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FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
FOR
CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION BUILDING PROJECTS

USDI - FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
MINGO JOB CORPS CENTER
STODDARD COUNTY, MISSOURI

Purpose and Need

A. Purpose

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is proposng a multi-faceted project consisting of
new congtruction and renovation and upgrading of existing buildings, facilities, access roads,
parking areas, and utilities (dlectricity, phone, water and sewage treatment) on gpproximately
40 acres of land located on Mingo Nationa Wildlife Refuge (Refuge) in STODDARD County,
Missouri. The Service has designated this location as an Adminigirative area for the Mingo Job
Corps Center Campus (Center), a coed resdentid training facility for young adults. This
document will consder severd dternatives for up grading the adminigtrative facilities, including a
“No Action” dternative, and to consider the Environmental Consequences of each dternative.

B. Need

The action would address long range facility construction and rehabilitation needs and plans for
the Mingo Job Corps Center.  An optimum Alternative would need to: 1) Replace outdated
35 year old “temporary” buildings. 2) Enlarge the facilities 3) Stabilize the banks of the sewage
lagoon 4) Minimize miles of road and developed acres of the Ste  5) Develop economica
facilities with modern features. 6) Solve accessability problems  7) Make buildings energy
efficient 8) Minimize amount of gaff supervison 9) Minimize maintenance costs and effort  10)
Minimize the acreage requiring historical surveys.

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared under the mandate of the Nationa
Environmenta Policy Act of 1969. The Act requires us to examine the effects of the proposed
actions on the naturd and human environment.
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C. Decisons that Need to be Made

The Regiona Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Region 3, Fort Snelling, Minnesota, will
use this EA to make two decisons. The first decison will be to sdect an dternative.

The second decision, required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, will
be whether the sdlected dterndtive will have a Sgnificant impact on the qudity of the human
environment. If thisdecison isthat it will not, aFinding of No Significant Impact (FONS) will
be sgned. Then, the Finding and this Environmental Assessment will be made available to the
public.

D. Background

Mingo Job Corps Center was constructed and activated in 1965. A large number of the
current buildings are the origina 1965 buildings. The origind buildings were modular trailers
which were congtructed for amaximum of 10 years of use. They have been used for over 35
years and need to be replaced with modern facilities. Many of the Center’ s fecilities were
constructed for a population smaler than our present capacity of 224 students and need to be
enlarged.

A facility survey and other studies have been conducted in order to evauate the existing
facilities and determine how to provide the best possible service to the students and staff. It has
been determined that new facilities needed to be constructed and the old facilities be dismantled
or demolished. Please see Appendix B for the Facility Survey report on improving the center
that was completed by the Department of Labor in 1999.

Adequate long term planning and direction does not currently exist for the Mingo Job Corps
Center’ s future facilities construction and rehabilitation. Congtruction is based onal year
Vocationa Skills Training Plan and a5 year congtruction plan. A comprehensive facilities
construction plan needs to address current management issues and propose a plan of action
which the Fish and Wildlife Service and its partners can use to achieve the future vision of the
Mingo Job Corps Center.

E. Scoping

Scoping was conducted by the Mingo Job Corps Center to determine the issues related to the
proposed actions. Scoping letters were mailed on July 27, 2001, to adjacent land owners and
anews release was put in the Puxico newspaper inviting participation in the planning process.
The Center met with it's Community Relaions Council On August 24, 2001.  There were 27
members present. The environmental assessment and the related projects were explained to
the council and arequest for input, issues and concerns from the council.



The planning team and the public identified the following issues

1. Soil and Water Resources - Proposed activities such as timber harvesting, road and parking
area congtruction, utility and site development may increase erosion and soil compaction.
Measures to compare dternatives are;

-acres opened for Ste development

2.Building Efficiency - One of the needs of these projectsis to provide economicaly modern
buildings for al students and employees of the Mingo Job Corps Center. Buildings that are
ble will improve customer service. Measuresto compare dterndives are:

-American Disabilities Act standards are met.

-Energy conservation

-Buildings are constructed where less staff supervison is needed for students.

-Buildings are eeser and less codtly to maintain.

-Maintenance costs.

3. Heritage Resources - The location of the Center could effect significant heritage resources.
Measures to compare dternatives are;
-Acres of heritage resources that require additiond testing.

Summary of Alternatives Considered

A. Alternatives Conddered in Detall

Alternative A: No Action- No new activities would be implemented with this proposd. The
exigting arrangement of offices, classrooms, shops, dormitories and other buildings would
remain the same and would continue to be used.

Alternative B - Partiad Upgrade of Center: The Facility Survey completed by the Department
of Labor included a plan of the new construction for a 5-year period as shown on the attached
map. Thisdternative would congruct a new welding shop, a new security building, expand the
adminigration building, construct an addition to the gym, renovate the recreation hdl into an
office building, congtruct a new flammable storage building, and renovate the west end of the
dispensary into a Hedlth Occupations classroom.  This dternative would involve limited
condruction on the Ste and mgor rehabilitation of exidting facilities. This dternative would teke
approximately 5 years to implement.

Alternative C - Complete Upgrade of Center (Preferred Alternative): This aternative would
involve mgor condruction of new facilities and expandon of old facilities. All old temporary
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facilities on the Center would be demolished. Facilities would be constructed and renovated to
meset dl the needs of the students and staff in space and safety issues. This aternative would
include congtructing a new welding shop, new administration building addition with a pass office
init, new hedth occupations building, an addition to Dorm 4 (femde), an addition to the gym,
new dormitory 1 (mae), new dispensary, storage addition to the kitchen, a new storage
building, new pavilion by Gritman Lake, fire cache, outdoor club building

(meeting room and storage) and rehabilitate the sewage lagoons. This dternative would take
approximately 15 years to implement.

B. Alternatives Eliminated from Detailed Study

Move the Center to a new location and reconstruct the entire Center. Since the cost of doing
this would be prohibitive, this dternative was not consdered further.

C. Management Requirements and Mitigation Measures

The following issues can be found on page (8 ) of this environmental assessment. Unless
otherwise stated, the following mitigation measures apply to Alternatives B and C.

1. Inventories of cultura resources and consultation with the State and Regiona (RHPO)
Higtoric Preservation Office (SHPO) will be completed for dl projects which involve adecison
to implement ground disturbing activities.

2. Evauate cultural resources located within a project’ s area of potentia effect, and nominate
those, which qudlify for the National Register.

3. If archeologica or historic resources are encountered during soil disturbing activities, work
would stop until an archeologist evauates the Site’ s Sgnificance and completes any necessary

consultation with SHPO and RHPO

4. Maintain soil eroson with tolerance levels for that soil type and minimize increases in sream
turbidity.

5. Project andlysis, in accordance with current Fish and Wildlife standards, would be
completed on dl proposed facility projects.

6. All desgn and implementation practices would meet high quality landscape design and
architectural standards, and be adapted to the Site.

7. Landscape plans shall be prepared for each building site.
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8. Vegetation remova would be limited to protection of area vaues, hedth and safety, and the
preparation of the site for rehabilitation or future development.

9. Redtoration of al eroding areas would improve water qudity to eiminate hazards to the
facilities, employees, sudents or vistors.

10. Prompt revegetation would be done if trestment leaves insufficient ground cover to control
erosion by the end of the first growing season.

Affected Environment

A. Physcal Characteristics

1. Soils, Water and Air

The predominant soil type on the 40 acres of the Mingo Job Corps siteis Loring sty loams, on
5to 9 percent dopes eroded (3C2). Thisisamoderately doping , moderately well drained soil
on convex ridge tops and side dopes. It occurs on narrow ridge tops that have an irregularly
branched gppearance but is mostly on long, narrow side dopes. Permeshility of Loring soil is
moderately dow in more redtrictive areass. This soil is suited to building site development and
some ondte waste disposal systems. Surface runoff from areas of well established grasses and
legumesisdow. The other dominant soils on the Ste are the Goss Cherty st loam (upland 9 to
14 percent dopes). Thisisastrongly doping, well drained soil on convex ridge tops and sde
dopes of uplands. Areas are elongated and narrow and about 6 to 40 acres or more.
Permesgbility is moderate, and surface runoff is medium or rgpid. Thissoil is suitable for
building site development and certain on Site waste disposa. Goss Cherty St loam (upland 14-
40 percent sopes 15F) is another soil type on the Job Corps Ste. Thisis astegp to moderately
steep, very wel drained soil on side dopes of uplands. Areas are long and narrow and pardlé
to theridgetops. They are about 6 to 200 acres. Permeability of this Goss soil is moderate,
and the surface run off israpid. This sail isnot suitable for building Ste development and
certain ondte waste disposal. The other soil types on the 40 acre Site are: Calhoun Silt Loam
(Lowland soil 61), Dubbs silt loam (upland 1-5 percent dopes 87B), and Memphis silt loam
(5D3).

The Center property is adjacent to Mingo Creek which borders the site on the west side.
There are approximately 9 acres of jurisdictiona wetlands within the 40 acre site. However,
these areas are not planned to be impacted by the proposal.

The Service s objective isto meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for

Class| as defined by the amended Clean Air Act. There are no indications that NAAQS for
Class | areas are not being achieved and the Mingo Refuge is considered to be in compliance
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by the Environmenta Protection Agency. The Air Qudity Branch of the Fish and Wildlife
Servicein Denver, Colorado, said the Refuge wasin compliance in 1999. From the studies
done there is no ozone damage and no measurable damage from acid rain.

2. Recredtion and Visua Resources

The Job Corps Center is adjacent to the Mingo Nationd Wildlife Refuge which
has 155,000 vidtors annudly. Principle recregtion activity is wildlife viewing on the 21 mile
auto-tour. Hunting, fishing and hiking also occur on the Refuge.

The 40 acres of the Mingo Job Corps Center is consdered an adminigtrative Ste and there are
no visua quality objectivesfor the site.

The recreation facilities on the Site are for the students use and normaly not open to the public,
except for Gritman Lake which the public uses for fishing.

3. Heritage Resources

Archeologigts from Southwest Missouri State University have completed an archeologica
survey of the entire Job Corps campus and identified no archeological sites or other cultura
resources that meet the criteriafor the Nationd Register of Historic places. Upon receipt of the
fina report, the Regiond Higtoric Preservation Officer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, will
resume consultation with the Missouri State Historic Preservation Officer based on the negative
results of the preliminary report. The project will not commence until the Section 106 process
(National Historic Preservation Act) is completed in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.

B. Biologica Factors

1. Vegetation

Twenty four acres of the Ste are openings which have either buildings or are planted with grass
and sometrees. Seven acres are upland hardwood forest type (Oaks, Hickories, Eastern Red
Cedar, Ash, Wdnut, Hickory, Honey Locust, Sweetgum, Common Perammon and Black
Cherry) and nine acres are considered to be lowland (bottomland) hardwood (Water Hickory,
Tupdo, Sweetgum, American Sycamore, Y elow Poplar, Water Tupelo, Eastern Cottonwood,
Water Oak and some Bald Cypress) forest type. See attached map on page (13) for cleared
areas and forested aress.

12
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2. Wildife

The forty acres of the adminigrative Ste have amultitude of wildlife such as: deer, turkey,

eagles, vultures, numerous different types of birds, reptiles, racoons, possums, gray squirrels
and fox squirrelswhich live on/or cross the property.

3. Proposed, Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Species

Thereisabad eagle (Hdiaeetus leucocephdus) nest within three miles of the Center, whichisa
threatened species, however, there are no roosting or feeding areas near the Center. There are
no known endangered or sengtive species within the Center’ s boundaries or surroundings. The
proposed action would have no affect on the bald eagle; therefore a Section 7 consultation
would not be required (Personal communication with Paul McKenzie, Ecologica Services Fied
Office, Columbia, Missouri, August 11, 2001.

C. Socio-Economic Conditions

The Center islocated on Mingo Nationa Wildlife Refuge about 3 miles southwest of Puxico,
(Stoddard County) Missouri. County population is gpproximately 30,000 people with about
800 of theseresiding in Puxico. Forty percent of the county are age 44 years or older. Race
of county resdents includes 95 percent white with the remaining 5 percent being Black, Adan,
Hispanic, or other.

The areaisrura with 83 percent of the county’sland base being in farms. The county hasa
civilian labor force of about 13,000 with an unemployment rate of 4.9 percent. Jobs are
available in agriculture and rdated services, smdl and large manufacturing plants, retall and
service trades, government agencies, and schoals. Income from employment in the county is
comprised of about 28 percent from retail trade, 28 percent from service, and the remainder
spread among other employers. Per capita persond income for Stoddard County is $19,522.
About 14 percent of the county population is comprised of retired workers.

The Center’s budget is gpproximately $8,000,000 annually, which includes employee sdaries,
purchasing supplies, equipment, food, contracting of services, and congtruction materids. The
mgority of the budget goes directly into the local community and improves the local economy
which is a positive economic factor for loca residents.

Environmenta Consequences

A. Alternative A - No Action

14



Soil, Water and Air: No congtruction would occur. There would not be any additiona impacts
to soils, water, or air with this dternative. Conditions would generaly remain the same except
for areas that are maintained for use, i.e. roads, use areas, and facilities.

Recreation and Visual Resources. No additiona construction. There would be no impact to
recreation or visua resources.

Heritage Resources. There are no known archeologica stes or other cultura resource that
meet the criteriafor the Nationd Register of Historic places.

Biologicd Factor: The impact on vegetation and wildlife would remain the same.

Proposed, Threatened, Endangered, Sendtive Species: Since no new activities are scheduled
there would be no effect.

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources: This aternative would result in
continued sub-optima customer service for the Center’ s students in the current facilities and
minimal access to persons with disabilities. Deficient areas and facilities would continue to
deteriorate or be a detriment.

Short Term Uses Versus Long Term Productivity: This dternative will not provide newer and
more useful facilities for employees and sudents. The exigting building will be difficult and
codly to mantan.

Socio-Economic Conditions: There would be an inconvenience to the Center’ s sudents and
gaff by being in margind facilities and environment. Working conditions would continue to
deteriorate and production and output could decrease. A long term savings in fixed
operational costs would not be redlized. Maintenance costs of buildings would increase and in
time some buildings could be condemned.

Environmental Justice (Executive Order 12898- Federa Actions are not to cause undue
adverse impacts upon poor or minority populations). One hundred percent of the center’s
sudents are considered disadvantaged and fifteen percent of the population are minorities. This
dternative would have a detrimental impact on our student population.

Cumulative Impact: This dternative would not have any cumulative impact on anation wide
bas's, other than if al 118 Job Corps Center over the country did not renovate and improve
ther facilities the Job Corps program would eventudly be diminated because of hedth and
safety issues..  The cumulative impact on the Center of not upgrading and improving the center
would be a detriment to the center and would lead to it's eventua eimination because of hedth
and safety issues.

15



B. Alternative B_- Partia Upgrade of Center

Soil, Water, and Air: This dternative would impact the soils on approximately 3 acres of land.
Soilson dl congruction areas for this dternative are the Loring Silty Loams, on 5 to 9 percent
dopes, eroded soils. Thisisamoderatdy doping, moderately well drained soil on convex ridge
topsand Sde dopes.  This soil is suited to building site development and some onsite waste
disposd systems. Surface runoff from areas of well established grasses and legumesis dow.
There are no stream courses or ephemera draws with the project areas. Air quality should
remain the same.

Recredtion and Visua Resources. There should be no change in recreation or visua resources,
except for some of the old unattractive and unsightly buildings will be replaced with new
aestheticdly pleasing to the eye buildings.

Heritage Resources. There are no known archeological sites or other cultural resource that
meet the criteriafor the National Register of Historic places.

Biologica Factors  No long term vegetation changes will occur except where new facilities are
congtructed. Plantsthat will be destroyed will be Bermuda or Kentucky blue grass planted by
the center. Trees which may have to be removed are native or have been planted by the
center (Oaks, hickories, black cherry trees, willows, plumb, etc.). None of the plant
communities destroyed would be unique to the area. Areas not occupied by facilities would be
revegetated to lawn grasses and/or native vegetation that will be maintained. This dternative
should have no more impact on wildlife than what occurs on the Center or adjacent to the
Center at the present.

Proposed, Threatened, Endangered, and Sengtive Species. This dternative will not impact any
known PETS species located in the project area.

Irreversble and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources: There would be some short term soil
movement that would occur resulting from congtruction of facilities.

Short Term Uses Versus Long Term Productivity: Management requirements and mitigation
measures reduce effects of congtruction on long term productivity by protecting resources like
soil, water, wildlife, threatened, endangered, or sengtive plants and animals, visud qudity, and
heritage resources.

Sediments from this aternative are not expected to have any long term cumulative effects.
Short term increasesin sediment is predicted to occur. The quantities of sediment predicted
are not expected to have any effect on channe conditions of existing stream courses that are
adjacent to the Center Ste.

16



Implementation of this aternative would meet the short term needs of the Mingo Job Corps
Center by providing some new facilities and additions for employees and students that are
eadly accessble. The opportunity for higher learning will be enhanced.

Socio-Economic Conditions - This dternative would have a favorable effect Snce better
service would be provided to students and employees. Customer service would be improved
sance areas and facilities would provide “universd access’ to dl new fadilities for dl customers
and employees. This dternative would result in the potentia for ashort term increase in local
employment of [aborers, contractors and those that may provide service to contractors or
groups that are congtructing the facilities.

Environmental Jugtice: This dternative would have a favorable impact on our disadvantaged
youth and minority students.

Despite mitigation measures, some adverse effect cannot be avoided. Some non-target plants
would beinjured or killed by al management activities (condruction). During construction
activities, short-term effects on water qudity and stream sediments from soil erosion would
occur until the Sites become revegetated. Visud quality would be temporarily impaired by al

management activities.

Cumulative Impacts. If other agencies did Smilar projects as this dternative proposes there
would not be serious cumulative impacts because only ground that has aready been cleared
and disturbed in the past will be impacted. No wetlands are proposed to be impacted. All
development will be confined to aready impacted areas. The cumulative impacts of center and
refuge projects should be minima because there are no known smilar projects planned.

C. Alternative C - Total Upgrade of Center _ (Preferred Alternative)

Soil, Water, and Air: This dternative would impact the soils on approximately 10 acres of land.
Soilson dl congtruction areas except for the consgtruction ste of the new dormitory 1 for this
dternative are the Loring Silty Loams, on 5 to 9 percent dopes, eroded soils. Thisisa
moderately doping, moderately well drained soil on convex ridge topsand Sdedopes. This
soil is suited to building site development and some ongite waste disposal systems. The
congruction site of Dorm 1 is the Goss Cherty Silt Loam (upland 9 to 14 percent dopes) thisis
asrongly doping, well drained soil on convex ridge tops and side dopes of uplands.
Permesbility is moderate, and surface runoff is medium or rgpid. Thissoil is suitable for
building site development and certain on Site waste disposal. There will be no congtruction
planned on the Goss cherty Silt Loam soils if dopes are greater than 14 percent.  Surface
runoff from areas of well established grasses and legumesisdow. There are no stream courses
or ephemerd draws within the project areas. Air quality should remain the same.
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Recredtion and Visua Resources. There should be no change in recreation or visua resources,
except for dl of the old unattractive and ungghtly buildings will be replaced with new
aestheticdly pleasing to the eye buildings.

Heritage Resources. There are no known archeological sites or other cultural resource that
meet the criteriafor the National Register of Historic places.

Biologica Factors:  No long term vegetation changes will occur except where new facilities are
congtructed. Plantsthat will be destroyed will be Bermuda or Kentucky blue grass planted by
the center. Trees which may have to be removed are native or have been planted by the
center (Oaks, hickories, black cherry trees, willows, plumb, etc.). None of the plant
communities destroyed would be unique to the area. Areas not occupied by facilities would be
revegetated to lawn grasses and/or netive vegetation that will be maintained. This dternative
should have no impact on wildlife that does not dready occur with the existing Center or
adjacent to the existing Center.

Proposed, Threatened, Endangered, and Sengtive Species. This dternative will not impact any
know PETS species located in the project area.

Irreversble and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources: There would be some short term soil
movement that would occur resulting from congtruction of facilities.

Short Term Uses Versus Long Term Productivity: Management requirements and mitigation
measures reduce effects of congtruction on long term productivity by protecting resources like
soil, water, wildlife, threatened, endangered, or sengtive plants and animals, visud qudity, and
heritage resources.

Sediments from this dternative is not expected to have any long term cumulative effects. Short
term increasesin sediment is predicted to occur. The quantities of sediment predicted are not
expected to have any affect on channd conditions of existing stream courses that are adjacent
to Center Site.

Implementation of this dternative would meet the long term needs of the Mingo Job Corps
Center by providing dl needed new facilities and additions for employees and students that are
eadly accessble. The opportunity for higher learning will be enhanced.

Socio-Economic Conditions- This alternative would have a most favorable effect since better
service would be provided to students and employees. Customer service would be greetly
improved since aress and facilitieswould provide “ universdl access’ to dl new facilitiesfor dl
customers and employees. This dternative would result in the potentia for a short term
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increase in loca employment of [aborers, contractors and those that may provide service to
contractors or groups that are constructing the facilities.

Environmentd Jugtice: This Alternative will have the most positive impact on our disadvantaged
and minority sudents.

Despite mitigation measures, some adverse effect cannot be avoided. Some non-target plants
would beinjured or killed by al management activities (congtruction). During construction
activities, short-term effects on water qudity and stream sediments from soil erosion would
occur until the Sites become revegetated. Visud quality would be temporarily impaired by al

management activities.

Cumulative Impacts. The cumulative impacts of this proposed action if other agencies did
amilar activities would not be serious because dl planned development will be on dready
impacted land. All planned development will be confined to impacted ground on the center and
confined to the center grounds. Cumulative impacts of center and refuge projects should be
minimd, the refuge has no known smilar projects planned.

D. Socio-Economic Conditions

Socid benefitsin the area are primarily related to service to the students of the Mingo Job
Corps Center dedling with academic, vocationa and socid skillstraining. Economic benefits
come from increases in workload products and out put. Basically our sudents complete the
program and go on to productive lives.

E. Summary of Adverse Effects that Cannot be Avoided.

For dl action dternatives, despite mitigation measures, some adverse effects cannot be
avoided. Some non-target plants would be injured or killed by management activities
(congtruction). During congtruction activities, short-term effects on water quaity and stream
sediments from soil erosion would occur until the Sites become revegetated. Visud qudity
would be temporarily impaired by al management activities.
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F. Environmenta Consequences Summary Table

|ssues Alt. A Alt. B Alt.C
Impact on Recreation/visua resources Minimal Minima Minima
Socio - Economic Condition Negative Pogtive Pogtive
Environmentd Justice Negative Pogtive Pogtive
Replace outdated buildings 0 5 12
Enlarge Facilities 0 5 12
Stahilize the banks of the lagoon No Yes Yes
Minimize miles of roads and developed acres 0 3 acres 10 acres
Develop economica facilities with modern features O 5 12
Accessble buildings ( Disability Act) 0 5 12
Energy Efficient buildings 0 5 12
Minimize amount of staff supervison No Yes Yes
Minimize building Maintenance cost and efficiency No Yes Yes
Minimize acreage requiring heritage surveys NA NA NA
T and E Species No No No
Impact on wildlife Minimd Minimd Minimd
V. |nformation on Preparers

The following planning team cooperated in the preparation of this document.

Team Leader: Don Riggle, Center Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Mingo Job Corps
Center, Puxico Missouri- Project Manager, author, research, data collection, editing and etc.

Consultant: Judy McClendon, Wildlife Biologist, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Southern
Missouri Ascertainment Office, Puxico, Missouri- Gave author guidance in Fish and Wildlife
procedures for preparation of NEPA documents, editing, revision, map preparation,
coordination and information.

Team Member: Nancy Barnfield, Center Adminidrative Officer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Mingo Job Corps Center, Puxico Missouri- Provided data, editing, research and etc.

Team Member: Cletus Prenger, Training Manager, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Mingo Job
Corps Center, Puxico Missouri- Provided data, map preparation, editing and research.
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VI.

VII.

| nformation on Contributors

Kahy Maycroft- Refuge Manager, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Mingo Nationd Wildlife
Refuge, Puxico, Missouri - Provided wildlife and soilsinformation.

John Dobrovolny, Regiona Higtoric preservation Officer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Fort
Snelling, Minnesota: Cultura resource information.

Rod Hartleib- Regiona Engineer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Fort Snelling, Minnesota:
Culturd resource information

List of Agencies and Persons Consulted

A news release was issued by the Service on July 26, 2001, to solicit any issues or concerns
from the public between the dates of July 27, 2001 and August 27, 2001. The news release
also announced an open house to discuss the proposed action on August 7, 2001.

The adjacent landowner was contacted by letter and persondly, to seeif he had any issues or
concerns.

There was no response from the public or adjacent landowner.

The Center gave members of Center Community Relations Council information on the
Environmental Assessment, three adternatives and the issues and concerns of the projects. The
members were requested to give the center any of their thoughts, issues and concerns. The
Center received no response from the council other than they thought the long range plans were
agood idea.

Membersin attendance:

Geneva Lacewel Ex-Job Corps Staff

Goerge and Caral Vails Puxico Nuitrition Center

Mathew Inman Mingo Student Government President
James and Elaine Wilthong Community Counail

Larry Kimbrow Three Rivers Community College
Stacey Griffen Center CDDS Manager

Beck Ross Mingo Job Corps Center

Debra Sansoucie Mingo Job Corps Center

Sue Archer Mingo Job Corps Center
Deborah Frazier Cedargate Hedlth Care

Louis Martin Student

Kitty Kehaun Student
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Steve Fowler Center Socid Living Manager

William Pogue Puxico High School

Herbert Rice Mingo Job Corps Center

Jeff Holloway UCS Inc. Consultant

Betty Lowery Missouri Career Center

Ed Coursy Retired Staff

Chad Allen Puxico Technicad High School
Thema Driver Center Staff

Nancy Banfidd Center Support Service Manager
Cletus Prenger Center Training Manager

Don Rigge Center Director

Rob Mayer State Representetive

Else Buittrey Puxico High Schoal

Judy Bergman Center Staff

The Center has forwarded a copy of the Environmental Assessment to the Missouri Federa
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Appendix A - Policy, Anthority, and Legal Complianee

This ensTonmends] asgessment (£A7 and alaning process is in eomplianee with the Malional
Ernvivomuental Policy Aco ol 1969 OIEPA). WTEPA reguired Tederd wrescies to consider all
ervicetnnental thetoes relatad to their propesed actiong, An B g an oxplastionddeclarulbm sl
the cnrsegnenees, bonh lavorable aod woliveeribie, vle purticular ccidon bt s coprorplited by a
Federw] uzxency. This inclndes ct¥ssts on che natural, coonomic, social. and culured resreoves ol
tho srea,

Fish and Wildliie Act of 1956, ax amended [16 USC 35 742 () (4) (571, This Acl is the
gpecific law gramting authoriy e acquiring lands or nalione] wildlie refizes, Under this Aoz the
Searealy of the loteTior i3 mathorized 1o ke steps as sy he rogquited for the developoen,
edvencement, mamagemmnent . codee Faticn. and protscion of Osh and w3dlifs seacirees ncliding
[t mot Linsited to roscarsh, developrment ol exsitmg Gedities, awd sccoeaeon by puchase or
exchange of el and warer or intereats tharedn, 'Uhe Act also snhorizss the Serviee o sceepl
gfts alreal ot perseal propecty ko ils benelil and wie e per fommmng itk colbvilies fo 5ed vices.
Such #ifts quality vedar Federal ingome, estace, o gitt tax laws as a gift to rwe Uniled Suaies.

Land and Water Conservation Euwd Act ol 1965, This Avl provides fioding rhoongh reccipes
fioon the sate of surphes Federal land, appropniatioons fiem ol aud gas recsipts om Lhe ok
contanenl shelll ard ouher sodrces for land dcguisitivng asler severzl authodirhes, Approprachls
fiomn the Fund me e wioe for rutching grants oo the stares for ontdoor reoealion projecls aod
Jor Taral sy usition by virmons Federal apenees. meluding Lhe Service.

Mation e Wildlife Refugre Al of 1997, The Acl’s muin rompensmtls Topoove oo the 2arioml
Wildlite Reluga Syatetn Afministration Act of 7406 by amending # to iehds: 5 :mitidng mission
foor The Refige sysbom, o new prodess [or deteremining compatihle uses al retoges, aned o
requiratmel (e areparing comprehcrsive conssrratiog plas. This Act staes first and faretnost
tkal e migsion ol the Metonad Wikl Eelupe Syslem be Bouso | smgularly oo wildhle
Canservalio

The Zelfupr Revenue Shaying Act of 1935, a3 Aduended. Tlas Aot estanbizhed procodines for
rmkmg payrents to coumbes o which catonu] wildlife refuges are located. Soch pavmenls com:
fromm revenues decinad from the sale of praduets and privBepss [om national wrildlife rofopos,
supplemnenitgd by Comngressiony] approprialions. The revennes ane deposited ina speecin] Tremsury
acoouit. and net secoipts foo iz are distriorted to cowsdes or ather unis of lecal government
11 help offack thetr s of L revenue Thal gecors when land for naticread wilidihs reOomes =
acquired By the Fedaral Govemmant and semoved oo 1w rolls, Theee Deonekss ave vsed ta
ctoTmine pEymiends

Execntive Drders L1984 (Flapdplain Management) and 1130 (Protection of Wetkinds),
Tin=se Exgouive Crders probibil any sipeilivant change: (o the namured ool henelivil valoes of The
floodplain v aetlad aod require aveleance of dirset s indirecl suppoct of Hoedpiain
developmernr,
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Appendix A - Policy, Authority, and Legal Complisnce

Exccutive Ooler L2372 {lutergovarumental Review of Federul Progromasd. [0 conplianee,
erples ol thes FIS will be sart ro the Missowrd Cleacinghowse.

Executive Order 12996 (Management and Fablic Lae of Lhe MNational ¥Wikilife Refape
System). hiz onder defines o conservaton oresi o1 the Retipe Svetern ™o prosere & noticnal
rbwnrk ol nds wnd walers Lor e couseevation and muanagemun of Re Gah, wildfde, snd pluoe
obie Lnited States tor the bencss of prezent aed uture yememilims” 5 compatible witdlife-
deperslent recrestional astivitics (hontmgs, fishire, wildlite obsercation, shetapraphy,
crvinonnsntal educstion and mberoreboton) ace defined s prioogy ases. The order also provides
for the idenmifiession o f exisling wildlife-dependent uses that wonld contims to a¢ear s lands anc
acided 41 the sestem. The erder defmes Rur geiding priveiples for menaecoene habilyr
vomservalion, public wse, parinerships, and Subhc inyolverent.

Mntional Envivenmental Folicy Act of 196%, ns Amended. Eslublished a natiomal pelicy for e
eoviromment. "eeparatie: of this BA s a part of the Sacvice's cimaplicnee.,

Clean YWarer Act, a5 Amendwt. Section 4G4 of this Act requives that a Corps pormir b
ahiained prior to dredge oe fill im walers of rhe Lnited Seates.

Eodanygered Species Acl ol 1973, as Aaeaded. A conzyltation putsaant w Seston 7 of L
Endangerad Species Aot was corkduetiad 25 parl of this priees to ansmre that 1 proposul weonld
not aftect the comtinnzd cxistonos of any cndanzered ar theedtened species nthe project drea or
te=iik in degtmiction g adverse madification of thoiy oritieal halitl s

Watipnal Historic Freservalion Act. Scution 2 of the Act of 1968 aguirzs Federal apeicies
Ly comsider the efecrs of ther mdertakings: nnproperies mesting the ceiteria o ¢he MNatiooal
Realster ol Hisonic Pluces. The regodoticons m 36 CEFR, Part 800, deacribe how Federat agencies
e 1 bdentily Jislocic pooperlies, determie e Teel oo sigidcant suorie properles, s witigate
advessc ctfets.

Seclwon |0 ofthe 1966 Act codiles the salent clemenrs trom Eaeculive Oeder 11393,

T o Wremsuee LR hislotie preservalion s lly mtegrated isto the ongoing programs and
misstons of Federal apancies.™ Section 374 2lao reguines cach Federal sgeney 1o estahlish a
program 1o invectory all hiztors properties oo ils Tand

Archagslngicn] Kesoureey Frotection Act. Szcrion |4 olthisz Acl ol 1979 alue tegquires un
invenlomy program of & Federal limda. Too, © applics to e prolection ol all aochaeoloaical sites
mrre Chaty |00 wears ald §iol fust sites mesting the eriteria tor the Marional Repisterd oo Federal
[and and re¢rares andeeolopical nvestigations on Federal land be performed in the public intcrest
b qualitied petsons. :

The Naiive Amwrivan freeves Proteetion and Repatriation Act of 1990, This Act ¢icoted

Fzdoral agencies o protect Nars Amcrican Burman renwins and azsociated bunal items lgeated
o, oF ewoved froen, Federal bal,
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