB AnAL

1111 Lincoln Mail » £.0. Box 84608 ¢ Lincoln, Nebraska 68501-4608 » {402} 474-6311 & FAX {402) 474-5160
ARIZONA o CCLORADD » KANSAS & MINNESQTA o MISSOURI o NEBRASKA
www. oacensulting.com
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February 14, 2005

Mr. Dennis Griaess

Parks & Recreation Director
2101 O'Neit Ave, Room 205
Cheyenne, WY 82001

Re: Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment
City of Cheyenne, Laramie County, Wyoming
City of Cheyenne Project No. 030015
WYDOT Project No. HP-4019-00(003)
OA Project No. 2003-0634

Dear Mr. Griess:

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 established a broad national policy to promiote
efforts to improve the relationship between man and his environment and provided for the creation of
the Council of Environmental Quality. Section 102(2)(c) of NEPA is designed to ensure that
environmental considerations are given careful attention and appropriate weight in ali governmental
decisions. In keeping with these national policies, United States Department of Transportation,
Federal Highway Administration Regulations, 23 CFR Part 771, dated November 27, 1987. The
attached Draft Environmentai Assessment is being submitted to your office for review and comment.

If your agency has no particular comments, we would appreciate having you return the following
endorsement within 30 days or by March 18, 2005. No response will be considered as a no comment
on the proposed action. (it is not necessary to return the attached Draft Environmental Assessment.)

“We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment and find that th{s project does
not have any significant environmental impact upon the sthi

jurisdiction.”
Signed / .

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 402-458-5616, or by e-mail at
mstark@oaconsulting.com. Please return your comments or signed endarsement to me at the
address below. Thank you for your continued effort on this project.

Sincerely,

Mark Stark. P.E. RECEVED
Project Manager MAR 162005
Attachment VLGS0 oo 28

1111 Lincaln Mail » P.O. Box 84608 « Lincoin, Nebraska 68501-4608 o {402) 474-6311 » FAX (402) 474-5160
ARIZONA o« COLORADOC ¢ KANSAS ¢ MINNESOTA » MISSOUR! « NEBRASKA
www,0aconsulting.com
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February 14, 2005

Mr. Danny Glick
Laramie County Sheriff
1910 Pioneer Avenue
Cheyenne, WY 82001

Re: Norris Viaduct Environmental Assessment
City of Cheyenne, Laramie County, Wyoming
City of Cheyenne Project No. 030015 '
WYDOT Project No. HP-4019-00{003)
OA Project No. 2003-0634 '

Dear Mr. Glick:

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 established a broad national policy to promote
efforts to improve the relationship between man and his environment and provided for the creation of
the Council of Environmental Quality. Section 102(2)(c) of NEPA is designed to ensure that
environmental considerations are given careful attention and appropriate weight in all governmental
decisions. In keeping with these national policies, United States Department of Transportation,
Federal Highway Administration Regulations, 23 CFR Part 771, dated November 27, 1987. The
attached Draft Environmental Assessment is being submitted to your office for review and comment.

If your agency has no particular comments, we would appreciate having you return the following
endorsement within 30 days or by March 18, 2005. No response will be considered as a no comment
on the proposed action. (Itis not necessary to return the attached Draft Environmental Assessment.)

“We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment and find that this project does
not have any significant environmental impact upon the resources within our agency's
jurisdiction.”

Signed

Title &M\Q&C‘
Date E’Z&o & DS

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 402-458-5616, or by e-mail at
mstark@oaconsuiting.com. Please return your comments or signed endorsement to me at the
address below. Thank you for your continued effort on this project.

Sincerely,

4// 240 RECEIVED
Mark Stark. P.E. FEB 2 42005
Project Manager DLESOMNASIDUIATER
Attachment

1141 Lincoin Malt » P.O. Box 84808 « Lincoin, Nebraskz 685G1-4608 « (402} 474-6311 » FAX (402} 474-5150
ARIZONA » COLORADC » KANSAS » MINNESOTA = MISSOURI o NEBRASKA
www. caconsulting.com





