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Final Draft Environmental Assessment
Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage Facility
Paris, Illinois
December 2006

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Authority

In 1985, Congress passed Public Law 99-145, mandating the destruction of chemical agent
hazards like that found at the Newport Chemical Depot (NECD), Newport, Indiana and the
seven other chemical storage installations around the country.

The NECD is located approximately two miles south of Newport, Indiana and approximately
twenty (20) miles northeast of Paris, Illinois. The NECD produced the U.S. stockpile of the
chemical nerve agent VX. The plant produced approximately 4,400 tons of VX during
operations between 1961 and 1968. A two-phase demolition project began in 1998 with
completion scheduled for 2007. The facility will destroy 1,269 tons, approximately 4.1%, of
the nation's original chemical stockpile using a low-pressure, low-temperature neutralization
process, followed by post-treatment at a commercial off-site facility.

In 1988, the U.S. Army and the U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) jointly developed the Chemical Stockpile and Emergency
Preparedness (CSEP) Program to ensure that communities in the immediate vicinity of the
depots are capable of providing maximum protection from chemical agent hazards. The
CSEP Program provides off-post preparedness funding and technical assistance for the
development and implementation of emergency planning and response, public education and
warning and communications systems to protect the public in areas that could be affected in
the event of an accident/incident involving chemical agents like that stored at the NECD.

The Edgar County Emergency Services & Disaster Agency (ESDA) has been given $175,000
for the fiscal year 2005 for construction of a Training and Decontamination Equipment
Storage (TDES) Facility in Paris, Hllinois. Funding for construction of the proposed TDES
Facility has been provided by FEMA and the U.S. Army through the CSEP program and is to
be granted by the Illinois Emergency Management Agency (IEMA) who in coordination with
FEMA determines each community's CSEP needs. The TDES Facility is to be constructed
on a project site that provides adequate space and is strategically located to provide enhanced
and cost effective emergency training and services to protect the citizens of Paris and those
people in the surrounding rural area who live and work in the immediate vicinity of the
depot.

The Proposed Action site is owned by the City of Paris. The property is comprised of 18.86
acres and is irregular in shape, measuring approximately 820 feet (north to south) by 435 feet
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(south end) at its narrowest and 930 feet at its widest (north end). The Proposed Action site
is an undeveloped parcel, used in the past as a settling basin for sediments/silt removed from
nearby Twin Lakes. According to Mr. Steve Wirth, the new Paris Fire Chief who has been
with the Department for approximately 25 years, no fill material has been placed within the
footprint of the proposed TDES Facility location. The fill material that is present on the
eastern portion of the Proposed Action site is clean demolition debris. That material was not
placed on the Proposed Action site in association with the construction of the proposed
TDES Facility.

At present, there is not adequate storage for emergency decontamination equipment and the
existing fire station is too small to host emergency response personnel training. Construction
of the proposed TDES Facility will provide the necessary decontamination equipment
storage space and classrooms for emergency personnel training. The decontamination
equipment storage and emergency personnel classroom training areas are essential elements
of the overall plan for responding to an accident/incident at the NECD. The proposed TDES
Facility at this location would meet the needs of the Paris Fire Department (PFD) (i.e.,
parking, emergency response training and decontamination equipment storage).

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations implementing the NEPA (40 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500 through 1508), and FEMA regulations for NEPA compliance
(44 CFR Part 10), FEMA must fully understand and consider the environmental
consequences of actions proposed for federal funding. The purpose of this Environmental
Assessment (EA) is to meet FEMA'’s responsibilities under NEPA and to determine whether
to prepare a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or an Environment Impact Statement
(EIS) for the proposed project.

1.2 Project Location

Edgar County is located in central eastern Illinois along the north-western edge of the
Wabash River Valley. It is bordered to the northwest by Champaign County, to the south by
Clark County, to the west by Coles and Douglas Counties, to the north by Vermilion County,
and to the east by Vermillion and Vigo Counties of the State of Indiana (see Figure 1 of
Appendix A).

Paris is situated in the south central portion of Edgar County, approximately eight (8) miles
west of the Illinois/Indiana border and approximately fifteen (15) miles west of the Wabash
River. The cities of Champaign and Urbana, Illinois are located approximately forty five
(45) miles northwest of Paris and the city of Terre Haute, Indiana is located approximately
twenty five (25) miles southeast of Paris (see Figure 2 of Appendix A). The smaller
communities of Chrisman, Illinois and Marshall, Illinois are located approximately thirteen
(13) miles north and fifteen (15) miles south, respectively.

The proposed project site is located on the northwest side of Paris, just east of Cherry Point
Road (County Highway 13) and south of Blackhawk Park. An address for the project site
has not been assigned yet. The proposed TDES Facility will be located in the southwest
portion of the parcel (see Figure 3 of Appendix A). The Alternative Action site is located
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just south of and along East 1200th Road (Work Camp Road), west of the CSX railroad and
north of Twin Lakes, approximately one mile north of the Proposed Action site. The Action
Alternative site does not have an assigned address (see Figure 3 of Appendix A).

1.3 Purpose and Need

As indicated above, the major metropolitan cities of Champaign and Urbana, Illinois and
Terre Haute, Indiana are located approximately forty-five (45) miles northwest and twenty
five (25) miles southeast of Paris, Illinois, respectively. The smaller cities of Chrisman,
Illinois and Marshall, Illinois are located approximately thirteen (13) miles north and
approximately fifteen (15) miles south of Paris, Illinois, respectively (see Figure 2 of
Appendix A).

The project area is located within the incorporated limits of the City of Paris, Illinois. The
2000 U.S. Census population of Paris, Illinois was 9,077.

The objective of the U.S. Army/FEMA CSEP Program is to enhance emergency response
efforts aimed at protecting the local communities from an accident/incident related to the
chemical agents stored at U.S. Army Chemical Depots. Through the CSEP Program, FEMA
provides grants to the State of Illinois, the local governments and tribal governments to fund
emergency preparedness planning and related projects.

The City of Paris is located approximately twenty (20) miles southwest of NECD. While the
City of Paris does not fall within the potential influence of the chemical agent destruction
activities being conducted at the NECD, the citizens of the City of Chrisman have been
identified as being in danger should an accident/incident occur at the NECD. As such, the
City of Paris has been tasked by the CSEP Program and FEMA with providing emergency
response assistance to the City of Chrisman should an accident/incident occur at the NECD.
Thus, the City of Paris needs to be able to actively respond in an effective manner to an
accident/incident originating from that operation.

The purpose of the action alternatives presented in this Environmental Assessment is to
construct a TDES Facility. The need for the project is to provide a facility for training
emergency response personnel and for the storage of decontamination equipment necessary
for responding to an accident/incident at the NECD. At present, there is not adequate storage
for emergency decontamination equipment, and the existing fire station is too small to
host emergency response personnel training.  Construction of the proposed TDES
Facility will provide the necessary decontamination equipment storage space and
classrooms for emergency response personnel training. The decontamination equipment
storage and emergency personnel classroom training areas are essential elements of the
overall plan for responding to an accident/incident at the NECD.

The President’s CEQ has developed regulations for implementing the NEPA. These federal
regulations, set forth in Title 40, CFR Parts 1500-1508, require an evaluation of alternatives,
and a discussion of the potential environmental impacts of a proposed federal action, as part
of the EA process. The FEMA regulations which establish FEMA’s process for
implementing NEPA are set forth in 44 CFR Subpart 10. This EA was prepared in
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accordance with FEMA'’s regulations as required under NEPA. As part of this NEPA
review, the requirements of other environmental laws and executive orders are addressed.

2. ALTERNATIVE ANALYSIS

As set forth in Title 40 CFR Part 1500-1508, federal regulations require the EA to provide an
evaluation of alternatives and a discussion of their potential environmental impacts. This EA
evaluates three (3) alternatives: Alternative 1 — No Action; Alternative 2 — TDES Facility
construction along Cherry Point Road (Proposed Action); and Alternative 3 — TDES Facility
construction along Work Camp Road (Action Alternative).

2.1 Alternative 1 — No Action

Under the No Action alternative, FEMA would not provide funding to Edgar County ESDA
for the development of the TDES Facility. As a result, the City of Paris would not have an
adequate training facility or decontamination equipment storage to be able to effectively
respond to an accident/incident originating from the NECD.

2.2 Alternative 2 — Proposed Action

Under the Proposed Action the TDES Facility would be constructed on the south western
edge of the site located east of Cherry Point Road and south of Blackhawk Park (see Figure 3
in Appendix A). The TDES Facility at this location would combine the training functions of
the police, emergency management, First Responders and Emergency Medical Service
(EMS) personnel. Certain First Responder and hazardous material(s) (HAZMAT) vehicles
would also be housed at the TDES Facility.

The Proposed Action site is located east of Cherry Point Road and south of Blackhawk Park.
The site is owned by the City of Paris. The parcel is zoned for special use and is comprised
of 18.86 acres measuring approximately 820 feet (north to south) by 435 feet (south end) at
its narrowest and 930 feet at its widest (north end). The Proposed Action site is currently
vacant with the exception of an underground storage tank (UST) used for confined space
entry training. The UST has never been used for the storage of chemicals. The UST is
located on the western portion of the parcel. Photographs of the Proposed Action site are
provided in Appendix G. The Proposed Action would construct a new four-bay metal
building to house equipment and provide training classrooms on the south-western portion of
the property.

The property east of Cherry Point Road is identified on tax records as Parcel No. 09-13-26-
400-006. The parcel is situated in the Southeast quarter of the Southeast of Section 26,
Township 14 North, Range 12 West, (approx. 39.634455N, 87.706864W). The subject
property is comprised of approximately 18.86 acres or 821,541.6 square feet (Appendix A —
Figure 4) of which the proposed 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility would only occupy 2,592
square feet. The legal description of the parcel is:

“Lot No. 4, containing 8.20 acres, except 2.09 acres thereof described as
follows:
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Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Lot in the center of the
Cherry Point Wagon Road, thence East 6 chains, thence South 4
chains, thence West 4.46 chains to the center of said Wagon Road,
thence northerly along the center of said road to the place of
beginning.

leaving 6.11 acres, more or less; also Lot No. 5, containing 6.85 acres, more or
less; also Lot No. 8, containing 4.75 acres, more or less; and also Lot No. 9
containing 1 acre, more or less; All of said Lots being of the County Clerk’s
Subdivision of the Southeast Quarter of Section 26, in Township 14 North and
in Range 12 West of the 2" P.M., as shown by plat in Plat Book 2, Page 19 of
the Records of Edgar County, Illinois, and containing in all 18.86 acres, more
or less.”

The proposed TDES Facility at this location will contain four shop bays, two offices, two
restrooms, one utility and a classroom (see Appendix A - Figure 5). The facility will provide
adequate secure space for emergency training and the storage of decontamination equipment
that does not now exist at the current fire or police stations. The TDES Facility is proposed
to be constructed on a six (6) in. thick concrete slab with thirty-two (32) inch deep by eight
(8) inch wide footings. All framing of the TDES Facility (i.e., laminated, splashboard,
framing roof purlins, roof trusses and bracing) will be comprised of #2, or better, yellow
pine. Siding, roofing and interior walls and ceiling of the TDES Facility will be constructed
of 29 gauge grade 80, or better, structural steel. Construction would include connecting the
project site to the existing Paris utility lines. Project site preparation would include minimal
grading and the installation of necessary utilities. The proposed project construction would
be conducted using standard equipment, methods and procedures. The duration of the
proposed project would be approximately six (6) months depending upon the starting time
and weather variables.

2.3 Alternative 3 — Action Alternative

Under the Action Alternative the TDES Facility would be constructed at the north western
edge of the site located just south of Work Camp Road (see Figure 3 in Appendix A). The
TDES Facility at this location would combine the training functions of the police, emergency
management, First Responders and EMS personnel. Certain First Responder and HAZMAT
vehicles would also be housed at the TDES Facility. The Action Alternative site is located
approximately one (1) mile northeast of the Proposed Action site.

The Action Alternative property is located just south of Work Camp Road. A portion of the
Action Alternative property was formerly used as a dredge pit by the City of Paris’s Water
Protection District for the disposal of sediment from nearby Twin Lakes. The Action
Alternative site has since been converted into a natural wildlife habitat, with the former
dredge pit area being converted into a wetlands area. At present, the property is under a 20
year lease to Pheasants Forever and Ducks Unlimited. Management efforts under these
organizations are focused on conservation, restoration and management of wetlands and
associated habitats for North America’s waterfowl, as well as conservation education.
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Photographs of the Action Alternative site are provided in Appendix G. Under the Action
Alternative a new four-bay metal building to house equipment and provide training
classrooms would be constructed.

The property just south of Work Camp Road is identified on tax records as Parcel No. 09-13-
25-100-001. The parcel is situated in the Southeast quarter of the Northwest quarter of the
Northeast quarter of Section 25, Township 16 North, Range 12 West, (approx. 39.647042N,
87.701368W). The subject property is comprised of approximately 58 acres or 2,526,480
square feet (Appendix A — Figure 4) of which the proposed 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility
would only occupy 2,592 square feet leaving the remainder of the area for parking and public
use. The legal description of the parcel is:

“Lot 2, County Clerk’s Subdivision Northwest Quarter described as follows:

West half of Northwestern 1/4, Section 25, Township 14 North,
Range 12 West of 2™ P.M., except South 20 acres of even width
thereof and except for right of way of the C.V. & C. R.R.
Company over and across said land, being 2 acres or less in said
right of way and leaving 58 acres, more or less, in Edgar County.”

The proposed TDES Facility at this location will contain four shop bays, two offices, two
restrooms, one utility and a classroom (Appendix A - Figure 5). The new facility will
provide adequate secure space for administration and emergency training that does not now
exist at the current fire or police stations. The TDES Facility is proposed to be constructed
on a six (6) in. thick concrete slab with thirty-two (32) inch deep by eight (8) inch wide
footings. All framing of the TDES Facility (i.e., laminated, splashboard, framing roof
purlins, roof trusses and bracing) will be comprised of #2, or better, yellow pine. Siding,
roofing and interior walls and ceiling of the TDES Facility will be constructed of 29 gauge,
grade 80, or better, structural steel. Construction would include connecting the site to the
existing Paris utility lines, except sewer. A septic field will be installed on-site to handle the
facility sewage. Site preparation would include minimal grading and the installation of
necessary utilities. The proposed project construction would be conducted using standard
equipment, methods and procedures. The duration of the proposed project would be
approximately six (6) months depending upon the starting time and weather variables.

3. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

3.1 Physical Environment
3.1.1 Geology, Seismicity and Soils

The project area is located in Edgar County, which is situated in east central Illinois. A
discussion of the local and regional geology, seismicity and soil types is provided in the
following sections. The ground elevation in the project area ranges from 659 to 702 feet
above mean sea level National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) 1927. Ground elevation in
the immediate vicinity of the Proposed Action and Alternative Action sites is approximately
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685 feet NGVD 1927 (see EDR Radius Map with GeoCheck — Physical Setting Source
Summary in Appendix F).

Geology

The project area is located within the Bloomington Ridged Plain of the Wisconsin Till Plains
Section of the Central Lowland physiographic province. The landform in the intermorainal
area upon which the project area is located is characterized by a nearly level to gently sloping
ground moraine, except where major creeks have incised the ground moraine. The total
annual precipitation in Edgar County is about 41.08 inches. The larger amounts of rainfall in
the county tend to occur in April through September (USDA 1999).

The stratigraphy of the project area includes modern soils overlying Quaternary age till
deposits of the Wedron Formation which directly overlie Kansan Stage sediments resting on
Aftonian Stage sediments. The unconsolidated deposits directly overlie Pennsylvanian aged
bedrock of the McLeansboro Group Modesto Formation. The contact between the
Pennsylvanian aged bedrock and the overlying less well indurated Wisconsinan till
represents an unconformity of approximately 290,000,000 years (Willman, et. al. 1975).

Structurally, the project area is located near the axis of the Marshall-Sidell Syncline which is
on the east flank of the LaSalle Anticlinal Belt and on the northern edge of the Wabash River
Basin. The La Salle Anticlinal Belt is the most prominent anticlinal feature in the Illinois
Basin. It is a complex structure of en echelon folds, asymmetrical anticlines and monoclines
(Swann 2006).

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would have no impacts on the soils or
geology of the area.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Under the Proposed Action, construction of a building at the
project site would cause some disturbance of the geology and soils as part of the project site
preparation work. Disturbance of the site will be limited to the immediate area in which the
36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be constructed and the surrounding parking area and
access drive. Since the Proposed Action site is relatively flat, the grading needed at the site
would be minor. Exposed soils could be subject to erosion, therefore, silt fence and/or other
storm water quality best management practices would be utilized during construction. In
general, effects to geology and soils would be minor and temporary in nature.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Under the Action Alternative, construction of a building at
the Action Alternative site would cause some disturbance of the geology and soils as part of
the project site preparation work. Disturbance of the site will be limited to the immediate
area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be constructed and the surrounding
parking area and access drive. Since the site is relatively flat, the grading needed at the site
would be minor. Exposed soils could be subject to erosion, therefore, a silt fence and/or
other storm water quality best management practices would be utilized during construction.
In general, the effects to geology and soils would be minor and temporary in nature.
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Seismicity

The Wabash Valley Fault System extends across southeastern Illinois, southwestern Indiana,
and an adjacent corner of Kentucky. It stretches approximately 60 miles north-northeastward
from just north of the Shawneetown and Rough Creek Fault Zones. Subparallel, high-angle
normal faults characterize the fault system with vertical displacements on the order of 480
feet are common. The faults found along the Wabash Valley bound horsts and grabens, and
commonly overlap one another. Dip angles along the major fault range from 50 to 85
degrees. Individual fault blocks along the valley are only slightly tilted, and drag is generally
absent or weakly expressed (Maverick 2002).

The Wabash Seismic Zone is the nearest geological features in the region that may affect the
project area. The Wabash Valley Seismic Zone is a buried fault system. The area of
seismicity of this zone is located in Southwestern Indiana and in Southeastern Illinois. The
Wabash Valley Seismic Zone is reportedly capable of producing 'New Madrid' size
earthquake events (CUSEC). There is a strong consensus between seismologists and
geologists from the U.S. Geological Survey, various universities in Indiana, and geologists of
the Indiana Geological Survey that the Lower Wabash Valley of Indiana and Illinois is
capable of producing large and damaging earthquakes at virtually any time (Hill 2002).

Executive Order (EO) 12699 requires “the development and promulgation of specifications,
building standards, design criteria, and construction practices to achieve appropriate
earthquake resistance for new...structures.”

The basic structural and seismic-resisting system proposed for the TDES Facility is
categorized as “Light Framed Wall w/Shear Panels.” The proposed facility is considered to
be in the Group 111 Seismic Hazard Exposure Group. The soils at the site are characteristic of
Site Class D soils. The seismic base shear value calculated for the proposed project is 3596
Ibs. The 5-percent-damped, spectral response acceleration parameter at a short period (0.2
second) (Sps) has a spectral response coefficient of 0.33 g. The 5-percent-damped, spectral
response acceleration parameter at a period of one second (Sp;) has a spectral response
coefficient of 0.22 g.

The TDES Facility will be constructed according to the current International Building Code
(IBC) standards and the structural design will incorporate the provisions for seismic stability
as recommended by FEMA for the Proposed Action or the Action Alternative, whichever is
selected.

PFD shall prepare an earthquake drill/emergency procedures plan in the event that an
earthquake occurs during hours when the building is occupied. Review of these drills shall
be conducted on a semiannual basis with the staff of PFD.

Discussion of Alternatives
Alternative 1 — No Action: Under the No Action alternative the geology, seismicity and soils

at the proposed project site would not be affected because the proposed project would not be
implemented.
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Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Under the Proposed Action, construction of the TDES
Facility will be in accordance with the current IBC standards and the structural design will
incorporate the provisions for seismic stability as recommended by FEMA.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Under the Action Alternative, construction of the TDES
Facility will be in accordance with the current IBC standards and the structural design will
incorporate the provisions for seismic stability as recommended by FEMA.

Soils and Farmland

The Soil Survey of Edgar County indicates that the Proposed Action site occurs within the
Xenia-Senachwine-Drummer Soil Association. In general, these soils consist of nearly level
to moderately sloping, poorly drained to moderately well drained soils that formed in loess
and the underlying till, or entirely in till or in loess and the underlying outwash on end
moraines and ground moraines. The mapped soil on the Proposed Action site is the
moderately well drained, moderately slow permeability Xenia silt loam (291B), on 2 to 5
percent slopes. Due to its soil composition, the Xenia silt loam is classified as Prime
Farmland in undeveloped areas. However, a portion of both the Proposed Action site and the
Action Alternative site have been used in the past as a dredge pit for the disposal of sediment
removed from nearby Twin Lakes. The actual location of the proposed TDES Facility
construction on the Proposed Action site has been brought to grade with the addition of fill
material. As such, the Prime Farmland designation at both Proposed Action site and the
Action Alternative sites would not apply.

The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) (P.L. 97-98, Sec. 1539-1549; 7 U.S.C. 4201, et
seq.), which states that federal agencies must “minimize the extent to which federal programs
contribute to the unnecessary conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses” was considered
in this EA. The project area is depicted on the Natural Resources Soil Map (NRCS) soil map
provided in Appendix A — Figure 6.

The Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA) examined the proposed project for its
potential impact to agricultural land and to determine it’s compliance with the Illinois
Farmland Preservation Act and the federal Farmland Protection Policy Act. In a letter dated
December 6, 2005, IDOA stated that the project complies with the Illinois Farmland
Preservation Act, and subsequently the federal Farmland Protection Policy Act, because it is
located within the City of Paris corporate boundaries. The IDOA response is provided in
Appendix C — Figure 1.

Discussion of Alternatives
Alternative 1 — No Action: Under the No Action alternative the geology, seismicity and soils

at the proposed site would not be affected because the proposed project would not be
implemented.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action would involve an excavation depth of
approximately from thirty-two (32) inches below grade. Disturbance of the site will be
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limited to the immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be
constructed and the surrounding parking area and access drive. The soils will be used within
the Proposed Action site for filling and grading. Stockpiling of the topsoil or fill soil will be
limited during construction. The septic field will be vegetated at completion and the area
immediately surrounding the building, access roads and parking will be covered in gravel.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative would involve an excavation
depth of approximately from thirty-two (32) inches below grade. Disturbance of the site will
be limited to the immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be
constructed and the surrounding parking area and access drive. The soils will be used within
the Action Alternative site for filling and grading. Stockpiling of the topsoil or fill soil will
be limited during construction. The septic field will be vegetated at completion and the area
immediately surrounding the building, access roads and parking will be covered in gravel.

3.1.2 Water Resources and Water Quality

The project area was visited on November 7, 2005 and October 9, 2006. The Proposed
Action site is an undeveloped parcel, with a portion of the site used in the past as a settling
basin for sediments dredged from nearby Twin Lakes. Fill material has been brought in to
level the western portion of the property and to provide a base for construction of the
proposed TDES Facility. Ground cover is comprised primarily of weeds, grasses and trees.
The western half of the Proposed Action site has been covered in a layer of crushed asphalt.
There are no rivers, creeks or other defined drainages on the Proposed Action site. Storm
water runoff from the Proposed Action site would flow toward the diked area of the site.

The City of Paris has obtained its potable water from Twin Lakes surface water for over 100
years. However, a new water system with as many as six production wells to be drilled on a
19 acre site along the Wabash River near Shephardsville, Indiana is in the planning process
with a goal of supplying well water to the City of Paris by the end of 2007.

As demonstrated by Environmental Data Resource, Inc.’s (EDR) search of available water
well databases there are 90 water wells located within a one (1) mile radius of the project
area. The 90 private wells are identified on the Physical Setting Source Map — 1556619.2s
provided in the EDR GeoCheck - Physical Setting Source Addendum (see Appendix F —
EDR Radius Map with GeoCheck).

Andrews Engineering personnel performed a routine desktop wetlands determination and on-
site field verification of the proposed action area and alternative action area on October 9™
2006 to expedite determination of compliance with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) and the Clean Water Act. Based on observations made during the site visit,
Andrews Engineering determined it does not appear that the proposed construction activities
will adversely affect potential wetlands in the proposed action area or the alternative action
area.

The USACE was contacted to determine conditions for the proposed project under the Clean
Water Act. In a letter dated November 7, 2006 (Appendix C — Figure 2), the USACE
identified that the proposed project is located within the Louisville District, and the area ties
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into Sugar Creek to the east, which is a tributary of the Wabash River. The USACE
determined that no wetland or water of the United States would be impacted by the proposed
project, and that a Department of Army, Section 404 permit is not required for a five-year
period.

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) was contacted to determine what state
requirements would apply under the Clean Water Act. In a letter dated January 13, 2006
(Appendix C — Figure 3), the IEPA stated they had no objections with the proposed project.
Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: Implementation of the No Action alternative would not affect the
surface or groundwater resources as it does not involve construction.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action will have little or no effect on water
resources or water quality. Disturbance of the site will be limited to the immediate area in
which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be constructed and the surrounding parking
area and access drive. Mitigation measures that will be implemented as needed are silt
fences, straw bales and seeding. Stockpiling of the topsoil or fill soil will be limited during
construction. The septic field will be vegetated at completion and the area immediately
surrounding the building, access roads and parking will be covered in gravel.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative will have little or no effect on
water resources or water quality. Disturbance of the site will be limited to the immediate
area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be constructed and the surrounding
parking area and access drive. Mitigation measures that will be implemented as needed are
silt fences, straw bales and seeding. Stockpiling of the topsoil or fill soil will be limited
during construction. The septic field will be vegetated at completion and the area
immediately surrounding the building, access roads and parking will be covered in gravel.

3.1.3 Floodplain Management (Executive Order 11988)

EO 11988 requires federal agencies to take action to minimize occupancy and modification
of the floodplain.  Specifically, EO 11988 prohibits federal agencies from funding
construction in the 100-year floodplain unless there are no practicable alternatives. FEMA’s
regulations for complying with EO 11988 are promulgated in 44 CFR Part 9. The project
area has a Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) zone designation of C (no shading) indicating
it is in an area outside of the 100 year flood plain and is only subject to minimal flooding
(See Appendix A — Figure 7). The designation of minimal flooding is supported by the EDR
NEPACheck report (see EDR NEPACheck in Appendix E).

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: Implementation of the No Action alternative would not affect a
floodplain as it does not involve construction.
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Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Because the Proposed Action is not in a floodplain and
would not affect any floodplain, the proposed action is consistent with EO 11988.
Disturbance of the site will be limited to the immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet
TDES Facility will be constructed and the surrounding parking area and access drive.
Mitigation measures that will be implemented as needed are silt fences, straw bales and
seeding.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Because the Action Alternative is not in a floodplain and
would not affect any floodplain, the proposed action is consistent with EO 11988.
Disturbance of the site will be limited to the immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet
TDES Facility will be constructed and the surrounding parking area and access drive.
Mitigation measures that will be implemented as needed are silt fences, straw bales and
seeding.

3.1.4 Air Quality

The Clean Air Act requires the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) to set
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for pollutants considered harmful to
public health and the environment; the Clean Air Act established two (2) types of national air
quality standards; primary standards set limits to protect public health, including the health of
“sensitive” populations such as asthmatics, children and the elderly; secondary standards set
limits to protect public welfare, including protection against visibility, damage to animals,
crops, vegetation and buildings; current criteria pollutants are: Carbon Monoxide (CO),
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO;), Ozone (Os3), Lead (Pb), Particulate Matter (PMy) and Sulfur
Dioxide (SO,).

The IEPA was contacted to determine what state requirements would apply under the Clean
Air Act. In a letter dated January 13, 2006 (Appendix C — Figure 3), the IEPA stated they
had no objections with the proposed project.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: Under the No Action alternative the air quality would not be
affected because no construction activities would take place.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Under the Proposed Action, emissions from heavy
equipment may temporarily increase the levels of some pollutants such as carbon monoxide
and particulate matter; these potential increases are not expected to have significant impacts
on the ambient air quality. Construction activities will include best management
practices/mitigation techniques to control/minimize airborne impacts. Best management
practices including dust control measures such as watering and covering materials hauled in
trucks and any haul roads created will minimize fugitive dust. Construction equipment will
also be tuned and maintained in good working condition to minimize emissions of criteria
pollutants and particulates.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Under the Action Alternative, emissions from heavy
equipment may temporarily increase the levels of some pollutants such as carbon monoxide
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and particulate matter; these potential increases are not expected to have significant impacts
on the ambient air quality. Construction activities will include best management
practices/mitigation techniques to control/minimize airborne impacts. Best management
practices including dust control measures such as watering and covering materials hauled in
trucks and any haul roads created will minimize fugitive dust. Construction equipment will
also be tuned and maintained in good working condition to minimize emissions of criteria
pollutants and particulates.

3.2 Ecological Environment
3.2.1 Terrestrial and Aquatic Environment

Both the Proposed Action site and Action Alternative site are located within the City of Paris
(Appendix A — Figure 4). A portion of these project sites have historically been used for
handling dredge material from nearby Twin Lakes.

The Proposed Action site is currently vacant with the exception of a UST used for confined
space entry training. The UST is located along the western portion of the parcel. The UST
has never been used for the storage of chemicals. The Action Alternative property is located
just south of Work Camp Road. A portion of the site was formerly used as a dredge pit by
the City of Paris for the disposal of sediment from nearby Twin Lakes. The Action
Alternative site has since been converted into a natural wildlife habitat, with the portion that
was used as a dredge pit being converted into a wetlands area. At present, the property is
under a 20 year lease to Pheasants Forever and Ducks Unlimited.

Disturbance of the Proposed Action site or Alternative Action site will be limited to the
immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be constructed. No native
wildlife will be affected by the construction as the habitat will not be altered. Both the
Proposed Action site and the Alternative Action site have limited value for plant and wildlife
species.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) was contacted in reference to the
environmental review for the proposed project. The USFWS responded in a December 22,
2005 letter identifying the Indiana Bat (scientific name - Myotis sodalist) as an endangered
species that has a range that includes the project area (See Appendix C — Figure 4). As such,
the USFWS made the recommendation that the Environmental Assessment should evaluate
the impacts of the proposed action on the identified endangered species. The EDR
NEPACheck report concurs with the USFWS findings regarding the project being within the
range of the Indiana Bat (see EDR NEPACheck in Appendix E).

Based upon the USFWS conclusion that “there is no designated critical habitat in the project
area at this time,” and the lack of “critical habitat” (i.e., Caves, mines; small stream corridors
with well developed riparian woods; upland and bottomland forests) observed in the project
area during the November 7, 2005 and October 9, 2006 site visits, it is concluded that the
proposed project will not affect the listed species. As such, no further consultation and/or
coordination with the USFWS is required.
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In addition, the December 22, 2005 USFWS letter identifies that they do not administer the
Magnunson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSFCMA). The
MSFCMA applies to fishery resources off the coasts of the United States and the anadromous
species (i.e., species such as salmon, shad and sturgeon which reproduce in inland waters and
spend their adult life in the sea) and continental shelf fishery resources of the United States.
Based upon the absence of coastal fishery resources off, anadromous species and continental
shelf fishery resources, the requirements under MSFCMA are not applicable for the project
area.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not result in an alteration to the
existing resources; as such, impacts to terrestrial resources would not occur.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action involves construction on property
within the City of Paris. During the construction phase, the existing topography will be
altered only in the immediate area of the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility and the
surrounding parking area and access drive. Mitigation measures that will be implemented as
needed are silt fences, straw bales and seeding.

The topography of the site is relatively flat. As such, the primary impact to drainage will be
short-term and occur during construction as a result of limited disturbance of surface
materials and potential erosion of the disturbed areas during precipitation events. Preparation
of the site for construction of the TDES Facility will involve limited clearing and placement
of footers below the frost-line. The parking area and access drive will involve minimal
clearing and construction of a gravel access road. The likelihood and severity of impacts to
the terrestrial and aquatic environments will be eliminated or minimized through design and
proper implementation of erosion control measures in accordance with standard erosion
control practice. Long-term, post-construction impacts that might occur during operation and
maintenance includes additional site erosion but these impacts are not likely to be significant
since disturbed areas will be revegetated and drainage improvements maintained. As such,
construction activities may affect drainage in the short term, but long-term changes to the
terrestrial environment are not anticipated. The proposed project will not affect the identified
endangered species (Indiana bat).

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative involves construction on property
within the City of Paris. During the construction phase, the existing topography will be
altered only in the immediate area of the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility and the
surrounding parking area and access drive. Mitigation measures that will be implemented as
needed are silt fences, straw bales and seeding.

The topography of the site is relatively flat. As such, the primary impact to drainage will be
short-term and occur during construction as a result of limited disturbance of surface
materials and potential erosion of the disturbed areas during precipitation events. Preparation
of the site for construction of the TDES Facility will involve limited clearing and placement
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of footers below the frost-line. The parking area and access drive will involve minimal
clearing and construction of a gravel access road. The likelihood and severity of impacts to
the terrestrial and aquatic environments will be eliminated or minimized through design and
proper implementation of erosion control measures in accordance with standard erosion
control practice. Long-term, post-construction impacts that might occur during operation and
maintenance includes additional site erosion but these impacts are not likely to be significant
since disturbed areas will be revegetated and drainage improvements maintained. As such,
construction activities may affect drainage in the short term, but long-term changes to the
terrestrial environment are not anticipated. The proposed project will not affect the identified
endangered species (Indiana bat).

3.2.2 Wetlands (Executive Order 11990)

EO 11990, Protection of the Wetlands, requires federal agencies to take action to minimize
the loss of wetlands. The NEPA compliance process required federal agencies to consider
direct and indirect impact to wetlands, which result in federally funded projects.

The National Wetland Inventory for Paris, Illinois was referenced using the Wetlands
Mapper at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Internet site (http://wetlandsfws.er.usgs.gov). The
National Wetland Inventory indicates that there are nine (9) wetlands within the project area.
Specifically, there are four (4) freshwater ponds (PUBGH), one (1) lake or reservoir basin
(LILUBHH), two (2) freshwater emergent wetland (PEMCH), one (1) freshwater
forested/shrub wetland (PFO1AH), one (1) freshwater emergent/forested (PEM/FO1CH) (see
Appendix A — Figure 8). One of the identified wetlands is located on the Proposed Action
site; approximately 400 feet from the construction site. Given the limited nature of the
construction activities, and the distance of the wetland from the construction site, no impacts
to the wetland are anticipated. It is located on the northern edge of the property and is
identified as PUBGH (Freshwater Pond). No wetlands were identified on the Action
Alternative property. However, it is understood that the majority of the site has been
converted into a wetlands area and is now being leased to and managed by Pheasants Forever
and Ducks Unlimited. The EDR NEPACheck concurs with the delineated wetlands on the
National Wetlands Inventory Map (see EDR NEPACheck in Appendix E). Under both the
Proposed Action and Action Alternative scenarios, disturbance of the site will be limited to
the immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be constructed and the
surrounding parking area and access drive. Due to the size and location of the proposed
structure (36 feet by 72 feet building), no wetlands in either location would be affected by the
building and/or parking areas.

The Illinois Department of Natural Resources stated in a Consultation Agency Action Report
response, dated December 21, 2005, that no state protected resources or state wetlands will
be affected by the proposed project (see Appendix C — Figure 5).

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 - No Action: Under the No Action alternative the existing resources would not
be altered; as such, impacts to wetlands would not occur.
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Alternative 2 - Proposed Action: The wetland on the Proposed Action property is located
approximately 500 feet northwest of the proposed TDES Facility location. Construction of
the proposed TDES Facility will result in the alteration of the existing topography only in the
immediate area of the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility, the parking area and access drive; as
such, impacts to the wetland area are not expected.

Preparation of the site for construction of the TDES Facility will involve limited clearing and
placement of footers below the frost-line. The parking area and access drive will involve
minimal clearing and construction of a gravel access road. Any impacts will be short-term
and occur during construction as a result of limited disturbance of subsurface materials and
potential erosion of the disturbed areas during precipitation events. The likelihood and
severity of impacts to the wetlands will be eliminated or minimized due to the size of the
proposed structure and the nature of the construction activities; the proposed structure will be
36 feet by 72 feet and disturbance will occur only within the immediate vicinity of the
structure. Additionally, erosion control measures will be implemented in accordance with
standard erosion control practices. Long-term, post-closure impacts that might occur during
operation and maintenance includes additional site erosion but these impacts are not likely to
be significant since disturbed areas will be revegetated and drainage improvements
maintained.

Alternative 3 - Action Alternative: Although the USFWS National Wetlands Inventory did
not identify any wetlands on the Action Alternative site, the majority of the site has been
converted into a wetlands area and is now being leased to and managed by Pheasants Forever
and Ducks Unlimited.

Construction of the proposed TDES Facility will result in the alteration of the existing
topography only in the immediate area of the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility, the parking
area and access drive; as such, impacts to the wetland area are not expected.

Preparation of the site for construction of the TDES Facility will involve limited clearing and
placement of footers below the frost-line. The parking area and access drive will involve
minimal clearing and construction of a gravel access road. Any impacts will be short-term
and occur during precipitation events. The likelihood and severity of impacts to the wetlands
will be eliminated or minimized through design and proper implementation of erosion control
measures in accordance with standard erosion control practice. Long-term, post construction
impacts that might occur during operation and maintenance includes additional site erosion
but these impacts are not likely to be significant since disturbed areas will be revegetated and
drainage improvements maintained.

3.2.3 Threatened and Endangered Species

In accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, the project area
was evaluated for the potential occurrence of federally listed threatened and endangered
species. The ESA requires any federal agency that funds, authorizes or carries out an action
to ensure that their action is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any
endangered or threatened species (including plant species) or result in the destruction or
adverse modification of designated critical habitats (FEMA 1996).
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The USFWS was contacted in reference to the environmental review for the proposed
project. The USFWS responded in a December 22, 2005 letter identifying the Indiana Bat
(scientific name - Myotis sodalist) as an endangered species that has a range that includes the
project area (See Appendix C — Figure 4). As such, the USFWS made the recommendation
that the Environmental Assessment should evaluate the impacts of the proposed action on the
identified endangered species. The EDR NEPACheck report concurs with the USFWS
findings regarding the project being within the range of the Indiana Bat (see EDR
NEPACheck in Appendix E).

Based upon the USFWS conclusion that “there is no designated critical habitat in the project
area at this time,” and the lack of “critical habitat” (i.e., Caves, mines; small stream corridors
with well developed riparian woods; upland and bottomland forests) observed in the project
area during the November 7, 2005 and October 9, 2006 site visits, it is concluded that the
proposed project will not affect the listed species. As such, no further consultation and/or
coordination with the USFWS is required.

In addition, the December 22, 2005 USFWS letter identifies that they do not administer the
MSFCMA. The MSFCMA applies to fishery resources off the coasts of the United States
and the anadromous species (i.e., species such as salmon, shad and sturgeon which reproduce
in inland waters and spend their adult life in the sea) and continental shelf fishery resources
of the United States. Based upon the absence of coastal fishery resources off, anadromous
species and continental shelf fishery resources, the requirements under MSFCMA are not
applicable for the project area.

The Illinois Department of Natural Resources stated in a Consultation Agency Action Report
response, dated December 21, 2005, that no state protected resources or state wetlands will
be affected by the proposed project (see Appendix C — Figure 5).

The Proposed Action and Alternative Action sites are located in Paris, Illinois. Both sites are
undeveloped lots with vegetative ground cover. The western portion of the Proposed Action
site has been covered in a layer of crushed asphalt. The Proposed Action site has a small
pond located on the northern end of the site. The proposed TDES Facility would be located
on the south-western edge of the Proposed Action site. The Action Alternative site has been
converted into a wetlands area with the exception of the northern edge of the site where the
proposed TDES Facility would be constructed.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not disturb natural areas and
thus, would not adversely affect threatened and endangered species.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Under the Proposed Action there are no expected long or
short-term impacts to threatened or endangered species. Disturbance of the site will be
limited to the immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be
constructed and the surrounding parking area and access drive. No trees will be cleared as
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part of the Proposed Action. The proposed project will not affect the identified endangered
species (Indiana Bat).

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Under the Action Alternative there are no expected long
or short-term impacts to threatened or endangered species. Disturbance of the site will be
limited to the immediate area in which the 36 feet by 72 feet TDES Facility will be
constructed and the surrounding parking area and access drive. No trees will be cleared as
part of the Action Alternative. The proposed project will not affect the identified endangered
species (Indiana Bat).

3.3 Hazardous Materials

The Proposed Action and Action Alternative sites are located within the Paris city limits. On
November 7, 2005 and October 9, 2006 the site was visited to conduct an evaluation of the
presence or likelihood of the presence of hazardous materials and wastes in the project area.
The reconnaissance survey did not identify the presence of hazardous materials at either the
Proposed Action or Action Alternative sites.

According to Mr. Duane Fidler of the Edgar County ESDA and Fire Chief Herman Taylor,
the former Fire Chief of the PFD, both sites have never been developed for any
business/commercial use. A portion of both the Proposed Action and Alternative Action
sites were used in the past as sedimentation ponds for material dredged from nearby Twin
Lakes.

On the Proposed Action site, there is a UST that is used solely for confined space entry
training. The UST is located on the western portion of the Proposed Action site. The UST is
clean and has never been used to store chemicals on the Proposed Action site. During the
November 7, 2005 site visit the tank that is now the UST was setting by the north entrance to
the Proposed Action site. It was during the October 9, 2006 site visit that the tank was found
to be underground.

A hazardous materials database search was conducted by EDR to identify any potential
hazards within the project area. The EDR Radius Map with GeoCheck report was conducted
to meet the government records search requirements of American Society for Testing
Materials (ASTM) Standard Practices for Environmental Site Assessments, E 1527-00.
Search distances were per ASTM standard. The databases included in EDR’s search
included the Federal ASTM Standard, State ASTM Standard, Federal ASTM Supplemental,
State or Local ASTM Supplemental, EDR Proprietary Historical Databases and Brownfield
Databases (see EDR Radius Map with GeoCheck in Appendix F).

Neither the Proposed Action site nor the Alternative Action site was identified in any of the
databases searched by EDR. However, the EDR search did identify thirty-two (32)
unmappable (orphan) sites within the project area (see EDR Radius Map with GeoCheck in
Appendix F). The term “orphan sites” is used by EDR to refer to those facilities that cannot
be mapped due to poor or inadequate address information. During the project site visit, none
of these sites were found to be within the immediate vicinity of the Proposed Action or
Action Alternative site locations.
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The IEPA was contacted to provide information on the proposed project site; they have no
reportable information for the project area or any issue with the proposed project (Appendix
C -Figure 4).

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: No impacts resulting from hazardous materials are anticipated
under the No Action alternative.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: There were no hazardous materials identified on the
Proposed Action site. However, should any hazardous materials be discovered, generated, or
used during the implementation of the proposed project be encountered, they shall be
disposed of and handled in accordance with applicable local, state, and federal regulations.

On the Proposed Action site, there is a UST that is used solely for confined space entry
training. The UST is located on the western portion of the Proposed Action site. The UST is
clean and has never been used to store chemicals on the Proposed Action site.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: There were no hazardous materials identified on the
Action Alternative site. However, should any hazardous materials be discovered, generated,
or used during the implementation of the proposed project be encountered, they shall be
disposed of and handled in accordance with applicable local, state, and federal regulations.

3.4 Socioeconomics
3.4.1 Zoning and Land Use

The project area is located within the corporate limits of the City of Paris, Edgar County,
Illinois. Both the Proposed Action and Alternative Action sites are situated on the northwest
side of the city (see Appendix A — Figure 3). A portion of both of these sites have been used
in the past as dredge pits for sediment recovered from nearby Twin Lakes. The City of Paris
has owned the Alternative 2 — Proposed Action site parcel since July 28, 1973 (recorded July
15, 1977). The Action Alternative site has been converted into a natural wildlife habitat,
with the portion that was used as a dredge pit being converted into a wetlands area. At
present, the property is under a 20 year lease to Pheasants Forever and Ducks Unlimited.
Using either the Proposed Action site or the Action Alternative site would not change the
current economy in the community of Paris and would not require additional travel for safety
personnel to access the proposed TDES Facility. The parcel containing the Proposed Action
site was granted a special use permit by the City Planning Commission during the November
3, 2005 City Counsel meeting allowing for the construction of the proposed facility.

The proposed project under the Proposed Action alternative is consistent with the City’s and
the County’s planned use for this parcel (see Appendix C — Figure 6 and Figure 7). The land
use and zoning will not be negatively impacted by the Proposed Action or Action
Alternative. There are adequate visual barriers in the form of vegetation as tree cover and
berms to eliminate and/or minimize impacts to zoning and land use.
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The uses of the parcels bordering the Proposed Action site are as follows:

North — Blackhawk Community Park and residential property;
East — CSX railroad and residential property;

South — Residential property;

West — Cherry Point Road and agricultural property.

The uses of the parcels bordering the Action Alternative site are as follows:

North — Work Camp Road and agricultural property
East — Agricultural property;

South — Agricultural property and Twin Lakes;
West — CSX railroad and agricultural property.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 - No Action: Under the No Action alternative the existing resources would not
be altered; as such, impacts to zoning and land use would not occur.

Alternative 2 - Proposed Action: The Proposed Action property has been zoned special use
by the City of Paris. The special use designation was intended to allow the construction of
the proposed TDES Facility at this location.

Tree lines separate the residentially zoned property to the north, east and south of the site
and Cherry Point Road separates the Proposed Action site from the agricultural property to
the west of the site. As such, construction of the TDES Facility at this location is not
expected to negatively impact the land use or zoning of the other properties surrounding the
Proposed Action site.

Alternative 3 - Action Alternative: The Action Alternative property has been converted into a
natural wildlife habitat and zoned as such. Itis under a 20 year lease to Pheasants Forever
and Ducks Unlimited.

There are no residentially zoned properties within the immediate vicinity of the Action
Alternative site. As such, construction of the TDES Facility at this location is not expected
to negatively impact the land use or zoning of the other properties surrounding the Action
Alternative site.

3.4.2 Visual Resources

Visual resources refer to the landscape character, visual sensitivity, scenic integrity and
landscape visibility of a geographically defined viewshed. The project area is situated in a
rural setting.

The Proposed Action site is a vacant lot with the exception of the UST used for confined
space entry training. In the past, the lot was used as a dredge pit for material from Twin
Lakes (Appendix A — Figure 4). The UST located on the Proposed Action site has never
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been used to store chemicals and is used solely for training purposes. The Proposed Action
site is owned by the City of Paris.

The Action Alternative site has been converted into a natural wildlife habitat, with the
portion that was used as a dredge pit being converted into a wetlands area (Appendix A —
Figure 4). At present, the property is under a 20 year lease to Pheasants Forever and Ducks
Unlimited.

Construction of the proposed structure on the Proposed Action site will mesh well with the
existing architecture and enhance the viewshed in the Paris area. Likewise, construction of
the proposed structure on the vacant Action Alternative site will also mesh well with the
surrounding architecture and will enhance the viewshed in the Paris area.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative will not impact any visual resources.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Under the Proposed Action the proposed project would
improve the viewshed in the area and will not significantly result in any negative short- or
long-term impact on the visual resources.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Under the Action Alternative the proposed project would
improve the viewshed in the area and will not significantly result in any negative short- or
long-term impact on the visual resources.

3.4.3 Noise

Noise, defined herein as undesirable sound, is federally regulated by the Noise Control Act of
1972 (NCA); although the NCA gave the USEPA authority to prepare guidelines for
acceptable ambient noise levels, it only charges those federal guidelines that operate noise-
producing facilities or equipment to implement noise standards; the USEPA’s guidelines, and
those of many federal agencies, state that outdoor sound level in excess of 55 decibels (dB)
are “normally unacceptable” for noise sensitive land uses such as residences, schools and
hospitals.

Sensitive receptors in the project area are residents who live nearby, and people working or
traveling near the Proposed Action or Alternative Action sites.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not affect ambient noise levels in
the project area.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action would not have a long-term effect on
ambient noise levels in the project area. Construction equipment may temporarily increase
noise levels.
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Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative would not have a long-term effect
on ambient noise levels in the project area. Construction equipment may temporarily
increase noise levels.

3.4.4 Public Services and Utilities

Public services will be provided for the proposed project as they are currently for the City.
Available utilities in the area are water, gas and electric.

As no sanitary sewer connections are available at either the Proposed Action site or the
Alternative Action site, a septic field will be constructed for management of sewage wastes.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: No impacts to public services and utilities are anticipated under
the No Action alternative.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Under the Proposed Action, water, gas and electric will be
connected. The proposed project will have fire hydrants located around the building as
required by the local fire departments. Connection of the utilities is not expected to cause
any disruption in services to members of the Paris community.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Under the Action Alternative, water, gas and electric will
be connected. The proposed project will have fire hydrants located around the building as
required by the local fire departments. Connection of the utilities is not expected to cause
any disruption in services to members of the Paris community.

3.4.5 Traffic and Circulation

The Proposed Action site is bordered on the west by Cherry Point Road. Access to the
project site under this alternative would be via Cherry Point Road (Appendix A — Figure 4).
Cherry Point Road is a two (2) lane road maintained by the Edgar County Highway
Department.

The Alternative Action site is bordered by Work Camp Road to the north. Access to the
project site under this alternative would be via Work Camp Road (Appendix A — Figure 4).
Work Camp Road is a two (2) lane road maintained by the Paris Township.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: No impacts to traffic or public transportation are anticipated under
the No Action alternative.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action would have short-term impacts on
traffic on Cherry Point Road during the construction phase of the project. No long-term
impacts to traffic are anticipated for the Proposed Action.
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Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Short-term impacts to traffic on Work Camp Road are
anticipated, as a result of construction activities, under the Action Alternative. No long-term
impacts to traffic are anticipated for the Action Alternative.

3.4.6 Environmental Justice (Executive Order 12898)

On February 11, 1994, President Clinton signed EO 12898, entitled, “Federal Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations.” The
EO directs federal agencies, “to make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by
identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health
or environmental effects of its programs, policies and activities on minority populations and
low-income populations in the United States...”

Ethnicity

The Proposed Action and Alternative Actions sites are located within the City of Paris, Edgar
County, Illinois. U.S. Census information indicates that the total population of the City of
Paris for 2000 was 9,077 people. Of this, 8,924 (98.3%) were Caucasian, 46 (0.5%) were
Black or African American, 19 (0.2%) were American Indian or Alaska Native, 20 (0.2%)
were Asian, 1 (0.0%) was Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander, 23 (0.3%) were listed
as “Some other race” and the remaining 44 (0.5%) were listed as “Two or more races.”

For Edgar County, Illinois, the U.S. Census information indicates that 19,704 people resided
in Edgar County, Illinois in 2000. Of this, 19,137 (97.1%) were Caucasian, 362 (1.8%) were
Black or African American, and the remaining population were of “some other race.”

And for Illinois, the total population in 2000 was 12,419,293 of which 9,125,471 (73.5%) are
Caucasian, 1,876,875 (15.1%) was Black or African American, and the remaining population
were of “some other race.”

In accordance with EO 12898 regarding environmental justice the alternatives will not
adversely or disproportionately impact minority populations.

Income Levels and Education

The U.S. Census reports the 2000 per capita income for Paris, Illinois as $17,750 (1999
dollars) with a median household income of $30,902, and for Edgar County, Illinois the per
capita income was $17,857 (1999 dollars) with a median household income of $35,203 (1999
dollars). Of the adults over 25 in 2000, 79.5% had a high school diploma or more and 11.1%
had a Bachelor’s degree or more.

None of the proposed alternatives will adversely or disproportionately impact low-income
populations. These alternatives comply with EO 12898 regarding environmental justice.
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Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not have a disproportionately
high or adverse impact on the minority or low-income populations of the community.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action alternative would not have a
disproportionately high or adverse impact on the minority or low-income populations of the
community.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative would not have a
disproportionately high or adverse impact on the minority or low-income populations of the
community.

3.4.7 Safety and Security

Safety and security issues that have been considered in this analysis include the health and
safety of local residents, the public-at-large and the protection of personnel involved in
activities related to the implementation of the proposed construction. Also considered were
EO 13045 and EO 12699.

EO 13045, Protection of Children, requires federal agencies to make it a high priority to
identify and assess environmental health and safety risks that may disproportionately affect
children.

EO 12699, Seismic Safety of Federal or Federally Assisted or Regulated New Building
Construction, requires federal preparedness and mitigation activities to include the
development and promulgation of specifications, building standards, design criteria, and
construction practices achieve appropriate earthquake resistance for new structures, and an
examination of alternative provisions and requirement for reducing earthquake hazards
through federal or federally financed construction, loans, loan guarantees and licenses (if
applicable).

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not adversely affect the
population of the study area; since the No Action alternative does not involve the
employment of personnel involved in construction, there would be no potential risks to the
personal safety of those who would otherwise be performing the activities.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action would have short-term safety and
security issues during the construction period. Project Site security and safety under the
Proposed Action is an issue that will be handled by the Coordinating Contractor. Measures
to mitigate potential impacts to children and other unauthorized personnel will be
implemented in the form of appropriate signage and temporary fencing around the
construction area/work zone.

Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage Facility — Paris, 1L Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
Final Draft Environmental Assessment Page 24



To minimize risks to safety and human health, all construction activities will be performed
using qualified personnel in the proper use of equipment including all appropriate safety
precautions; additionally, all activities would be conducted in a safe manner in accordance
with the standards specified in Occupational Safety and Health Act (OSHA) regulations.

Under the Proposed Action all structural engineering will be completed based on the IBC
standards so as to ensure public safety.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative would have short-term safety and
security issues during the construction period. Project Site security and safety under the
Action Alternative is an issue that will be handled by the Coordinating Contractor. Measures
to mitigate potential impacts to children and other unauthorized personnel will be
implemented in the form of appropriate signage and temporary fencing around the
construction area/work zone.

To minimize risks to safety and human health, all construction activities will be performed
using qualified personnel in the proper use of equipment including all appropriate safety
precautions; additionally, all activities would be conducted in a safe manner in accordance
with the standards specified in OSHA regulations.

Under the Action Alternative all structural engineering will be completed based on the IBC
standards so as to ensure public safety.

3.5 Cultural Resources

In addition to review under NEPA, consideration of impacts to cultural resources is mandated
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), as amended, and
implemented by 36 CFR Part 800; requirements include identification of significant historic
properties that may be impacted by the Proposed Action. Historic properties are defined as
archaeological sites, standing structures or other historic resources listed in or eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (36CFR 60.4).

As defined in 36 CFR Part 800.16(d), the Area of Potential Effect (APE), “is the geographic
area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause changes in the
character or use of historic properties, if such properties exist.”

In addition to identifying historic properties that may exist in the proposed project’s APE,
FEMA must also determine, in consultation with the appropriate State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO), what effect, if any; the action will have on historic properties. Moreover, if
the project would have an adverse effect on these properties, FEMA must consult with SHPO
on ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effect.

Consideration of impacts to cultural resources in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4 has
been completed for the Proposed Action site. A letter, dated January 23, 2006, was received
from the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA) that they have no objection to the
undertaking proceeding as planned (Appendix C — Figure 8). The EDR NEPACheck report
did not identify any mappable sites. However, three (3) sites were identified in EDR’s
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database (see EDR NEPACheck in Appendix E). Based upon the text description of these
locations provided in the EDR report, these sites are not located on the Proposed Action or
Alternative Action sites. Based upon IHPA recommendations and the findings of IHPA no
cultural resources were identified on the Proposed Action or Alternative Action sites.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not affect cultural resources.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: Under the Proposed Action there are no potential short-term
and/or long-term effects on cultural resources in the project area. If ground-disturbing
activities occur during implementation of this alternative, the applicant will monitor
excavation activity, and if any artifacts or human remains are found during the excavation
process all work is to cease and the applicant will notify FEMA, the Grantee and the SHPO.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: Under the Action Alternative there are no potential short-
term and/or long-term effects on cultural resources in the project area. If ground-disturbing
activities occur during implementation of this alternative, the applicant will monitor
excavation activity, and if any artifacts or human remains are found during the excavation
process all work is to cease and the applicant will notify FEMA, the Grantee and the SHPO.

3.5.1 Historic Architecture

Consideration of impacts to historical resources in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4 has
been completed for the Proposed Action site. A letter, dated January 23, 2006, was received
from the IHPA that they have no objection to the undertaking proceeding as planned
(Appendix C — Figure 8). The EDR NEPACheck report did not identify any mappable sites.
However, three (3) sites were identified in EDR’s database (see EDR NEPACheck in
Appendix E). Based upon the text description of these locations provided in the EDR report,
these sites are not located on the Proposed Action or Alternative Action sites. Based upon
IHPA recommendations and the findings of IHPA no historical resources were identified on
the Proposed Action or Alternative Action sites.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not affect historic architecture.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action alternative would not affect historic
architecture.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative would not affect historic
architecture.
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3.5.2 Archaeological Resources

A search for the information pertaining to the history and archaeological resources of the
City of Paris and the immediate surrounding provided little actual information about the City
itself.

From http://www.historyillinois.org/frames/markers/247.htm, “Paris lies in
the heart of a rich farming area. Most of the land embraced in Edgar County,
including Paris, remained Kickapoo hunting grounds until 1819, but the
eastern quarter of the county was part of a tract ceded by the Indians in 1819
and offered for sale at Vincennes as early as 1816. Edgar County was
established in 1823, and Paris was laid out on twenty-six acres donated by
Samuel Vance in April of that year. The Edgar County Courthouse is located
at the center of this parcel of land. Alone or with others, Vance laid out the
earliest roads from Paris in 1823-24. The first road, later known as the lower
Terre Haute Road, is still being traveled today. A second road ran to Darwin,
in Clark County. The fourth road, to the Vermilion salines near Danville,
formed part of the Vincennes Trace and is now a section of Illinois Route 1 to
Chicago. At 130 South Central Avenue in Paris is the former home of Milton
K. Alexander, Brigadier General in the Illinois Mounted Volunteers during the
Black Hawk War of 1832. The house was built in 1826 and enlarged in 1840.
Alexander was acquainted with Abraham®, who as a lawyer frequently came
to Paris when Edgar County was in the Eighth Judicial Circuit. Lincoln spoke
in Paris in August 6, 1856, on behalf of the Republican presidential candidate,
John C. Fremont. Lincoln spoke in Paris again on September 7, 1858, in his
unsuccessful campaign against Stephen A. Douglas for United States Senate.
A large proportion of the early settlers in Paris were from the South, and
during the Civil War, there were many southern sympathizers called
Copperheads. Some of these people were defeated in a minor clash with
Union troops in February 1864.”

Consideration of impacts to archaeological resources in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4
has been completed for the project area. A letter, dated January 23, 2006, was received from
the IHPA that they have no objection to the undertaking proceeding as planned (Appendix C
— Figure 8). The EDR NEPACheck report did not identify any mappable sites. However,
three (3) sites were identified in EDR’s database (see EDR NEPACheck in Appendix E).
Based upon the text description of these locations provided in the EDR report, these sites are
not located on the Proposed Action or Alternative Action sites. Based upon IHPA
recommendations and the findings of IHPA no archaeological resources were identified on
the Proposed Action or Alternative Action sites.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not affect Archaeological
Resources within the project area.

! Abraham Lincoln
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Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action alternative would not affect
Archaeological Resources within the project area.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative would not affect Archaeological
Resources within the project area.

3.5.3 Tribal Coordination and Religious Sites (Executive Order 13175)

On November 6, 2000, President Clinton signed EO 13175, entitled, “Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments.” The EO directs federal agencies, “to
establish regular and meaningful consultation and collaboration with tribal officials in the
development of Federal policies that have tribal implications, to strengthen the United States
government-to-government relationships with Indian tribes, and to reduce the imposition of
unfunded mandates upon Indian tribes...”

Consideration of impacts to cultural, historical and archaeological resources in accordance
with 36 CFR Part 800.4 has been completed for the Proposed Action site. A letter, dated
January 23, 2006, was received from the IHPA that they have no objection to the undertaking
proceeding as planned (Appendix C — Figure 8). The EDR NEPACheck report did not
identify any mappable sites. However, three (3) sites were identified in EDR’s database (see
EDR NEPACheck in Appendix E). Based upon the text description of these locations
provided in the EDR report, these sites are not located on the Proposed Action or Alternative
Action sites. Based upon IHPA recommendations and the findings of IHPA no cultural,
historical or archaeological resources were identified on the Proposed Action or Alternative
Action sites.

Discussion of Alternatives

Alternative 1 — No Action: The No Action alternative would not affect Tribal coordination or
religious sites within the project area.

Alternative 2 — Proposed Action: The Proposed Action would not affect Tribal coordination
or religious sites within the project area.

Alternative 3 — Action Alternative: The Action Alternative would not affect Tribal
coordination or religious sites within the project area.

3.6 Summary of Affected Environment

Environment Alternative Effects of Alternative

Geology and Seismicity No Action No effects anticipated.

Geology and Seismicity Proposed Action IBC standards required.

Geology and Seismicity Action Alternative IBC standards required.

Soils No Action No effects anticipated.

Soils Proposed Action Located in corporate boundaries,
site complies with FPPA and IFPA.
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Environment

Alternative

Effects of Alternative

Soils Action Alternative Located in corporate boundaries,
site complies with FPPA and IFPA.

Water  Resources  and | No Action No effects anticipated.

Water Quality

Water  Resources and | Proposed Action Silt fences and gravel will be

Water Quality

implemented to prevent sediment
issues.

Water Resources and
Water Quality

Action Alternative

Silt fences and gravel will be
implemented to prevent sediment
Issues.

Flood Plain Management

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Flood Plain Management

Proposed Action

No effects anticipated.

Flood Plain Management

Action Alternative

No effects anticipated.

Air Quality No Action No effects anticipated.

Air Quality Proposed Action Heavy equipment may temporarily
affect air quality, no long-term
impacts are anticipated.

Air Quality Action Alternative Heavy equipment may temporarily

affect air quality, no long-term
impacts are anticipated.

Terrestrial and  Aquatic | No Action No effects anticipated.

Environment

Terrestrial and  Aquatic | Proposed Action Drainage may be altered in the

Environment short-term, but no long-term,
effects are anticipated.

Terrestrial and  Aquatic | Action Alternative Drainage may be altered in the

Environment short-term, but no long-term,
effects are anticipated.

Wetlands No Action No effects anticipated.

Wetlands Proposed Action No effects anticipated.

Wetlands Action Alternative No effects anticipated.

Threatened and | No Action No effects anticipated.

Endangered Species

Threatened and | Proposed Action No effects anticipated.

Endangered Species

Threatened and | Action Alternative No effects anticipated.

Endangered Species

Hazardous Materials

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Hazardous Materials

Proposed Action

No hazardous wastes are
anticipated.

Hazardous Materials

Action Alternative

No hazardous wastes are

anticipated.

Zoning and Land Use

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Zoning and Land Use

Proposed Action

No effects anticipated.
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Environment Alternative Effects of Alternative
Zoning and Land Use Action Alternative No effects anticipated.
Visual Resources No Action No effects anticipated.

Visual Resources

Proposed Action

No effects anticipated.

Visual Resources

Action Alternative

No effects anticipated.

Noise No Action No effects anticipated.

Noise Proposed Action Construction activities may
temporarily increase noise levels.
No long-term effects are
anticipated.

Noise Action Alternative Construction activities may
temporarily increase noise levels.
No long-term effects are
anticipated.

Public Services and | No Action No effects anticipated.

Utilities

Public Services and | Proposed Action Temporary water service

Utilities interruption may occur.

Public Services and | Action Alternative Temporary water service

Utilities interruption may occur.

Traffic and Circulation No Action No effects anticipated.

Traffic and Circulation Proposed Action Construction activities may

temporarily increase traffic. No
long-term effects on traffic are
anticipated.

Traffic and Circulation Action Alternative Construction activities may
temporarily increase traffic. No

long-term effects on traffic are
anticipated.

Environmental Justice

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Environmental Justice

Proposed Action

No effects anticipated.

Environmental Justice

Action Alternative

No effects anticipated.

Safety and Security

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Safety and Security

Proposed Action

OSHA standards required and IBC
standards required.

Safety and Security

Action Alternative

OSHA standards required and IBC
standards required.

Cultural Resources

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Cultural Resources

Proposed Action

No effects anticipated.

Cultural Resources

Action Alternative

No effects anticipated.

Historic Architecture

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Historic Architecture

Proposed Action

No effects anticipated.

Historic Architecture

Action Alternative

No effects anticipated.

Archaeological Resources

No Action

No effects anticipated.

Archaeological Resources

Proposed Action

No effects anticipated.
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Environment Alternative Effects of Alternative
Archaeological Resources | Action Alternative No effects anticipated.
Tribal Coordination and | No Action No effects anticipated.
Religious Sites
Tribal Coordination and | Proposed Action No effects anticipated.
Religious Sites
Tribal Coordination and | Action Alternative No effects anticipated.
Religious Sites

4. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

4.1 Public Notification

On October 27, 2005, the City of Paris filed a petition requesting an amendment to the City
of Paris Zoning Ordinance. The petition requested that the City Planning Commission grant
a special use permit for the property described herein as the Proposed Action site. The intent
of the rezoning request was to allow the construction of a government building on the
Proposed Action site to be used as a training facility by the City of Paris Fire Department.
The Petition included a notice of a public hearing before the City Planning Commission, held
at City Hall, Paris, Illinois on November 3, 2005. The Petition to Amend and Public Hearing
Notice, and the minutes of the November 3, 2005 meeting are provided as Figures 9 and 10
of Appendix C, respectively. Figure 11 of Appendix C includes minutes of the City of Paris’
November 14, 2005 City Council meeting in which the City Council approved the Planning
Commission’s recommendation to approve the request for the special use permit that would
allow the construction of a fire department training facility on the Proposed Action site.

In addition to the rezoning notice and public meeting, several newspaper articles have been
published in the local newspaper, the Paris Beacon, which discuss the county’s need to
construct an emergency training facility. The newspaper articles as well as the July 14, 2006
Public Notice of the intent to construct a Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage
Facility and preparation of an EA to evaluate the impacts of the Proposed Action are
provided in Appendix D.

5. MITIGATION MEASURES AND PERMITS

5.1 Mitigation

Mitigation of impacts from the preferred alternative requires the following procedures to be
followed:

e Provide the appropriate management practices for stormwater control during the
construction of the proposed project.

e Traffic control.
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e If potential artifacts or historic materials are discovered during construction, the work
will be suspended and the SHPO will be contacted.

5.2 Permits
Local utility and/or building permits may be required.

6. CONSULTANTS AND REFERENCES
Federal Agency Coordination

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Region V, Jeanne Millin — Regional
Environmental Officer (REQO), 536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605, phone (312) 408-
5500.

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Region V, Deborah Wagner — CSEP
Program Manager, 536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605, phone (312) 408-5500.

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Region V, Amanda Ratiliff — Regional
Preparedness Officer (REP), 536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605, phone (312) 408-
5500.

U.S. Department of Agriculture — Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), Ray
Coombes — District Conservationist, 11757 IL Hwy 1, Paris, IL 61944-2212, phone (217)
465-5325 (ext. 3).

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Louisville District, Col. Raymond G. Midkiff —
Commander and District Engineer, P. O. Box 59, Louisville, Kentucky 40201-0059, phone
(502) 315-6900.

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS), Joyce Collins — Assistant Field Supervisor, 8588
Route 148, Marion, Illinois 62959-4565, phone (618) 997-2012.

State and Local Agency Coordination

City of Paris, Craig Smith — Mayor, 110 West Washington Street, Paris, Illinois, 61944,
phone (217) 465-7601.

Edgar County Board, James Keller — County Board Chairman, 115 West Court Street,
County Courthouse, Paris, Illinois 61944-1739, phone (217) 466-7433.

Edgar County Public Health Department, Eddie McFarland — Administrator, 502 Shaw
Avenue, Paris, Illinois 61944, (217) 465-2212.

Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Land and Water Resources, Steven Chard —
Acting Chief, State Fairgrounds, P.O. Box 19281, Springfield, Illinois 62794, phone (217)
782-6297.
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Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Endangered Species Consultation Program, Rich
Lewis, One Natural Resources Way, Springfield, Illinois 62702, phone (217) 785-5500.

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Bernard Killian — Deputy Director, 1021 North
Grand Avenue East P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276, phone (217) 782-
3397.

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Bureau of Air, Donald Sutton — Manager, Permit
Section, 1021 North Grand Avenue East, P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276,
phone (217) 782-2113.

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Bureau of Land, Jan Ogden — FOIA Coordinator,
1021 North Grand Avenue East, P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276, phone
(217) 782-9878.

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Bureau of Water, Janet Christer — FOIA
Coordinator, 1021 North Grand Avenue East, P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, Illinois 62794-
9276, phone (217) 782-8482.

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Emergency Response, Carolyn Wright —
FOIA Coordinator, 1021 North Grand Avenue East, P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, Illinois
62794-9276, phone (217) 588-1677.

Illinois Historic Preservation Agency, Anne Haaker — SHPO, 1 Old State Capitol Plaza,
Springfield, Illinois 62701-1507, phone (217) 782-4836.

Publications

Central United States Earthquake Consortium - 2630 E. Holmes Rd., Memphis, TN 38118
Internet site: http://www.cusec.orqg.

FEMA. 2005. Map Service Center: Public Flood Map. Internet site: http://msc.fema.gov.

Google Maps. Internet site: http://maps.google.com/.

Hill, John R. 2002. Earthquake Near Evansville: Another Warning of Things to Come. The
Trustees of Indiana University, Indiana Geological Survey. Internet site:
http://igs.indiana.edu/geology/earthquakes/preparedness/index.cfm.

Illinois Department of Transportation and The Illinois State Historical Society. 1973.
Historical Marker at Kiwanis Park, west side of IL 1, at north edge of Paris. Internet site:
http://www.historyillinois.org/frames/markers/247.htm.

Maverick Energy, Inc. 2002. Geology and History of Illinois Basin. Internet site:
http://www.maverickenergy.com/illinois.htm.
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Pavlis, Gary L., et. al. 2005. Structure and Seismicity of the Wabash Valley Seismic Zone.
Department of Geological Sciences, Indiana University, Bloomington IN. Internet site:
http://erp-web.er.usgs.gov/reports/annsum/vol45/ceu/03hqgr0103ann.htm.

Southern Illinois University. 2003. Earthquakes and the New Madrid Seismic Zone.
Department of Geology. Internet site: http://www.science.siu.edu/geology/quakes/
nmadrid.html.

Swann, David H. 2006. A Summary of Geologic History of the Illinois Basin. Illinois Oil and
Gas Association. Internet site: http://www.ioga.com/Special/Geohist.htm.

Treworgy, Janis D. 1981. Structural features in Illinois: a compendium. Illinois State
Geological Survey Circular 519. 22 p.

U.S. Census Bureau. 2000. Census 2000 Demographic Profile Highlights. Internet site:
http://www.census.gov/.

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Wetland Maps. Internet site: http://wetlandsfws.er.usgs.gov.

U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1999. Soil Survey of Edgar County, lllinois. Illinois
Agricultural Experiment Station Soil Report 164. Internet site:
http://soils.usda.gov/survey/online_surveys/illinois/edgar/man.pdf.

U.S. Geological Survey. 2005. Earthquake Hazards Program — 1997 Maximum Considered
Earthquake Ground Motion for the Conterminous 48 States. Internet site:
http://eqdesign.cr.usgs.gov/html/design-lookup.html.

Willman, H. B. et. al. 1975. Handbook of Illinois stratigraphy. Illinois State Geological
Survey Bulletin 95. 261 p.

Willman, H. B.; Frye, John C. 1970. Pleistocene stratigraphy of Illinois. Illinois State
Geological Survey Bulletin 94. 204 p.

7. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

No other projects are planned in the project vicinity or in nearby areas. Therefore, no
adverse cumulative impacts are anticipated to occur in conjunction with the proposed action.

8. LIST OF PREPARERS

Applicant Representative
Duane Fidler

Assistant Coordinator
Edgar County ESDA
P.O. Box 1002

Paris, Illinois 61944
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Client Manager

Kenneth W. Liss, L.P.G.

Director, Springfield Office

Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
3535 Mayflower Boulevard

Springfield, Illinois 62711-9405

Project Manager and Principal Investigator

Mahlon T. Hewitt I, L.P.G.
Hydrogeologist

Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
3535 Mayflower Boulevard

Springfield, Illinois 62711-9405

Investigator & Preparer

Brian A. Manci

Environmental Scientist 111

Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
3535 Mayflower Boulevard

Springfield, lllinois 62711-9405

Building Design

Dan Pederson

Jack Walters & Sons, Corp.
6600 Midland Court

P.O. Box 388

Allenton, Wisconsin 53002

9. LIST OF DISTRIBUTION

The EA will be available for review by the appropriate state agencies, as well as the public.

A copy of the EA will be sent to the following:

e Jeanne Millin, Federal Emergency Management Agency Region V, Regional

Environmental Officer, Chicago, Illinois;

e Deborah Wagner, Federal Emergency Management Agency Region V, CSEP

Program Manager, Chicago, Illinois;

e Amanda Ratliff, Federal Emergency Management Agency Region V, Regional

Preparedness Officer, Chicago, Illinois;
e Duane Fidler, Edgar County ESDA, Paris, Illinois;

e Jana Fairow, lllinois Emergency Management Agency, CSEP Program Manager,

Springfield, Illinois; and

e Public Availability, Paris Public Library, Paris, Illinois.
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Appendix A — Figures

Figure 1 Regional Map

Figure 2  Locator Map

Figure 3  Project Area

Figure 4  Proposed Action/Alternative Action Location

Figure 5 Floor Plan — Proposed/Alternative Action

Figure 6 NRCS Soil Map, Paris, Edgar County, Illinois

Figure 7 Digital Flood Insurance Rate Map for Paris, Edgar County, Illinois

Figure 8 National Wetlands Inventory Map for Paris, Edgar County, Illinois
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Figure 6 NRCS Soil Map, Paris, Edgar County, Illinois
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Appendix B — Acronyms
LIST OF ACRONYMS

APE
AST
ASTM
CEQ
CFR
CSEP
EA
EDR
EIS
EMS
EPA
EO
ESA
ESDA
FEMA
FIRM
FONSI
FPPA
HAZMAT
IBC
IDOA
IEMA
IEPA
IHPA
MSFCMA
NAAQS
NCA
NECD
NEPA
NGVD
NHPA
NRCS
NRHP
OSHA
PFD
SHPO
TDES
USACE
USFWS

Avrea of Potential Effect

Above Ground Storage Tank

American Society for Testing Materials

Council on Environmental Quality

Code of Federal Regulations

Chemical Stockpile and Emergency Preparedness
Environmental Assessment

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
Environmental Impact Statement

Emergency Medical Service

Environmental Protection Agency

Executive Order

Endangered Species Act

Edgar County Emergency Services & Disaster Agency
Federal Emergency Management Agency

Flood Insurance Rate Map

Finding of No Significant Impact

Farmland Protection Policy Act

Hazardous Material(s)

International Building Code

[llinois Department of Agriculture

Illinois Emergency Management Agency

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency

Illinois Historic Preservation Agency
Magnunson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
National Ambient Air Quality Standards

Noise Control Act of 1972

Newport Chemical Depot

National Environmental Policy Act

National Geodetic Vertical Datum

National Historic Preservation Act

Natural Resources Conservation Service

National Register of Historic Places
Occupational Safety and Health Act

Paris Fire Department

State Historic Preservation Officer

Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage Facility — Paris, 1L

Final Draft Environmental Assessment
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Appendix C — Agency Correspondence

Figure 1 Illinois Department of Agriculture

Figure 2 Department of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Figure 3  Illinois Environmental Protection Agency

Figure 4 U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Figure 5 Illinois Department of Natural Resources

Figure 6 City of Paris

Figure 7 Edgar County Commissioners

Figure 8 Illinois Historic Preservation Agency

Figure 9 Petition Requesting Amendment of the City of Paris Zoning Ordinance
Figure 10 Paris Plan Commission Meeting Schedule and Minutes

Figure 11 Paris City Council Minutes
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€  RodR. Blagojevich, Governor » Chuck Hartke, Director

Bureau of Land and Water Resources
State Fairgrounds = P.O. Box 19281 « Springfield, TT, 62794-9281 « 217/782-6297 » TDD 217/524-6858 + Fax 217/557-0993

December 6, 2005

Mr. Mahlon T. Hewitt [ll, L.P.G.

Andrews Environmental Engineering Inc.
3535 Mayflower Blvd. '
Springfield, lllinois 62702

Re: Edgar County Emergency Service and Disaster Agency (ESDA)
City of Paris, lllinois
FEMA Funds

Dear Mr. Hewitt:

The lllinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA} has examined the above-referenced project for its
potential impact to agricultural land in order to determine its compliance with the [llinois Farmland
Preservation Act (505 ILCS 75/1 et seq.). Our analysis also relates to the federal Farmland
Protection Policy Act (7 USC 4201 et seq.) which specifies that federal actions affecting farmland
conversion shall be consistent with state and local programs to protect farmland.

The project involves the construction of a regional HazMat and fire training facility on an 18.36 -acre
site that is zoned by the City for Special Use. Because the site is located within Paris’ corporate
boundaries and the project does not impact agricultural land, the IDOA has determined the project
complies with the lllinois Farmland Preservation Act.

Sincerely,

e

Steven D. Chard, Acting Chief
Bureau of Land and Water Resources

SDC:TS

cc: Agency Project File

Figure 1  Illinois Department of Agriculture



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, LOUISVILLE
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
NEWBURGH REGULATORY OFFICE
P.O. Box 489
NEWBURGH, INDIANA 47629-0489
FAX: (812) 858-2678
http:/iwww.Irl.usace.army.mil

November 7, 2006

Operations Division
Regulatory Branch (South)
ID No. LRL-2006-1555-jmb

Mahlon T. Hewitt, III

Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
3535 Mayflower Blvd.

Springfield, Illinois 62707

Dear Mr. Hewitt:

This is in regard to your letter of July 21, 2006 on behalf of
Edgar County Emergency Service and Disaster Agency (ESDA), concerning a
proposal to construct several regional Hazmat and fire training
facilities. These facilities are proposed to be constructed on two
separate sites, one in Paris, Edgar County, Illinois and one in
Chrisman, Edgar County, Illinois.

This determination is approved based on the information provided by
you. It does not appear that a Department of the Army permit will be
needed since the proposed building locations referenced above do not
include or contain any "waters of the United States (U.S.)." "Waters of
the U.5." include all waters which are currently used, were used in the
past, or may be susceptible to use in interstate or foreign commerce.

If the project would necessitate the discharge of dredged or fill
material into "waters of the U.S.," including wetlands, plans should be
submitted for our review.

Our comments on this project are limited to only those effects
which may fall within our area of jurisdiction and thus does not obviate
the need to obtain other permits from state or local agencies. Lack of
comments on other environmental aspects should not be construed as
either concurrence or nonconcurrence with stated environmental effects.

Figure 2 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers




If we can be of any further assistance, please contact us by

writing to the above address, ATTN:
Any correspondence on this matter should refer to our ID

853-9715.
Number LRL-2006-1555-jmb.

Copy furnished:

Mr. Bernard Killian

Director

Permits Section

Environmental Protection Agency
1020 North Grand Avenue East
P.0. Box 19276

Springfield, Illinocis 62794-9676

CELRL-0OP-FS, or call me at (812)

Sincerely,

<
,_Q,L__gfz
Jarrod Bonnick

Regulatory Specialist
Regulatory Branch

Bonnick/OP-FS/noperm.doc

Figure 2 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers



ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

10271 NorTH GRAND AVENUE East, P.O. Box 19276, SPRINGRELD, ILUNOIS 62794-9276 —{ 217) 782-3397
James R, THompson CeNTER, 100 WEST RANDOLPH, SUiTE 11-300, CHICAGO, IL 60601 — (312) B14-6026

RO.D R. BLAGOJEVICH, GOVERNOR DoudcLAs P. 5coTT, DIRECTOR
217-782-0547

January 13, 2006

Mr. Mahlon T. Hewitt ITI, L.P.G.
Manager, Environmental Services
Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
3535 Mayflower Blvd.

Springfield, IL. 62711

Dear Mr. Hewitt:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed construction of the Paris, IL
Regional Hazmat and Fire Training Facility.

The Agency has no objections the project; however a permit will be required from the Division
of Water Pollution Control if the public sanitary sewer system must be extended to serve this
project. If more than one acre is disturbed during construction, a construction site activity
stormwater NPDES permit will be required from the Division of Water Pollution Control. If you
have further questions please contact Al Keller at 217-782-0610.

B ap fitian.

Bernard P. Killian
Deputy Director

Figure 3 Tilinois Environmental Protection Agency

Rockrar — 4302 North Main Street, Ruckford, IL 61103 ~ (815) 987-7760 ¢ Des PLanes — 9511 W. Harrison 5t., Des Plaines, IL 60016 - (847} 294-4000
ELGiN — 595 South State, Elgin, IL 60123 - (847) 608-3131 = Proria— 5413 N. University 5t., Peoria, IL 681614 — {309) 693-5463
BUREAU OF LAND - PEORIA ~ 7620 N. University St., Peoria, IL 61674 ~ (309) £93-5462 =  CHAMPAIGN — 2125 South First Street, Champaign, IL 61820 - (217) 278-5800
SPRINGFIELD — 4500 S. Sixth Street Rd., Springfield, Il 62706 — (217} 786-6892 =  COLLINSVILLE =~ 2009 Mall Street, Collinsville, IL 62234 — (618) 346-5120
Marion — 2309 W, Main SL., Suite 116, Marion, |l. 62959 — (518) 993-7200
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United States Department of the Interior /- REUH VA
: D -
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE A £C 2005
Marion Illinois Suboffice (ES)
8588 Route 148
Marion, TL 62959
(618) 997-3344

December 22, 2005

Mr. Mahion T. Hewitt, III

Manager, Environmental Services
Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
3535 Mayflower Blvd.

Springfield, Illinois 62711

Dear Mr. Hewitt:

This is in reference to your recent letter pertaining to the preparation of an Environmental
Assessment on behalf of the Edgar County Emergency Management Service and Disaster
Agency for the construction of a regional HazMat and fire training facility in the City of
Paris, Tllinois. Within your letter you requested documentation of consultation with the
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) to ensure compliance with the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management Act and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and to
ensure that there are no Service objections to the proposed project.

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (Act) applies to
fishery resources off the coasts of the United States and the anadromous species and
continental shelf fishery resources of the United States. The Act is administered by the
National Marine Fisheries Service. Therefore, we cannot provide comments concerning
compliance with this Act. '

This office does not address compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. We will
forward your request, along with a copy of this letter, to our Division of Migratory Birds
in Ft. Snelling, Minnesota for their consideration.

To assist in preparation of your Environmental Assessment, the following is a list of
federally listed threatened and endangered species that have ranges that include the
concerned area:

Classification  Common Name Scientific Name Habitat

Endangered Indiana bat Myotis sodalis Caves, mines; small stream
‘ corridors with well developed
riparian woods; upland and
bottomland forests

Figure 4 U, S. Fish and Wildlife Service



Mr. Mahlon T. Hewitt, IT1 2.

There is no designated critical habitat in the project area at this time.

The Environmental Assessment should evaluate the impacts of the proposed action on
these species. Should it be determined that the proposed action “may affect” listed
species, further consultation and/or coordination with the Service is required. A “may
affect” conclusion is appropriate when a proposed action may pose any effects on listed
species or critical habitat. Information pertaining to consultation with the Service
pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, may be found
at http://www.fws.gov/endangered/consultations/consultations.pdf and
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/consultations/s 7hndbk/s7hndbk.htm.

Please contact either myself at 618/997-3344, ext. 340, or Mike Thomas of my staff at
ext. 343, should you have any questions.

A. Collins

. -

ssistant Field Supervisor

Sincerely,

cc: IDNR (Rettig)
USFWS (R3 - Migratory Birds)
IEMA
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lllinois Department of/ -

Natural Resources |- BEC 2005 I:Hod A. Blagojevieh, Governar
One Natural Resources Way - Springfield, illincis- 62702-12 %) Joal Brunsvold, Direclor
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DEPARTMENT OF
’/NATURAL RESOURCES

CONSULTATION AGENCY ACTION REPGRT MDY 212005

(Illinois Administrative Code Title 17 Part 1075) e ?,é

\

Division of Resource Review and Cpordination
Todd Rettig, Division Manager

: N-11-0
pueswmes 1= 01-08 ror peraRIENT UsE oy
’ BSTrE ok ot t2lzsor
IDNR response if available. PROJCODE:00O7LLY  DUE DATE: (2|24 03
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Project Address (if available): ; N
City,State, Zip: Pam < IL {1944

Township/Range/Section (e.g. T45N,R9E,S2): SEY¥ SE M Sec 2 TIMN RI2W
Brief Description of Proposed Aclion: (onstruection of a bui fdun%

Projected Start Date and End Date of Proposed Action:__ Spring 2006 Febma.rt. oot - March 2oy,
Will state funds or technical assistance support this action? [ Yes Id If Yes, the Inferngency Wetland Pnhcy Act may apply.
Contact funding agency or this Division for details,

Local/State ﬁg{:ncy with Project Jurisdiction: c;-l—u lﬂﬁ gl s

Contact: ichard Gross Phone: _ZV7 —4&6S-76ol
Address: _ [lo. w Washin g:hgy_\ Sy Pacis 1L G1A4Y Fax: 2\ - G- 1285

FOR DEFARTMENT USE ONLY

Are endangered/thrertened species or Natural Areas present in the vicinity of the action? [ Yes @
Could the proposed action adversely affect the endangered/threatened species or Natural Area? [ Yes I@
Is consultation terminated? es JNo ]
Comments:

Evalualed by:

Fod (o 12-13-05

Division of Resource Review & Coordination (217)}785-5500 Dale

Figure 5 Illinois Department of Natural Resources
Visit our website at http:/dnrstate.il.us/orep/NRRC
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FROM

CITY OF PARIS

BEOQ BOYER
COMM|SSIONER

JERRY BRANSON
COMMISSIONER

DAVID MORGAN
COMMIESIONER

MARGARET THOMASON

COMMISSIONER

ALAN GILMORE
ADMINISTRATOR

February 28, 2006

PHONE NDO, : 466 1388

ity of Pariz Yllinois
110 WEST WASKINGTON STREET

FARIS, ILLINOIS 61844

{217) 4B5-7E01 FAZ (217) #66-13808B

CRAIG SMITH, MAYOR

W11y,
\“‘“ E I%

;@,..T—‘?fp '4;%

£

R

&
g
MY

T by g st

lyy

Feb. 28 2885 @3:25PM P2

DENMNIS THIEL
CITY TREASURER

FRUIN. GARST & KASH
LEAAL COUNSEL

CATHY HIGGINS
CITY CLERK

CHUCK MILAM
BUDGET OFFICER

DAYID TROWBRIDGE
BIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROPERTY

Mr. Mahlon Hewitt 1]
Andrews Environmental Engineering Inc.
3535 Mayflower Blvd.
Springfield, IL 62711

Re: Proposed building site for the City of Paris Fire Depariment
Dear Mr. Hewitt,
The accompanying documents that you requested show that all the preliminary

work as far as zoning and the like are in place. As Mayor of the City of Paris |
wish to also add our encouragement for this upcoming project. It shall make a

large difference to all of us throughout our community.

If | can be of further assistance, please feel to call me.

Sincepais

Craig Smith
Mayor

Figure 6 City of Paris



Febroary 21, 2006
Mahlon Hewitt
Andrews Environmental

Re: Paris Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage Facility

Dear Mr. Hewitt
In reference to your inquiry about the proposed building site, it doesn’t
appear that Edgar County has any issues regarding zoning, building permit

requirements or other requirements/objections that must be addressed before
proceeding with the proposed activity.

Thank you,

James D. Keller
Edgar County Board Chairman

4

Figure“7 Edgar County Commissioners



Illinois Historic
==+ Preservation Agency

.. Vaice (217) 782-4836

1" 1 Old State Capitol Plaza * Springfield, lllinois 62701-1512 « Teletypewriter Only (217) 524-7128

Bdgar County Lo PLEASE REFER TO: THPA LOG #016122305 www.illinois-history.gov '
Paris : ' ’ R
Along the East side of Cherry Pt. Rd., North of the intersection of Cherry Pt. Rd., and 1100 N. Rd.,
Paris,

FEMA,
New Construction, Emergency Operations Ceater

Jamary 23, 2006

Mahlon Hewitt

Andrews Environmental Engineering Inc.
3535 Mayflower Bivd.

Springfield, IL 62711

Dear Mr. Hewittb:

We have reviewed the documentation submitted for the referenced project(s) in accordance with 36 CFR
Part B00.4. Based upon the information provided, no historic properties are affected. We, therefore,
have no objection to the undertaking proceeding as planned.

Please retain this letter in your files as evidence of compliance with section 106 of the Natiomal
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. This clearance remaing in effect for two (2} years from
date of issuance. It does not pertain to any discovery during construction, nor is it a clearance for
purposes of the Tllinois Human Skeletal Remaing Protection Act (20 ILCS 3440).

If you are an applicant, please submit a copy of this letter to the state or federal agency from which
you cbtain any permit, license, grant, or other assistance.

Sinceraly,

Anne E. Haaker

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

AEH

cC:

Figuf’_e 8 llinois Historic Preservation Agency

FPrinted on Recycled Paper
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CITY OF PARIS PHONE NO. : 466 1368 Feh. 2B 2U86 W3:27FPM F&

STATE OF ILLINOIS )

)
COUNTY OF EDCAR )

NOoOTPTICE

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that z Petition filed by the City of Paris reguescing
an amendment to the City of Paris Zoning Ordinance was filed on the s 4 day
of Octeber, 2005 in the office of the City Clerk, City of Paris, Paris,
Illinois, directed to the City Flanning Commission Lo grant a special use
permit for the real estate legally described as follaws, to-wit:

Lot No. 4, containing 8.20 acres, except 2.09 acres thereof
described as follows:

Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Lot in the
center of the Cherry Point Wagon Road, thence East §
chains, cthence South 4 chains, thence West £4,486
chains fto the center of said Wagon Road, thence
northerly along the center of said road to the place
of beginning.

leaving 6.11 acres, more or lese; alsp Lot No. 5, containing
6.85 acres, more or lesgs; also Lot No. B, containing 4.75
acres., more of less; and also Lot No. 9 containing 1 acre,
more or lees; All of said Lots being of the County Clerk’'s
Subdivision of the Scutheast Quarter of Section 26, in
Township 14 North and in Range 12 West of the 2% 2.M., as
shown by plat in Plat Rook. 2, page 19 of the Records of Edgar
County, Illinois, and containing in all 18.86 acres, more or
iegss.

fr i |
Said real estate is now zoned R2, single family residence district, and a
special use permit would be granced f£or the construction of a government
building teo he used as a training facilicy by the City of Paris Fire

Department.
NOTICE is hereby given that a public hearing before the Cicy Planning

Commission on =zaid Petition will be held at City Hall, Paris, Illinois, on ths
31 day of November, 2005 at 5:00 p.m.

NED JENISQW, Chairman
City Planning Commission

Figure 9 Petition Requesting Amendment of thé City of Paris Zoning Ordinance
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FETITION TO ANEND
CITY QF PARIS ZONING ORDINANCE

Now comes the CITY OF PARIS, pursuant Lo Article XXIT, BSection 2 of
Title XV, 2ppendix A, to petition for an amendment to the City of Parisz Zoning
Ordinances, and in support thereof, would allege as follows:

1. That the CITY OF PARIS is owner of real estate legally described

as follows, to-wit:

Lot No. £, containing B.20 acres, except 2.09 acres TCharsof
described as follows:

Beginning at the Noxthwest corner of said Lot in the
cencter of the Cherry Point Wagon Road, thence East &
¢hains, thence South 4 chains, thence West 4.4¢
chains to the center of said Wagon Road, thence
northerly along the center of said road to the place
of beginning.

leaving £.11 acres, more or less; also Lot No. 5, containing
6.85 acres, more or less: also Lot No. 8, containing £.75
acres, more or less; and alse Lot No. 9 containing 1 acre,
more or less; All of said Lots being of the County Clerk’s
Subdivision of the Southeast Quarter of Section 26, in
Township 14 North and in Range 12 West of the 2™ P.M., as
shown by plat in Plat Book 2, page 19 of the Records of Edgar
Eounty, Illinois, and containing in all 18.86 acres, more or
2EE,

2. That the CITY COUNCIL OF P2RTS, Illinois, passed and the Mayor
approved on July 8, 1968, Ordinance No. 29, Series 1968, entitled “The Cicy

of Paris Zoning Ordinance”.

3. That the property is presently unimproved.

4, That the property is now zomed R2Z, a single-family residence
discrict,

5. That the CITY OF PARTIS would propose to use part of the above

described premises for construction of a building which would include bays
for vehicles, meetinyg rooms for classes and areas for storage; would include
outdoor storage tanks and storage containers and parking, which said facility
Lwould 'be totally enclosed by a faence. The facility would be uzed for
training by the Fire Department. The balance of the above described premises
would remain jn its present conditisn, as natural habitat adjacent to
Blackhawk Park and adjacent to the West Twin Lake.

8, Thatr the CITY OF PARIS would regquest that the property be re-
zoned for z special use regulation under Article XVI, Seccion 1A(8), as a
public or government: building, =and that the property would revert kg R2 in



FROM @ CITY OF PARIS PHONE NO, : 466 1388 Feh. 28 2866 H3:28PM P

the event that it ever cea=zed being used ag a Lraining fscility for the Fire
Departmenc.

WHEREFORE, the CITY OF PARIS petitions that Che City of Paris %Zoning
Ordinance be amended by reguesting that a special use permit be granted ro
the above described real estate as set forth hereinabove.

o

DATED this <A day of October, 2005.

CITY OF PARIS, Y
?']Z&J""L' \L =

Herman Taylor, Fire Chief

By:

FRUIN, GARST & KASH (Stewven L. Gerst) )
128 North Central Avenue Lo e
. Paris, IL 61944 . :
Telephone: 217/465-41%6
Fax: 217/466-1213
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Pamis, IL Code of Ordinances

TITLE XV: LAND USAGE / APPENDIX A: ZONING / ARTICLE XVI: SPECIAL USE
REGULATIONS

ARTICLE XVI: SPECIAL USE REGULATIONS

TITLE XV: LAND USAGE / APPENDIX A: ZONING / ARTICLE XVI: SPECIAL USE
REGULATIONS / § 1. USES FOR WHICH PERMIT MAY BE GRANTED.

§ 1. USES FOR WHICH PERMIT MAY BE GRANTED.

(A)  The City Council by an affirmative two- thirds (2/3) vote may by resolution grant
a special permit for the following special uses in any district, cxcept as herein qualified, for
. which they are otherwise prohibited by this ordinance, and may impose appropriate conditions
and safeguards, including a specified period of time for the permit, to protect the comprehensive
plan and to conserve and protect property and property values in the neishborhood:

(1) Airport, landing field, or landing strip for aircraft.
(2)  Amusement park, but not within three hundred (300) feet of any “R”

Distriet.
(3) Cemetery or mausoleum.
(4) Circus or carnival grounds, but not within three hundred (300) feet of any
““R” District.
(5) Commercial, recreational or amusement development for ternporary or
seasonal periods.

(6)  Hospital or institution, provided that any hospital or institution building
permitted in any “R” Disfrict shall be located on a site of not less than five (5) acres, shall not
occupy more than ten percent (10%) of the total lot area and shall be set back at least one
hundred (100) feet from all lot lines. :

(7)  Privately operated community building or recreation field.
(8) Any public or government building.
(%)  Radio or television broadcasting tower or station.

(10)  Tourist or trailer camp in the C-2 Commercial District or the M-1 Light
Industrial District and ils extension into an abutting Residential District, provided such tourist or
trailer camp shall comply with the following and such additional requirements as may be deemed

American Legal Publishing Corp. 1
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Paris, II. Code of Qrdinances
necessary for proper development and the protection of the surrounding area:

(a) All appropriate state, county and city sanitation regulations shall be
strictly observed.

(b) At least two thousand (2,000) square feet of lot area per trailer
shall be provided; no trailer shall be parked closer fo the street or highway than the required front
yard setback or closcr than twenty-five (25) feet to any property line; and a clearance of not less

. than twenty (20) feet shall be maintained between trailer coaches on all sides.

(c) Trailer coach spaces shall abut upon a hard-surfaced driveway or
access way of not less than twenty-five (25) fest in width.

(d) Service building or other facilities for bathing, laundry and
sanitation, as required by the state and local health regulations, shall be located at least twenty
(20) feet from the side and rear lot lines, and shall be accessible to all trailer coaches by means of
the access drives or hard-surfaced walks.

(e) Whcrever practicable, space shall be reserved for recreation and a
playground.

(11) Warchouse in any R-1 Residential District.

(12)  Personal scrvices uses including barber shops, beauty parlors,
photographic or artist studios,

messengers, and other personal service uses of a similar character, wherein there are three (3)
employees or less, provided that the owner of the business shall also be counted as an employee.

(B)  Before authorization of any of the above special uses, the request therefor shall be
referred to the City Plan Commission for study and report concerning the effect of the proposed
use on the comprehensive plan and on the character and development of the neighborheod and a
public hearing shall be held in rclation thereto before the Plan Commission, notice and
publication of the time and place for which shall conform Lo the procedure prescribed in Article
XX for hearings on amendments. Ifno report is transmitted by the Plan Commission within
sixty (60) days of notification, the City Council may take action without further awaiting such
report.

(C)  Any proposed special use shall otherwise comply with all the regulations set forth
In this ordinance for the district in which such use is located, except that the City Council may
permit hospitals and mstitutions to exceed the height limitations of such district.

(Am. Ord. 1968-37, passcd 9-9-1968; Am. Ord. 1987-16, passed 8-24-1987; Am. Ord. 1993-31,
passed 12-13-1993; Armn. Ord. 1995-34, passed 12-11-1995)

American Legal Publishing Corp. 2
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T

Paris, IL. Code of Ordinances

TITLE XV: LAND USAGE / APPENDIX A: ZONING / ARTICLE XVI: SPECIAL USE
REGULATIONS / § 2. RESIDENCE DEVELOPMENT PLAN.

§ 2. RESIDENCE DEVELOPMENT PLAN.

An authorized agency of the municipal, county, state or federal government or the owner
or owners of any tract of land comprising an area of not less than ten (10} acres may submit to
the City Council a plan for the use and development of all of the tract of land for residential and
allied purposes. The development plan shall be referred to the City Plan Commission for study
and report and for public hearings. Notice and publication of such public hearings shall conform
to the procedures prescribed in Article XXII for hearings on changes and amendments. If the
Commuission approves the plans, these shall then be submitted to the City Counci! for
consideration and action. The

approval and recommendations of the Commission shall be accompanied by a report stating the
reasons for approval of the application and specific evidence and facts showing that the proposed
community unit plan meets the following conditions:

(A)  The propcrty adjacent to the area included in the plan will not be adversely
affected, and to this end the Commission may requirc, in the absence of an appropriale physical
barner, that uses of least intensity or a buffer of open space or screening be arranged along the
borders of the project.

(B)  The plan is consistent with the intent and purposes of this ordinance to promote
public health, safety, morals and general welfare.

(C)  The buildings shall be used only for single- family dwellings, two-family
dwellings, or multiple dwellings, and the usual accessory uses such as private or storage garages,
storage space, and for cornmunity activities, including churches.

(D)  The average lot area per family contained in the sitc, exclusive of the area
occupied by streets, will not be less than the lot area per family required in the district in which
the development is located.

If the City Council approves the plans, building permits and certificates of ococupancy
may be issued even though the use of land and the location and height of buildings to be erected
in the area and the yards and open space contemplated by the plan do not conform in all respects
to the district regulatjons of the district in which it is located.

[#X]

American Legal Publishing Corp.
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Paris Plan Commission

To: Plan Commission Members

Donna Garver Joanna Hebermehl Virginia Holley
Ned Jenison (Gene Rigdon Jerry Sweeley

From: Richard Gross
Subject: Plan Commission Public Hearing & Meeting, 5:00 p.m., Nov. 3, 2005
Date: October 31, 2005

The Plan Commission has received an additional item for consideration, which will be on
the agenda at the above meeting. It is:

¢ Review of a request for a for a Special Use Permit, as allowed by Article
XVI of the City of Paris Zoning Ordinance, for a 18.86 acre tract located
along Cherry Point Road north west of Parls, The subject article allows
the special use of land in areas where they would otherwise be prohibited
by ordinance. The request is being made by the City of Paris in order to
construct a training facilify for City fire fighters and other area fire
personnel in an area currently zoned R-1 Single Family Residential.

We will meet in the City Hall Meeting Room at 5:00 p.m., Thursday, November 3, 2005,
Enclosed are copies of the petition as well as a location map for your review.

If you are unable to attend, please contact Cathy Higgins at 465-7601.

Cc:  Cathy Higgins Alan Gilmore
Mayor Smith Steve Garst

Figure 10 Paris Plan Commission Meeting Schedule and Minutes
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PARIS PLAN COMMISSION

Minutes of November 3, 2005 Meeting

At the scheduled Plan Commission meeting noted above, the following members were in
attendance:

Donna Garver Ned Jenison Gene Rigdon Richard Gross
Virginia Holley Jerry Sweeley

Chairman Jenison called the meeting to order at 5:02 p.m. The only member of the public in
attendance was Fire Chief Herman Taylor.

The first jtem for consideration by the Commission was a request for a Special Use Permit, as
allowed by Article XVI of the City of Paris Zoning Ordinance, for an 18.86 acre tract (see
attached notice for legal description) located along Cherry Point Road northwest of Paris. The
subject article allows the special use of land in areas where they would otherwise be prohibited
by ordinance. The article further states that the Special Use Permit will expire and the zoning
revert back the origmal usage upon the abandonment of the approved special use. The request is
being made by the City of Paris in order to allow the construction of a training facility for City
fire fighters as well as other area emergency personnel in an area currently zoned R-1 Single
Family Residential.

Paris Fire Chicf Herman Taylor presented an aerial photograph of the subject tract with the
layout of the proposed facility superimposed. Chief Taylor cmphasized that only area
immediately swrounding the actual facility would be fenced while the existing wild life areas
would remain available to the public. The Chief emphasized that smoke emissions from the
facility would be very limited as smoke generators would be utilized with no any actua)] burning
taking place. The Chief also stated that he had discussed the project with the adjacent property
owners along with representatives for Blackhawk Park and had received no adverse cormuments.
Review of the submittal brought consensus among the commission members,

A motion was made by Garver and seconded by Holley, that the Commission recommend
to the City Council that the Special Use Permit be approved. The motion was
unanimously approved.

The next item for consideration by the Commission was a request by Verlin Funkhouser for a
waiver of the maximum allowable size for accessory buildings of one thousand (1,000) square
Tcet stipulated in the City of Paris Zoning Ordinance, Article V, 2(9). Mr. Funkhouser wishes to
construct a 30°x48” (1,440 sq. ft.) storage building on his one (1.0) acre tract located at 11100
Cherry Point Strect. Review of the site and of an affidavit furmished by Mr. Funkhouser that
contained the signatures of his neighbors attesting that they had no objections to the proposed
construction brought consensus among the commission members present.

A motion was made by Rigden and seconded by Garver, that the Commission recommend

to the City Council that waiver from City of Paris Zoning Ordinance be granted. The
motion was unanimously approved.

lof2
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PR

PARIS PLAN COMMISSION

Respectfully submitted,

) £

Richard Gross

Code Compliance Officer

Cc:Ned Jenison Donna Garver Joanna Hebermeh!  Jerry Sweeley
Virginia Holley ~ Gene Rigdon Steve Garst Alan Gilmore
Cathy Higgins Craig Smith Bob Boyer

20f2
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401

FROM : CITY OF PARIS "

A Minutes for November 14, 2005
REGULAR MEETING 6:30 PM

Mayor Smith called the regular meeting of the Paris City Council to order at 6:30 P.M. Commissionar

Thomason said the opening prayer. Present on rof] call were Commissioners Boyer, Branson,
Morgan, Thomason and Mayar Smith.

The Pledge of Allegiance was repeated in unison,

PROCLAMATIONS

CITIZENS PARTICIPATION

‘He's catled 1o police but would like some help or guidance from the Council. Council stated they
would check into the matter and get back with Gene,

PETITIONS, CORRESPONDENCE, AWAﬁDS

CONSENT AGENDA

Commissioner Branson moved for approval of the Consent Agenda, Commissioner Morgan
seconded the motlon. |ncluded on the consent agenda were the minutes of the October 24, 2005
maeling, bills and saiaries paid previously §112,576.47 and bills and salaries to be paid $229,124.56,
approval of 4 purchase orders and approval of 1 water tap. All answered aye on rol| call, no nays,

ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS
1. ORDINANGE NO. 42 SERIES 2005, Ordinance Adopting Comprehensive Plan Amendment.
Commissioner Morgan introduced and moved to adopt the ordinance, Commissioner Boyer
seconded the motion. Commissicner Branson moved to waive the reading, Commissioner

introduced and moved to adopt the ordinance, Commissloner Branson seconded the rotlon,
Comniissioner Bover moved to waive the reading, Commissioner Branson seconded the
motion. All answered aye on rall call for both moations, No nays.

At this-time, Mayor Smith read g letter three of the Councii members have signed to serve as

disclosura of their direct ownership intersst in properties they own Iocated within the proposad
amended boundaries of the Downtown Paris Redevelopment Area.

3. RESOLUTION Establishing a Time and Place for a Public Hearing to Cansider the Proposad

nays.

4. RESOLUTION Establishing a Time and Place for a Public Hearing to Consider the Proposed

" 2005 Amendment to the Tax Increment Financing Redevelopment Plan and Redevelopment
Project for the Downtown Paris Redevelopment Project Area. Commissioner Morgan
introduced and moved to adopt the resolution, Commissioner Boyer seconded the mation.
Ayes: Boyer and Branson. Abstained: Morgan, Thomason, and Smith, No nays

COMMISSIONERS REPORTS
tAayor Smith "

1. Motion: to approve declaring 2" Annual Guns and Hoses basketball game on November 19
as a muniicipally spansored event for werkmen's comp coverage. Mayor Smith moved to
approve the game, Commissioner Morgan seconded the motion. “All answered aye on roll call,
no nays,

2, Mntk:r}::s to approve application for Downtown Revitalization Loan for Mary Goddard fo_r $5,000.
Mayor Smith moved to approve the loan, Commissioner Thomason secondad the motion. All
answered aye on roll call, no nays. )

3. Mayor Smith moved to approve the TIF Advisory Board recommendations for Fhyllis Wright of
Little Tree Property Management dba “Five and Dime Coffee House", Mrs. Wright has
requested either a $5,000 grant or a $5,000 low interest loan for the purchase of an ice
machine, oven and freezer, The Committee is recommending the Council approve a $1..200
grant and a $2,800 3% low interest loan amoriized over aferm of & years. The TIF Advisory
Board further recommends that the City Councii approve this commitmsnt cantingent upon

Figure 11 Paris City Council Minutes
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Mrs, Wright closing on the loan documents with City Attorney Garst no later than February 15,
20086 and that no grant or loan proceeds be disbursed untif the |oan closing is completed and
Mrs. Wright submits sales receipts for purchase of the restaurant equipment described above.
She must also appropriately seek uniform commercial code filing, Commissioner Boyer
seconded the motion. All answered aye on roll call, no nays.

Commissioner Boyer

1. Motlon: Approve Planning Commission's recommendation to approve a request for a waiver of
maximum size of building at 1110 Cherry Point Street for Veriin Funkhouser. Commissioner
Boyer moved o apprave the Planning Commission's recommendation to waive the maximum

allowable size for an accessory bullding. Commissloner Bransan sgconded the motion. Al
answered aye on roll call, no nays.

Branson seconded the motion, All answered aye on roll call. No nays,
3. Motion: Approve notice for bids for demolition for 228 Sheriff Street, Commissioner Boyer

moved to approve, Commissioner Morgan seconded the motion. All answered aye on roll call,
no nays.

" Commissioner Branson

- : } e-Rark-improvements—Removed.

2. Motlen: Approval Pay Estimate #1 to Champelgn Asphalt for WasdMosdhall/Buena Vista for
$136,869.25. Commissioner Branson moved to approve, Commissioner Boyer seconded the
motion. Al answered @ye on roll call, no nays.

3. Update on Wood Street. Commissioner Branson reported he's had positive comments; the
citizens have been caoperating nicely. Bob Colvin reported that Champalgn Asphalt has done
a good job an the project so far. The base s scheduled to be put down this week, weather
permitted.

4, Motion: Approve One-Way Traffic around Twin Lakes Park during Holiday in the Park, routing
traffic out ta Steid] Road., beginning Wednesday, November 23, 2005 untii
January §, 2006. Commissioner Branson moved to approve the one-way traffic during the
Haliday in the Park. Commissioner Boyer seconded the motion. All answered aye on roll call,
o nays.

“Mayor Smith read a Istter from Jim Englum praising the Street Dapartment regarding the tree
removal next to his business. The tree remaval, sidewalk removal and replacement and cleanup
were all done with professionalism and with respect for one another, He was impressed with the
workers and the job they performed.

Commissioner Morgan _ .
1. Update on Eads Subdivision Sewer project. Bob Colvin stated he is impressed with the job
Curry Construction is doing and things are progressing nicely.

2. Update on water project. The second well has been pumped and perfarmed like the first, 1200
galion per minute,

3. Motion: to approve letter of agreament authorizing the City to Install 8 manhole on the James
Campbell property, Clinton Road. Commissioner Morgan moved to approve the agreement,
. Cammissioner Branson seconded the motion. All answered aye on roll call, no Rays.
~ . 4. Motion: to approve invoice from Yates Engineering for Waodhall Project for $6,247.50.

Commissioner Morgan moved to approve, Commissioner Branson seconded the motion. All
answered aye on roll call, no nays.

CGommissioner Thomason

Nothing to report, Howevaer, the Mayor announced the Grand Opening of Margaret's new
Eusiness, Stress Less Emporium, and invited the Council and public to chack it out.

'TREASURER'S REPORT
a Treasurer Dennis Thiel reported that the situation with the Bookkeeper has kept him from
- gsthing the Treasurer's Report to the Coungil. He has, howaver, reconciled with the: Bank. He

passed out the October report showing ths cash balance.

ADMINISTRATOR'S REFPORT

CITY ATTORNEY'S REFORT

OTHER REPORTS

CITIZEN'S PARTICIPATION

OLD BUSINESS
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NEW BUSINESS

OTHER MATTERS TO COME BEFORE THE COUNGIL

EXECUTIVE SESSION

AT 7:00 PM Commissioner Branson moved to go to Executive Session, Commissioner Boyer
seconded the motion. All answered aye on roll call, no nays. Discugslon was held regarding pending
litigation and Collective Bargaining Matters. At 7:10 PM Commissioner Branson moved fo retumn to
open sesslon, Commissioner Boyer seconded the motion. All answered aye on rall call, no nays,

Atthis time, Commissioner Morgan moved to approve the Teamsters contract with the amendment of

the letter dated November 11, 2005, Commissioner Branson seconded the motion. All answered aye
on roll call, no nays.

Commissioner Morgan then moved to approve hiring Yatss Professional Engineering, INC. to work on
the pumps and hydraulics for the new water plant project. Commissioner Bransan seconded the

mation. All answered aye on roll call, ne nays. Commissioner Morgan will also request an updated
letter of Yates' fees.

Next Commissioner Morgan moved touse B & T Drainage for excavation on Clinton Road at the
James Campbell property at a cost of $3,700 and Dirt Poor Landscaping for $2,300 for the tree
removal at the same property, Commissioner Boyer seconded the motion. All answered aye on roll

call, no nays,
ADJOURNMENT

At7:30 PM Commissioner Boyer moved to adjourn, Commissioner Branson seconded the motion. All
answered aye on roll call, no nays.

28 Joss (L, ‘L—\k@m:
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Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage Facility — Paris, 1L Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
Final Draft Environmental Assessment
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470 Legal Notices

Office, rume Community
Center.

Bated this 11th day of
July 2606 .
Barbara (.. Board, Clark
Viltage of Hurme
County of Edgar

State of linois

PUBLIC NOTICE

of the intent to Con-  ° ‘

Btruct a Training and
Decontamination
: 'Eqijlpment Staraga .
Faclllty

The Publlc
notifiad of tha mténi of
the ' Edgar County
Emergancy Service and
Disasier - Agency {ES-
DA) to construct Train-
ing .end Decontamlna-
tion Equipment Storaga
(TDES)  faciliies  in

“Chrisman and in Paris,

Minais.

The need for construc-
fiori ~of the proposed
TDES facilites is based
upon the on-going de-
chemical

Newport Chemical’ De-
pot (NECD), WNewport,
indidna as mandated
oy Public Law '939-145,
Construction of the pro-
‘pasad TDES ‘Facilities
will provide - & socure
space for ‘emergency
training and the slorage
of decontamination
equipment that does
not riow exist @t the cur-

-rent fire or pollece sta-

tions that' are deemed
necessary 1o protect
the public in zreas that
could be affactad in the
event of an accident/in-
tident’ involving chemi-
cal agents stored at the
HECD: .

is hqreby .

Funding-. -+ the. pro-
posed TDES faciligies! Is
to be provided through’
u.S: Army and the U.
8. Depanment ° of

Homeland Becurity's
Federal Emergency
" Management ~ Agency
{(FEMA) Chemigal
Stackpile and Emer-
gency E’reparadness
(GSEP) - Pragram

whose goal is to ensure
th&t. communities In the
immediale  vicinity.. ot
tha, depots- are capable
of - providing maximum
protection from chemi-
cal agent hazards. |

Under the National En-
vironmental Policy Act
(NEPA), FEMA is re-
quired o consider the
effects of the short and
long term affects of the
proposed activity on the
community, public
haalth and the anviron-
menl. These. issues will
be evaluated in a draft
Environmental Assess-
ment (EA)} to be. submit-
t1ed for FEMA review
and comment.

10- Chrisman Leader, Thursday, Jul

LI L |

LEGALNOTICES
Public Notice of the Intent to
Construct a Training and
| Decontamination Equ:pment
* Storage Facility.

_ThePublic is bereby notified

of theintent of the Edgar County
. Emergency Service and Dicaster

Agency (ESDA) fo constrect
. Training and Decontamination

* Equipment Storage (TDES)

; faciliteis in Chrisman and in
' Paris, Illinois.

The need Tor construction of
the proposed TDES {acilities is
based ppon the on-poing

t destruciton of chemical agent

trazards at the Newport Chemical

' Dept (NECD), Newport, Indiana as
. mandated by Public Law $9-145.

Construction of the proposed

! TDES FAcilities will provide a

' secure.space for emergency

training and, the storage of

decontamijnation equipment that

does not now exist at the current

I fire or police stations that are

deemed necessary to protect the

" public in areas that could be

| affected in theeventofan an:udentf

| dncident involving ¢hemical
i agzms stored arthe NECD. * .,

Fund:ng of the ‘proposed

TDES facilities is to be provided

; Department of Homeland
Secunty 5 F:deral Emergency
Management Agency IFAEMA)

; Chemical Stockpue ‘and

} Emergéncy . Prepa redness
. (CSEP) ngrg.m whosegoalis to

X-ensure that communities in the

+ immediate vu:mltyof the depots
arecapableof providing maximum
Jprotection from chemicaf agent
-hazards. . g
Uader the ' "National
Eunvironmental Policy Act(NEPA),
FEMA is required to consider the
eifects of the short and long term
. affects of the proposed nctl\nty on
the community, public heaith and

! the environment. These issues
will be evaluated in a draft
EnvimnmentalAssessmem (E.A)

| tode submitted for FEMA review
and comment.

Armyand the US. '

oL
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Appendix E — EDR NEPACheck

Training and Decontamination Equipment Storage Facility — Paris, 1L Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc.
Final Draft Environmental Assessment
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