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To: Eric Harm                                Attn:  Tom Brooks 

From: Julie Klamm 

Subject: *  Updated Wetland Impact Evaluation 

Date: August 20, 2007 

 

* FAP 42  (IL 13/127) 
North of Murphysboro to North of Pinckneyville 

Jackson & Perry Counties 
PMA Sequence # 9666 Addendum E 

 
The following is a revised listing of the wetland impacts for the Preferred Alignment (utilizing the 
Modified West Bypass of Pinckneyville) for the above listed project based on current cross sections 
and projected construction limits: 
 

Wetland 
Site No.  

   Acres 
Impacted 

On-Site 
Replacement 

Ratio 

On-Site 
Replacement 

Acreage 

Off-Site 
Replacement 

Ratio 

Off-Site 
Replacement 

Acreage 
1 0.18 1.5 : 1 0.27 2.0 : 1 0.36 
2 1.07 5.5 : 1 5.89 5.5 : 1 5.89 
6 1.45 2.5 : 1 3.62 4.0 : 1 5.80 
10 0.48 1.5 : 1 0.72 2.0 : 1 0.96 
11 0.48 1.5 : 1 0.72 2.0 : 1 0.96 
13 0.48 1.5 : 1 0.72 2.0 : 1 0.96 
15 0.90 5.5 : 1 4.95 5.5 : 1 4.95 
17 0.70 5.5 : 1 3.85 5.5 : 1 3.85 

19A&B 0.71 2.5 : 1 1.77 4.0 : 1 2.84 
20 0.03 1.5 : 1 0.05 2.0 : 1 0.06 
23 2.10 2.5 : 1 5.25 4.0 : 1 8.40 
29 0.29 1.5 : 1 0.44 2.0 : 1 0.58 

29R 1.64 2.5 : 1 4.10 4.0 : 1 6.56 
30 0.90 2.5 : 1 2.25 4.0 : 1 3.60 
31 1.85 2.5 : 1 4.62 4.0 : 1 7.40 
36 1.83 2.5 : 1 4.57 4.0 : 1 7.32 
42 0.37 1.5 : 1 0.56 2.0 : 1 0.74 
50 0.08 1.5 : 1 0.12 2.0 : 1 0.16 
52 0.31 1.5 : 1 0.47 2.0 : 1 0.62 

TOTALS: 15.85          44.94  62.01 
 

Note:  Areas requiring 5.5 : 1 replacement ratios are all due to FQI values exceeding 20.  No 
Threatened or endangered species or their habitat are impacted by the preferred alternative. 
 
This information has been obtained from the Wetland Survey Report provided by the consultant for 
this project.  The report is a compilation of the information received in the environmental survey 
process.  The actual wetland impacts listed above pertain to the Preferred Alternate only.  If there 
are any questions or comments, please call Julie Klamm at (618) 351-5286 or e-mail at 
Julie.Klamm@illinois.gov 

 















Andrea J. Bostwick 

From: Fraley, Chris [Chris.Fraley@fhwa.dot.gov]

Sent: Monday, April 02, 2007 8:08 AM

To: Klamm, Julie A

Cc: Fuller, Matt; Stevenson, Jerry; Zyznieuski, Walter G

Subject: RE: 4(f) question on IL13 project

Importance: High

Page 1 of 24(f) question on IL13 project

4/24/2007

  
Julie, 
  
Thanks for the info.  After evaluation FHWA feels that this is not a 4(f) resource.  If you could provide the following 
as supporting documentation to include in the EA that would be great.   
  
1.    A letter from the city that declares what the purpose of the land is.   
  
2.    Also, if the City has a letter or any type of documentation (i.e. meeting minutes from council meetings, 
etc.) that          shows they informed the soccer teams that the usage of the land for soccer practice was only 
temporary.  If the city does not have this info. please have them provide a letter outlining the key points 
you outlined in your March 28 email below.  
  
Also, include in the appendix of EA any correspondence or emails regarding this subject. 
  
If you have any questions, please let me know.  Thanks. 
  
-Chris 
 

From: Klamm, Julie A [mailto:Julie.Klamm@illinois.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2007 3:18 PM 
To: Fraley, Chris 
Subject: RE: 4(f) question on IL13 project 
 
There is no fence or gate closing the property from the public.  The teams go there for individual team practices 
during the week.  The area has not been graded and prepared for any regulation soccer fields.  They just put up 
some goal posts and mow the area.  This has been the case since they started using it in 2004-2005.  Current 
approximations are 10-15 acres to be taken.  Taking that portion of the site doesn’t have to eliminate the use of 
the soccer fields at this site.  There is one small parking area that will be eliminated, but the parcel of land is 
something like 112 acres in size and is pretty flat throughout.  Even the city mentioned that they wouldn’t 
necessarily have to move if they didn’t want to.  (Just move back a little on the site.)  But the city is eager to find 
them another location and the soccer league is too.  Parking at the existing site is poor (they haven’t fixed up 
much in the line of parking because they know it’s temporary.)  If a commercial business or residential developer 
comes in and offers the city a chance to utilize this as designated with the TIF district, the soccer league is out of 
luck.  The city is actively working with the soccer league to find them a suitable permanent home.  So yes, the city 
is willing to work with the soccer league to relocate.   
  
Just let me know if you will need some sort of official documentation from us stating this.  Thanks! 
  
Julie 

From: Fraley, Chris  
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2007 12:16 PM 
To: Klamm, Julie A 



Subject: 4(f) question on IL13 project 
  

Julie,  

The following are some more questions copied from an email from JD.  If you can provide the answers to the 
questions, it will give us some direction on where to go from here. From what you and I have discussed it would 
probably fall under the de Minimus. Thanks. 

From JD:  

I know there are organized soccer leagues utilizing the fields, but are the soccer fields open to 
the public pretty much all the time?   

How long have the soccer fields been there?  

How much land will be taken for the roadway project?  

Will the land taken eliminate the use of the soccer field(s) as they are being used now - the 
field, spectator use areas, parking? 

If so, is the City willing to build new soccer fields somewhere else and do they have the land to 
do so?  

These are all questions that will help us know exactly the direction we need to take this.  As I 
mentioned to you when we talked, although the intent for the use of the land is commercial 
development and the City looks at the soccer fields as temporary, the land is being utilized for 
recreational use at this time.  In the public's eyes these fields are most likely very important.  
Based on what we know now, it looks like we will have to consider the property a 4(f) 
resource.  However, the answers to some of the questions above will help us know if there is 
an actual use of a 4(f) resource.  It may be that taking a small sliver of green space along the 
edge that would not cause an affect to the portion of the land utilized for recreational use would 
not require a 4(f).  Or, if the City is willing to replace the soccer fields somewhere else, then we 
might have a De Minimis (Excuse the spelling - I never can get it right) 4(f).  So, please ask the 
district these questions and we will be in a better position to give direction. 

  

-Chris  

 
 

Page 2 of 24(f) question on IL13 project

4/24/2007



































sbarnhart
Text Box
     ULTIMATE EXTENSION OF RUNWAY 18/36 TO A          
     LENGTH OF 5,000' AND THE LAND ACQUISITION      
 NECESSARY FOR THE EXTENTION IS NOT INCLUDED  FOR ASSESSMENT IN THIS DOCUMENT.  SEE EXHIBIT     
   C FOR THE PROPOSED AIRPORT MODIFICATIONS.  



sbarnhart
Text Box
     ULTIMATE EXTENSION OF RUNWAY 18/36 TO A          
     LENGTH OF 5,000' AND THE LAND ACQUISITION      
 NECESSARY FOR THE EXTENTION IS NOT INCLUDED  FOR ASSESSMENT IN THIS DOCUMENT.  SEE EXHIBIT     
   C FOR THE PROPOSED AIRPORT MODIFICATIONS.  









































1

 -----Original Message-----
From: Sue_Jennings@nps.gov [mailto:Sue_Jennings@nps.gov]
Sent: Friday, August 03, 2007 3:59 PM
To: Klamm, Julie A
Subject: Illinois Route 13/127 (FAP 42)

Dear Ms. Klamm---

Thank you for the early coordination letter for the above subject project proposal which 
includes bridge replacement activities over Beaucoup Creek at two locations in Jackson and
Perry Counties, Illinois.  National Park Service comments are as follows:

   This particular segment of the Beaucoup Creek is listed on the
   Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) prepared by the National Park Service
   (NPS).  The NRI is a register of rivers that may be eligible for
   inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic River System.  These rivers
   were included on the NRI based on the degree to which they are
   free-flowing, the degree to which the rivers and their corridors are
   undeveloped, and the outstanding natural and cultural characteristics of
   the rivers and their immediate environments. Section 5(d) of the
   National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires that, "In all planning for
   the use and development of water and related land resources,
   consideration shall be given by all federal agencies involved to
   potential national wild, scenic and recreational river areas." In
   partial fulfillment of the section 5(d) requirements, NPS has compiled
   and maintains the NRI.

   The intent of the NRI is to provide information to assist in making
   balanced decisions regarding use of the nation's river resources.  A
   Presidential directive and subsequent instructions issued by the Council
   on Environmental Quality required that each Federal agency as part of
   its normal planning and environmental review processes, take care to
   avoid or mitigate adverse effects on rivers identified in the NRI.
   Further, all agencies are required to consult with NPS prior to taking
   actions that could effectively foreclose wild, scenic, or recreational
   status for rivers on the inventory.

   Beaucoup Creek River was listed on the NRI because of its free-flowing
   condition and outstanding scenic values.   To avoid/reduce impacts to
   the river, we recommend that the following measures are included in
   planning the proposed project:

   1. Design access and staging areas to minimize disturbances to the bed
   and banks of the river.
   2. To the extant practicable, utilize the same alignment for the
   replacement bridge in order to reduce tree removal and other impacts in
   the riparian zone, and to limit additional intrusion into the scenic
   viewshed. Placement of the piers outside the river channel is
   recommended.
   3. Trees and other woody vegetation existing along the riverbank should
   not be removed unless absolutely necessary.  Any vegetation removed
   should be replaced with the same or similar native species;
   4. Integrate a bank stabilization system that includes native vegetative
   plantings rather than hardened systems such as riprap to the extent
   practicable.  As a suggestion, native fieldstone should be used, covered
   with topsoil above the ordinary high watermark, and planted with native
   vegetation where practicable (excluding areas under the bridge deck).
   5. Erosion control plans should be designed to incorporate measures to
   minimize short-term and long-term sedimentation impacts.  All erosion
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   control devices that are installed should be monitored on a regular
   basis throughout the duration of the project.
   6. During bridge removal, all efforts should be in place to minimize
   impacts to water quality and habitats at the site and downstream of the
   site. Shrouds, tarps or other catchment devices should be utilized to
   minimize debris entering the river. Equipment should be inspected for
   fluid leaks.
   7. Minimize impacts to the river bottom if removal of existing piers
   and/or construction of new piers in the river channel is
   necessary---operating equipment from the banks is preferred. If
   causeways or work pads is necessary, in-stream flows should be
   maintained.
   8. Any fill placed above the ordinary high water level should be
   stabilized as soon as possible;
   9. Bridge design should include the use of earthtone colors (concrete
   tinting, paints) to minimize visual intrusion.
   10.      All traces of construction materials and equipment should be
   removed from the project site upon project completion.

   We appreciate Illinois Department of Transportation's efforts to protect
   the rivers listed to the NRI. If you have questions or require
   additional information, feel free to contact me at the address/numbers
   below.

   Thank you,

   Sue Jennings
   Regional Wild and Scenic Rivers Specialist
   National Park Service-Midwest Regional Office
   601 Riverfront Drive
   Omaha, Nebraska 68102

   (Office) 402/661-1848
   (Fax) 402/661-1982
   www.rivers.gov/
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-----Original Message-----
From: Sue_Jennings@nps.gov [mailto:Sue_Jennings@nps.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2007 11:44 AM
To: Klamm, Julie A
Subject: RE: Illinois Route 13/127 (FAP 42)

Hi Julie,

As long as these recommendations are considered and incorporated to the extent 
practicable, and the scope of the project does not change, then no further coordination is
necessary.  As always, should you have questions, or request further assistance, we would 
be happy to review additional documents.

Sue

-----Original Message-----
From: Klamm, Julie A <Julie.Klamm@illinois.gov>
Sent: 08/06/2007 08:16 AM EST
To: <Sue_Jennings@nps.gov>
Subject:  RE: Illinois Route 13/127 (FAP 42)                                         
                      
Sue,

Thank you so much for the quick response.  This will be included in our planning document 
and included in any future design.  As of now, the project is not funded for construction.
Should that funding become available, will further coordination with your office on the 
design details be required?

Julie





































 
 
 
 
 
 
 

June 27, 2003 
 
 
 
Mr. Jon-Paul Kohler 
Federal Highway Administration 
3250 Executive Drive 
Springfield, Illinois 62703 
 
Dear Mr. Kohler: 
 
This is in reference to the information provided to this office regarding the proposed FAP (IL 
13/127) project in Jackson and Perry Counties, Illinois.  As we were unable to attend the recent 
NEPA/404 Merger Meeting, the Fish and Wildlife Service was requested to review the 
documentation and meeting minutes and to provide our concurrence or nonconcurrence on the 
Purpose and Need, Alternatives to Carry Forward and Preferred Alternative selected for the 
project.  We have reviewed the information and concur with the Purpose and Need, Alternatives 
to Carry Forward and Preferred Alternative.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the information and provide input.  We look forward to 
working with the Illinois Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration 
as planning for this project proceeds. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 

Joyce A. Collins 
Assistant Field Supervisor 

 
IDNR (Hamer) 
USACE (McMullen) 
IDOT (Ames) 
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-----Original Message-----
From: Joyce_Collins@fws.gov [mailto:Joyce_Collins@fws.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2007 8:36 AM
To: Klamm, Julie A
Cc: Matt.Fuller@fhwa.dot.gov; Stevenson, Jerry; Stevens, Barbara H; Zyznieuski, Walter G; 
Perino, Charles H; HAMER, STEVE; Keith.A.McMullen@mvs02.usace.army.mil; 
ellens.newton@epa.gov
Subject: District 9 Projects - Concurrence Points

Julie,

I finally had a chance to review the information for the two projects and offer the 
following:

1.  IL 13 (Marion to Carterville) - I concur with the purpose and need for the project.

As you move into analyzing the effects of this project, the indirect and cumulative 
effects of upgrading IL 13 on Crab Orchard NWR need to be evaluated.  We, the Service, 
think that all the development and growth occurring along the IL 13 corridor is having a 
very detrimental impact on the Refuge.  This is mostly due to increased stormwater 
resulting in higher lake levels, which is in turn impacting forest resources.  We are also
concerned about chemicals that are most likely being transfered into the
lake as well.   Some amount of friction exists with local landowners as
they think the Refuge is causing increased flooding to occur on their properties.  We 
contend that it's all the development causing more runoff that's creating the problem.  As
stated in the Purpose and Need discussion, traffic congestion is now somewhat controlling 
(e.g., limiting) the amount of future development that may occur.  With improved traffic 
flow, more development will come and more stormwater with it.  All this should be 
evaluated and mitigative actions developed and implemented as appropriate.

2.  IL 13/127 (Murphysboro to Pinkneyville) - I concur with the alternatives carried 
forward and preferred alternative.

The table that lists the Costs and Impacts for all the Alternates identifies that no known
federally-listed threatened or endangered species occur in the project area.  A non-
reproductive female Indiana bat was collected south west of Pyramid State Park along 
Gallum Creek in late August 1988.  According to the table, approximately 90 acres of 
woodland will be impacted by the project.  With this amount of forest impacts and a prior 
record in the county, the impacts should consider the potential presence of Indiana bats 
in the area.

I apologize for not getting a response sooner.  Let me know if you have any questions 
regarding any of the above.
Thanks,
Joyce

Joyce A. Collins
Assistant Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Marion Illinois Sub-Office
8588 Route 148
Marion, Illinois  62959
phone:  618/997-3344, ext. 340
fax:  618/997-8961
email:  joyce_collins@fws.gov
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-----Original Message-----
From: "Klamm, Julie A" <Julie.Klamm@illinois.gov>
Sent: Thursday, 05/31/2007 03:54
To: <Joyce_Collins@fws.gov>
Subject: RE: Upcoming NEPA/404 Merger meeting             

 Hi Joyce,

Just an update on the 404 Merger meeting held this past Tuesday.

IL 13/127 Murphysboro to Pinckneyville
Received concurrence on Alternatives and Preferred Alternative for the project.  USEPA 
concurred on the condition that the EA would provide discussion on why the Preferred 
Alternative changed.  This language is now in the updated EA.  (Which is due to go out to 
everyone soon.)  IEPA concurred.  US Army Corps of Engineers concurred on the condition 
that the document state that an individual 404 Permit would be required.  That language is
now in the updated EA.  IDNR concurred.  IDOA concurred.

IL 13 Carterville to Marion
Received concurrence on Purpose and Need with no conditions stated.

Just checking to see if you had any further questions or comments?
Concurrence?  Just let us know when you get a chance.  Thanks Joyce,

Julie Klamm
Environmental Studies Coordinator
IDOT, Division of Highways, Region 5, District 9 PO Box 100
2801 W. Murphysboro Rd.
Carbondale, IL  62903
Phone:  (618) 351-5286
Fax:  (618) 457-8622
E-mail:  Julie.Klamm@illinois.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Joyce_Collins@fws.gov [mailto:Joyce_Collins@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 04, 2007 10:41 AM
To: Klamm, Julie A
Cc: Matt.Fuller@fhwa.dot.gov; Stevenson, Jerry; Stevens, Barbara H; Perino, Charles H
Subject: Upcoming NEPA/404 Merger meeting

Julie,

I won't be attending the upcoming NEPA/404 Merger meeting in Springfield as I will be out 
of town that week.  I'll plan to review the materials provided for the two District 9 
projects and provide feedback via email.
If for some reason we need to meet, I'm hoping we could do that locally.

Let me know if this causes any problems.
Thanks,
Joyce

Joyce A. Collins
Assistant Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Marion Illinois Sub-Office
8588 Route 148
Marion, Illinois  62959
phone:  618/997-3344, ext. 340
fax:  618/997-8961
email:  joyce_collins@fws.gov











February 26, 2007 
 
 
Pyramid State Park 
Cha Hill, Park Superintendent 
1562 Pyramid Park Rd. 
Pinckneyville, IL   62274 
 
Dear Mr. Hill: 
 
The Illinois Department of Transportation is in the planning phase of a project to expand 
Illinois Route 13/127 to a four-lane facility between Murphysboro and Pinckneyville.  
Over the past years, many alternatives have been considered in the Pinckneyville area.  
In 2004, the Pinckneyville Area Citizens Advisory Council unanimously voted to 
recommend a western bypass of the town.   
 
The modified alignment of this bypass, as shown on the attached drawing, bisects a 
parcel of property owned by the Illinois Department of Natural Resources.  Based on 
land use, please determine if the identified parcel contains any public park, recreation 
area, wildlife or waterfowl refuge of National, State or local significance or any land from 
a historic site of National, State or local significance.  This determination will establish 
the level of 4(f) involvement for the project. 
 
If you have any questions or comments concerning this information please call Julie 
Klamm, Environmental Studies Coordinator, District 9 at (618) 549-2171 ext. 286.  
Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 
 
 
Very truly yours, 
 
Mary C. Lamie, P.E. 
Deputy Director of Highways, 
Region Five Engineer 
 
 
 
By:  Carrie Nelsen 
Program Development Engineer 
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PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date of Land Evaluation Request 2/9/2007

Name of Project Federal Agency Involved FHWA

Proposed Land Use Highway County And State Jackson & Perry, IL

PART II (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received by NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?   Yes     No Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional plarts of this form). ---

Major Crop(s) Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

% 97 91
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Section Section Section Modified
1W 2B 5B West

(Interchange) (Interchange) (Interchange) Bypass
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 95.80 121.06 67.55 240.82
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
C. Total Acres In Site 95.80 121.06 67.55 240.82

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 23.40 104.52 39.35 139.28
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 58.16 16.54 27.78 39.08
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.00034 0.00043 0.00024 0.00086
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 86.0 73.3 73.3 86

PART V (To be completed by NRCS)    Land Evaluation Criterion
  Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 150 Points)*

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum 
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area
6. Distance To Urban Support Services
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average
8. Creation Of Farm Support Services
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services
10. On-Farm Investments
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS* 150

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 150 92 111 111 95
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment)

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 300 176 231 206 215

Site Selected: Date of Selection:

Reason For Selection:

* When utilizing the State Site Assessment Corridor Factors, 150 points are assigned to the Land Evaluation Portion and 150
  points are assigned to the Site Assesment Portion, for a maximum score of 300 points.

Statewide Corridor

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

372

2/15/2007

2/12/2007

Illinois 13/127 (FAP 42) Murphysboro to 
Pinckneyville

Acres: 27,695,900        %Acres: 29,633,500

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating

Corn, Soybeans, Wheat, Hay

Illinoid Statewide

91.5 111.0 111.0 94.5

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?     Yes       
No

150 84 120 95 120

X

See Attached Illinois LESA
System Corridor Factors

x







PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date of Land Evaluation Request 2/20/2003

Name of Project Federal Agency Involved FHWA

Proposed Land Use Highway County And State Jackson & Perry, IL

PART II (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received by NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?   Yes     No Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional plarts of this form). ---

Major Crop(s) Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

% 97 91
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Section Section Section Section
1E 1W 2A 2B

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 71.79 67.05 0.00 79.68
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
C. Total Acres In Site 71.79 67.05 0.00 79.68

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 31.17 29.16 0.00 66.32
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 35.60 31.07 0.00 13.36
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.00025 0.00024 0.00000 0.00028
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 86.0 86.0 0.0 86.0

PART V (To be completed by NRCS)    Land Evaluation Criterion
  Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 150 Points)*

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum 
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 15 6 9
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 10 4 6
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 20 4 20
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 20 20 20
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area N/A N/A N/A N/A
6. Distance To Urban Support Services N/A N/A N/A N/A
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 0 0 0 0
8. Creation Of Farm Support Services 0 0 0 1
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
10. On-Farm Investments 4 4 0 0
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 0 0 0 2
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS* 150 69 69 34 58

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 150 107.0 96.0 0.0 110.0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment)

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 300 176.0 165.0 34.0 168.0

Site Selected: Date of Selection:

Reason For Selection:

* When utilizing the State Site Assessment Corridor Factors, 150 points are assigned to the Land Evaluation Portion and 150
  points are assigned to the Site Assesment Portion, for a maximum score of 300 points.

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

372

3/5/2003

2/28/2003

Illinois 13/127 (FAP 42) Murphysboro to 
Pinckneyville

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating

Corn, Soybeans, Wheat, Hay

Illinois Statewide

Acres: 29,633,500 Acres:  27,695,900   %

107.0 96.0 0.0 110.0

Statewide Corridor

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?       
Yes               No

150 69 69 34 58

X

x



PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date of Land Evaluation Request 2/20/2003

Name of Project Federal Agency Involved FHWA

Proposed Land Use Highway County And State Jackson & Perry, IL

PART II (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received by NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?   Yes     No Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional plarts of this form). ---

Major Crop(s) Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

% 97 91
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Section Section Section Section
3E 3W 4A 4B

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 27.4 26.18 64.92 43.08
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
C. Total Acres In Site 27.4 26.18 64.92 43.08

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 15.49 21.38 36.86 30.65
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 11.91 2.08 28.06 12.43
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.00009 0.00009 0.00023 0.00015
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 86.0 86.0 86.0 73.3

PART V (To be completed by NRCS)    Land Evaluation Criterion
  Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 150 Points)*

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum 
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 15 12 12
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 10 8 8
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 20 16 16
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 20 20 20
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area N/A N/A N/A N/A
6. Distance To Urban Support Services N/A N/A N/A N/A
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 0 0 0 0
8. Creation Of Farm Support Services 0 0 1 0
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
10. On-Farm Investments 4 3 1 1
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 0 0 1 0
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS* 150 69 68 59 57

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 150 101.0 101.0 110.0 111.0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment)

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 300 170.0 169.0 169.0 168.0

Site Selected: Date of Selection:

Reason For Selection:

* When utilizing the State Site Assessment Corridor Factors, 150 points are assigned to the Land Evaluation Portion and 150
  points are assigned to the Site Assesment Portion, for a maximum score of 300 points.

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

372

3/5/2003

2/28/2003

Illinois 13/127 (FAP 42) Murphysboro to 
Pinckneyville

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating

Corn, Soybeans, Wheat, Hay

Illinois Statewide

Acres: 29,633,500 Acres:  27,695,900   %

101.0 101.0 110.0 111.0

Statewide Corridor

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?       
Yes               No

150 69 68 59 57

X

x



PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date of Land Evaluation Request 2/20/2003

Name of Project Federal Agency Involved FHWA

Proposed Land Use Highway County And State Jackson & Perry, IL

PART II (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received by NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?   Yes     No Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional plarts of this form). ---

Major Crop(s) Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

% 97 91
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Section Section Section Section
5A 5B 6E 6W

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 37.28 22.28 17.48 19.29
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
C. Total Acres In Site 37.28 22.28 17.48 19.29

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 29.49 18.85 2.78 3.72
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 7.79 3.43 8.81 8.60
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.00013 0.00008 0.00006 0.00006
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 50.5 50.5 88.6 88.6

PART V (To be completed by NRCS)    Land Evaluation Criterion
  Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 150 Points)*

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum 
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 15 12 12
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 10 8 8
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 20 9 9
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 20 20 20
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area N/A N/A N/A N/A
6. Distance To Urban Support Services N/A N/A N/A N/A
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 0 0 0 0
8. Creation Of Farm Support Services 1 0 0 0
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
10. On-Farm Investments 0 0 0 0
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 3 0 0 0
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS* 150 69 65 49 49

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 150 113.0 114.0 75.0 71.0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment)

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 300 182.0 179.0 124.0 120.0

Site Selected: Date of Selection:

Reason For Selection:

* When utilizing the State Site Assessment Corridor Factors, 150 points are assigned to the Land Evaluation Portion and 150
  points are assigned to the Site Assesment Portion, for a maximum score of 300 points.

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

372

3/5/2003

2/28/2003

Illinois 13/127 (FAP 42) Murphysboro to 
Pinckneyville

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating

Corn, Soybeans, Wheat, Hay

Illinois Statewide

Acres: 29,633,500 Acres:  27,695,900   %

113.0 114.0 75.0 71.0

Statewide Corridor

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?       
Yes               No

150 69 65 49 49

X

x



PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date of Land Evaluation Request 2/20/2003

Name of Project Federal Agency Involved FHWA

Proposed Land Use Highway County And State Jackson & Perry, IL

PART II (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received by NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?   Yes     No Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional plarts of this form).
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

% 97 91
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Far East Near East Loust/Walnut 5-Lane
Bypass Bypass Couple Main

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 260.20 138.48 61.47 61.47
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
C. Total Acres In Site 260.20 138.48 61.47 61.47

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 154.65 104.05 29.92 29.92
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 54.67 19.40 21.81 23.28
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.00093 0.00050 0.00022 0.00022
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 86.0 86.0 86.0 86.0

PART V (To be completed by NRCS)    Land Evaluation Criterion
  Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 150 Points)*

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum 
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 10 1 1
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 7 1 1
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 9 0 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 20 20 20
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area N/A N/A N/A N/A
6. Distance To Urban Support Services N/A N/A N/A N/A
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 0 0 0 0
8. Creation Of Farm Support Services 3 2 1 1
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
10. On-Farm Investments 0 9 9 9
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 0 0 0 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 8 1 1
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS* 150 78 65 33 33

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 150 90.0 102.0 104.0 105.0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment)

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 300 168.0 167.0 137.0 138.0

Site Selected: Date of Selection:

Reason For Selection:

* When utilizing the State Site Assessment Corridor Factors, 150 points are assigned to the Land Evaluation Portion and 150
  points are assigned to the Site Assesment Portion, for a maximum score of 300 points.

Corn, Soybeans, Wheat, Hay

Illinois Statewide

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

3/5/2003

2/28/2003

Illinois 13/127 (FAP 42) Murphysboro to 
Pinckneyville

Acres: 29,633,500

104.0 105.0

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating

Acres:  27,695,900   %

Statewide Corridor

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?            
Yes                    No

150 78 65 33 33

90.0 102.0

x



PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date of Land Evaluation Request 2/20/2003

Name of Project Federal Agency Involved FHWA

Proposed Land Use Highway County And State Jackson & Perry, IL

PART II (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received by NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?   Yes     No Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional plarts of this form). ---

Major Crop(s) Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

% 97 91
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

West
Bypass

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 138.47
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.00
C. Total Acres In Site 138.47

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 72.70
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 50.28
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.00049
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 86.0

PART V (To be completed by NRCS)    Land Evaluation Criterion
  Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 150 Points)*

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum 
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use 8
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 6
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 11
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area N/A
6. Distance To Urban Support Services N/A
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 0
8. Creation Of Farm Support Services 2
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 0
10. On-Farm Investments 15
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 6
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS* 150 68

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 150 98.0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment)

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 300 166.0

Site Selected: Date of Selection:

Reason For Selection:

* When utilizing the State Site Assessment Corridor Factors, 150 points are assigned to the Land Evaluation Portion and 150
  points are assigned to the Site Assesment Portion, for a maximum score of 300 points.

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?       
Yes              No

150 68

98.0

Alternative Site Rating

Corn, Soybeans, Wheat, Hay

Illinois Statewide

Statewide Corridor

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

372

3/5/2003

2/28/2003

Illinois 13/127 (FAP 42) Murphysboro to 
Pinckneyville

Acres:  27,695,900   %Acres: 29,633,500

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency)

X

x



Appendix D 



 

Illinois Route 13/127 
Regional Opinion Survey Contact List 

September, 2002 
 
 
Agriculture 

Jackson County Farm Bureau – Bob Hall 
Jackson County U of I Extension – David Bobell 
Perry County Farm Bureau – Ryan Ford 
Perry County U of I Extension – Larry Paszkiewicz 
USDA / NRCS – Randy Dietz 
USDA / NRCS – Robert Spencer District Conservationist    
 

Business 
Bost Transportation – Gene Bost 
Carbondale Chamber of Commerce – Sara Berkbigler 
Cox Trucking – Lin Cox 
Downstate Transportation – David Wallace, Manager 
GS Metals – Dale Dressler 
Illinois Fish Farmers Coop – Steve Killian 
Jackson County Ambulance Service 
Jackson County Mass Transit District – Dava Shorb, Managing Director 
Levieta Fred Trucking  
Murphysboro Chamber of Commerce – Jacqueline Trammell, Executive Director 
Pinckneyville Ambulance Service – Georgia Zacher, Board of Directors 
Pinckneyville Chamber of Commerce – Kent Epplin, President   
Pinckneyville-DuQuoin Airport – Jeff Gilters 
REDCO, Inc. – Thomas Wimberly, Executive Director 
Southern IL Regional Landfill – Will Flower or Gary Pearson   
Thomson Multimedia – Gary Vaughan 

 
City Government 

Anna City Administrator & Economic/Industrial Development Contact – Steven Guined 
Carbondale Mayor – Neil Dillard 
Jonesboro Mayor – Randy Tucker 
Murphysboro Mayor – Ron Williams 
Pinckneyville Mayor – Harlan Yeager 
Pinckneyville Economic Development Director – Tom Denton 
Vergennes Mayor – Donald Wisely 

 
Education 

John A. Logan Community College – Robert  L. Mees, Preseident 
Perry County Regional Superintendent of Schools – Don Brewer 
Rend Lake College – Mark Kern, President 
Shawnee Community College – Terry Ludwig, President 



Southern Illinois University – Dorothy McComb, Executive Director, Special Event 
Southern Illinois University – Dr. Raymond Lenzi,  Associate Chancellor for Economic 

Development  
 
Jackson County Government 

County Board Chairman – Gary Hartlieb 
County Health Administrator – Miriam Link-Mullison 

 
Perry County Government 

County Board Chairman – Danny Wildermuth 
County Health Administrator – Bonita Griffin 

 
Planning Commissions 

Greater Egypt Regional Planning & Development Commission – Ike Kirkikis, Executive 
Director 

Southeastern Illinois Regional Planning & Development Commission – Kim Watson, 
Executive Director 

Southern Five Regional Planning and Development Commission – Lisa Thurston, 
Executive Director 

Southwestern Illinois Metropolitan and Regional Planning Commission – Tom Wobbe, 
Director 

 
Recreation 

Crab Orchard Wildlife Refuge – Joyce Collins 
DuQuoin State Fairgrounds – Sammye Fark 
Giant City State Park – Bob Martin 
Johnson Creek Recreational Area- Karen Tinkle, Ranger 
Kincaid Lake State Rec. Area and Lake Murphysboro State Park – Bob Catt 
Pyramid State Park – Dave Phillips or Cha Hill 
Shawnee Forest M'boro Station – Jonesboro/Murphysboro Ranger District 

 
Special Interest Groups 

League of Illinois Bicyclists – Ed Barsotti, Executive Director 
 
Tourism 

Carbondale Convention & Tourism Bureau – Debbie Moore 





































































Appendix F 



# of votes action # of votes action # of votes action

21 Adding lanes to east side of IL 13/127 7 A through-town alternate 8 Adding lanes to existing IL 13/127
8 Adding lanes to west side of IL 13/127 14 Bypass alternate 4 Relocation

11 A combination of east and west sides 11 Construction - but have no preference 7 Construction - but have no preference
5 Construction - but have no preference 8 No-Action alternative 8 No-Action alternative
8 No-Action alternative

Rural Section (General) Vergennes Airport Curve / Buffao Curve

RESULTS OF PROPOSED IL 13/127 FOUR-LANE STUDY
COMMENT SHEET HANDOUT RESULTS

OCTOBER 25, 2001 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
-VERGENNES-



# OF BYPASS VOTES = 75

# of votes action # of votes action # of votes action

32 western bypass 14 5-lane Mill Street 16 Main Street - Walnut Street couple
18 near east bypass 23 5-lane Main Street 8 Main Street - Mill Street couple
20 far east bypass 2 other 5-lane Street 13 First Street - Main Street couple
3 other bypass 4 other couple option

# OF IN-TOWN 5-LANE VOTES = 12

# of votes action # of votes action # of votes action

4 western bypass 2 5-lane Mill Street 5 Main Street - Walnut Street couple
4 near east bypass 10 5-lane Main Street 5 Main Street - Mill Street couple
1 far east bypass 0 other 5-lane Street 2 First Street - Main Street couple
0 other bypass 0 other couple option

# OF IN-TOWN ONE-WAY COUPLE VOTES = 12

# of votes action # of votes action # of votes action

1 western bypass 1 5-lane Mill Street 2 Main Street - Walnut Street couple
8 near east bypass 9 5-lane Main Street 2 Main Street - Mill Street couple
2 far east bypass 0 other 5-lane Street 7 First Street - Main Street couple
0 other bypass 1 other couple option

# OF NO-BUILD VOTES = 31

# of votes action # of votes action # of votes action

5 western bypass 2 5-lane Mill Street 4 Main Street - Walnut Street couple
5 near east bypass 4 5-lane Main Street 2 Main Street - Mill Street couple
4 far east bypass 0 other 5-lane Street 5 First Street - Main Street couple
1 other bypass 0 other couple option

Bypass 5-lane street one-way couple

Bypass 5-lane street one-way couple

Bypass 5-lane street one-way couple

COMMENT SHEET HANDOUT RESULTS
November 15, 2001 PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

Bypass 5-lane street one-way couple

- PINCKNEYVILLE - 



# action # action # action

14 build 11 through-town alternate 6 adding lanes to existing IL 13/127
8 no-build 8 bypass alternate 9 relocation
1 other 6 no selection 10 no selection
2 no selection

25 25 25

# action # action # action

9 adding lanes to existing IL 13/127 9 a bypass 4 western bypass
6 IL 13/127 relocation 2 in-town 5-lane Main Street 2 near east bypass
10 no selection 5 in-town one-way couple (Locust / 4 far east bypass

   Walnut Streets)
9 no selection 15 no selection

25 25 25

13/127 FOUR-LANE STUDY
COMMENT SHEET HANDOUT RESULTS

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

SEPTEMBER 4, 2002
MURPHYSBORO, ILLINOIS

IL Route 152 (Pyatts) Area Pinckneyville Pinckneyville Bypass Preference

Summary of Stated Preferences

Build / No-Build Vergennes Buffalo Curve/Airport Curve



# action # action # action

73 build 25 through-town alternate 36 adding lanes to existing IL 13/127
45 no-build 24 bypass alternate 17 relocation
26 no selection 95 no selection 1 Other

90 no selection

144 144 144

# action # action # action

43 adding lanes to existing IL 13/127 55.5 a bypass 30 western bypass
18 IL 13/127 relocation 25.5 in-town 5-lane Main Street 38.5 near east bypass
83 no selection 24 in-town one-way couple (Locust / 28.5 far east bypass

Walnut Streets) 3 "none"
39 no selection 43 no selection

1 No-Build

144 144 144

13/127 FOUR-LANE STUDY
COMMENT SHEET HANDOUT RESULTS

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING

Build / No-Build Vergennes Buffalo Curve/Airport Curve

SEPTEMBER 5, 2002

Summary of Stated Preferences

IL Route 152 (Pyatts) Area Pinckneyville Pinckneyville Bypass Preference

PINCKNEYVILLE, ILLINOIS
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