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LIST OF ACRONYMS

AAC Alaska Administrative Council
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APE Area of Potential Effect

ASCG ASCG Incorporated

BIA Bureau of Indian Affairs

BLS Below Land Surface

BMPs Best Management Practices

CAA Clean Air Act

CBRA Coastal Barrier Resources Act

CBRS Coastal Barrier Resources System
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EA Environmental Assessment
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MSL Mean Sea Level

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards
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NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service

Village of Eagle, EA \' August 31, 2009



NOAA National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration
NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination t&ys
NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service
NRHP National Register of Historic Places
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l.  INTRODUCTION

The Native Village of Eagle has applied throughAlteeska Division of Homeland Security and
Emergency Management (DHS&EM) to the U.S. Departméiromeland Security’s Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for fundingaastruct public facilities and
infrastructure. The sites are needed to replacéotinger public facilities and infrastructure
which were destroyed by the flooding and ice janad bccurred from April 28 through May 31,
2009. The event was declared a Presidential drsaistéune 11, 2009, under FEMA-1843-DR-
AK. FEMA is proposing to fund 75 percent of the tcfus this project through its Public
Assistance Program (PA) and the State of Alaskadposing to fund the remaining 25 percent.

The Village of Eagle (Village) is comprised of twites discussed in this report: the old Village
and the new Village. The old Village site was walty destroyed by the moving ice jams and
flooding that occurred during this disaster. TleaVillage site has been in the planning and
development stages since 2000.

Figure'l'."ViIEg'e- of Eagle, Alaska, Location Map

The Village of Eagle is near the Canadian border@pmately 380 road miles and 200 air miles
from Fairbanks (see Figure 1). The old Village sstlocated on the west side of the Yukon
River, three miles east of the City of Eagle (EaglEhe old Village site lies at 64.7833 N.
latitude and 141.1167 W. longitude. The new \gédiasite is shown on Figure 2 located 4 miles
southeast of the old Village site in Section 12 $, R 33 E, Fairbanks Meridian, at 66.7455 N.
latitude and 141.0475 W. longitude.



1 New Vil

Figure 2. The old Village site, the new Village st & the City of Eagle (portion of USGS
quad map Eagle D-1).

The Village of Eagle is a Han Kutchin Indian Vilagith an estimated 2008 population of 64.
The Village is a traditional Athabascan communitg gubsistence is an important part of the
local culture. A trading station for miners worgithe upper Yukon and its tributaries was
established around 1874. In 1897, the City wasdedrand named after nesting eagles on
nearby Eagle Bluff. By 1898 the population had gndwover 1,700. Eagle became the first
incorporated city in the Interior in January 19Blbwever, by 1910 Fairbanks and Nome gold
prospects had lured away many people and the Qigpsilation declined to 178. Access to the
state road system and Canada is only availablagitlie summer via the Taylor and Top of the
World Highways. A state-owned 3,600 feet long byf&& wide gravel airstrip is available, with
commercial flights originating from Fairbanks andkT In addition, float planes are able to land
on the Yukon River and although there is no pudbiick, there is a boat landing.

The Village of Eagle has been in the process ofteting for several years due to flood hazards,
erosion, and poor water quality at the existintagé. The Eagle Village Council (Council)
selected a site and obtained land for the newilmtatn 2001, the Council purchased
approximately 58 acres of Lot 7 and Lot 8 of RiBé&uff Subdivision, Addition 2, located within
Surveyed Section 14, Township 2 South, Range 38 Easbanks Meridian, Alaska and
recorded in the Fairbanks Recording District as Rta 2000-125. In 2006, the Council began
development of a subdivision of the unsubdividedamder of Lot 7 of Long Lake Subdivision
Addition No. 1, Plat No. 2002-39 located within pexted Sections 11 and 14, Township 2
South, Range 33 East, Fairbanks Meridian, Alaskiaracorded in the Fairbanks Recording
District as Plat No. 2002-39. The new planningated communal properties for both public
and residential usage and were subdivided intogmknown as Long Lake Subdivision,
Addition No. 2, creating lots 1-9, Block 1: Lots5]1Block 2: Lots 1-6, Block 3: and Lots 1-10,
Block 4. A Plat Map of the new Village is depictew Figure 3.
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A legal survey and Final Environmental Assessmenttfe Eagle (new) Village Road Project
was prepared on March 2005, by Rodney P. Kinnepdéiates, Inc. for the Bureau of Indian
Affairs. The EA determined no significant impaet the roads or utility easements proposed for
the new Village. (See Rodney P. Kinney Associdtes, under References, page 34.)

[I.  PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

As a result of the flooding and ice jams, FEMA vaashorized under a Presidential disaster on
June 11, 2009, (FEMA-1843-DR-AK), to implement thablic Assistance (PA) Program for the
Village of Eagle. The purpose of the Public Assise Grant Program is to provide applicant-
requested federal assistance under FEMA'’s PA pnogoaState, Tribal and local governments,
and certain types of Private Nonprofit organizagisn that communities can quickly respond to
and recover from major disasters or emergencidamecby the President.

FEMA anticipates that there will be a need foregsg permanent public facilities and
infrastructure, destroyed by the flooding and itéhie old Village, with similar services for the
residents as they relocate to the new Villageunckonal, safe, reliable, and effective public
services and infrastructure are critical elememthié rebuilding and recovery effort, and are
essential for public health and safety of the rafimg community. The preferred Action
Alternative is the applicant’s request to meetrtheeds.

The new Village location is designed to provide lpugervices and infrastructure to the 64
residents. It would include public facilities (Ipitsl clinic, Village Public Safety Office, fire dn
ambulance services, garage, storage, and othétiéscileemed necessary), and public
infrastructure (water, wastewater treatment, wggitroads, etc. including but not limited to any
necessary systems up-grades) to replace the dedtfagilities in the old Village. All

subdivided lots are owned and maintained by thiay@ and planning development is still being
determined by the Council. All lots within the n&iNlage site are being evaluated under this
Environmental Assessment (EA). Proposed lots atichated lot sizes are shown in Table 1.

Table 1 — Lots and Estimated Size for the Villagefdeagle

Block/Lot Number | Acreage

Long Lake Subdivision, Addition No. 1, Plat 2002-39

Lot 7-1 1.04
Lot 7-2 1.09
Lot 7-3 1.12
Lot 7-4 1.20
Lot 7-5 4.22
Long Lake Subdivision, Addition No. 2, Plat 2002-39

Block 1/Lot 1 1.07
Block 1/Lot 2 1.10
Block 1/Lot 3 1.10
Block 1/Lot 4 1.42
Block 1/Lot 5 1.07
Block 1/Lot 6 1.28
Block 1/Lot 7 1.22
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Block 1/Lot 8 1.22
Block 1/Lot 9 1.36
Long Lake Subdivision, Addition No. 2, Plat 2002-39
Block 2/Lot 1 1.16
Block 2/Lot 2 1.31
Block 2/Lot 3 1.31
Block 2/Lot 4 1.16
Block 2/Lot 5 1.01
Block 2/Lot 6 1.01
Long Lake Subdivision, Addition No. 2, Plat 2002-39
Block 3/Lot 1 1.16
Block 3/Lot 2 1.31
Block 3/Lot 3 1.31
Block 3/Lot 4 1.16
Block 3/Lot 5 1.01
Block 3/Lot 6 1.01
Long Lake Subdivision, Addition No. 2, Plat 2002-39
Block 4/Lot 1 1.33
Block 4/Lot 2 1.30
Block 4/Lot 3 1.06
Block 4/Lot 4 1.20
Block 4/Lot 5 1.47
Block 4/Lot 6 1.01
Block 4/Lot 7 1.01
Block 4/Lot 8 1.06
Block 4/Lot 9 1.12
Block 4/Lot 10 1.49
River Bluff Subdivision, Addition No. 1, Plat 99-91

Lot 1 1.01
Lot 2 1.01
Lot 3 1.01
Lot 4 1.01
Lot5 1.01
Lot 6 1.01
River Bluff Subdivision, Addition No. 2, Plat 99-91

Lot 8 | 2.50

2.1 Purpose, Scope and Use of Environmental Assessrh

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPand its implementing regulations at 40
C.F.R. Part 1500 and 44 C.F.R. Part 10 direct FE&# into consideration the environmental
consequences of proposed actions during the deeimsaking process. FEMA must comply with
NEPA before making federal funds available for gisaresponse, recovery, and mitigation,
including implementation of the PA Program.

The Stafford Act and FEMA'’s implementing regulasdior NEPA provide for the exemption of
certain actions from NEPA and the exclusion of odeions from full review under NEPA. For
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all other actions, FEMA ensures compliance with RERrough the preparation of an
Environmental Assessment (EA). An EA is a conpisklic document that serves to provide
evidence of the environmental impacts of a PrefeAetion Alternative. The assessment
includes alternatives to aid in decision making eadcludes with one of two findings: a
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or a Natiof Intent to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). FEMA must prepare an Bi®msignificant environmental impacts
are anticipated and cannot be mitigated.

FEMA has determined through experience that thentygjof the typical recurring actions
proposed for funding, and for which an EA is regdircan be grouped by type of action or
location. These groups of actions can be evaluatadEnvironmental Assessment (EA) for
compliance with NEPA and its implementing regulasiavithout the need to develop and
produce a stand-alone EA for every action.

FEMA will use this EA to determine the level of @mmnmental analysis and documentation
required under NEPA for any proposed public faesitand infrastructure for the Village of
Eagle, given the available site-specific informatitf the alternatives, levels of analysis, and
site-specific information of an action proposedF&MA funding are fully and accurately
described in this EA, FEMA will annotate to the egriate project file in FEMA'’s
Environmental Management Information System documegnhis determination. No further
documentation would be required to comply with NEB&cause FEMA would be required to
implement the mitigation measures contained irBAgthe annotation to the file would
summarize the mitigation measures to be undertitethe action and alternatives.

If the specific action is expected to (1) creatpaats not described in the EA; (2) create
impacts greater in magnitude, extent, or durath@mtthose described in the EA; or (3) require
mitigation measures to keep impacts below signititavels that are not described in the EA,
then a Supplemental Environmental Assessment (8Bé)corresponding FONSI would be
prepared to address the specific action. The SE#dmMee tiered from this EA, in accordance
with 40 CFR Part 1508.28.1 Actions that are deteeahj during the preparation of the SEA, to
require a more detailed or broader environmentaévewill be subject to the stand-alone EA
process. Actions that are determined to have sogmif environmental impacts will be subject to
the EIS Alternate Procedures established by FEM& Oepartment of Homeland Security, and
the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) on Septer 15, 2005 as a result of the
emergency nature of these actions.

[ll.  ALTERNATIVES

In accordance with federal laws and FEMA regulaijdhe EA process for a proposed federal
action must include an evaluation of alternatived a discussion of the potential environmental
impacts.

This EA includes three alternatives. Alternativis the No Action Alternative, which would
leave the Village with no public facilities or iaStructure. Alternative 2 is the rehabilitation and
reconstruction of the old Village sites. Alternati3 is the Preferred Action Alternative for
construction on the new Village sites.
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3.1 Alternative 1 — No Action Alternative

Inclusion of a No Action Alternative in the envirmental analysis and documentation is
required under NEPA, with no FEMA funding for arlieenative action. The alternative
evaluates the effects of not providing eligibleistsgice for a specific action and provides a
benchmark against which the other alternatives beagvaluated.

Under the No Action Alternative, FEMA would not prde rehabilitation or replacement of
public facilities and infrastructure which were tteged during the spring 2009 ice jams and
flooding. For the purpose of this report, it is@®ed that the Village would be unable to repair
or replace the damages to public facilities andhstfucture due to lack of FEMA funds and
private assistance.

The old Village was devastated and the communitylavbe without drinking water, power,
wastewater treatment, and other public servicdgerdwould be no construction of new
facilities and infrastructure and public serviceswd continue to be provided using the interim
arrangements currently in use at the new Village sThese temporary facilities are currently
providing only limited services and would contirnoeoperate at a much reduced capacity. This
alternative would not meet the community’s recousegds and would forego the benefits of
permanent facilities for the community and resaltontinued hardships, including the physical,
psychological, and economic stresses associatbédhatdamage and risks to public health and
safety.

3.2  Alternative 2 — Rehabilitation and Reconstructn of the Old Village Site -
Eliminated from Further Consideration

This alternative would consist of rebuilding thebpa facilities and infrastructure back to the
pre-disaster condition at the old Village site. MAdiscussed this alternative with the Village
Council, the project applicant. Records show digat flooding in 1962 and 1964 and
anecdotal information indicates annual flooding anasion. The Village Council has
determined that it is not viable or practical toaestruct the existing community at the old
location because of the potential for future fl@odi ice jam damage.

Flooding and erosion from the spring 2009 disasaeised property damage and destruction to
public facilities and infrastructure. The old Ve site is without drinking water, power, and
wastewater treatment facilities and the homes aiidibgs are uninhabitable. The old Village
site is located within an identified flood-suscépgiarea of the Yukon River and is affected
annually to some degree by flooding and erosiomduhe spring breakup of river ice.
Rebuilding the community at the old Village sitaultbcause property damage and pose
imminent threats to lives, homes, and infrastrieetiihis alternative would not be consistent
with FEMA'’s PA program and legal requirements te girojects in a flood-free location, thus it
was not analyzed further.

3.3  Alternative 3 — Preferred Action Alternative —Construction of the New Village Site
Under the Preferred Action Alternative, AlternateFEMA would participate with the Village

and State to fund construction of new public féied and infrastructure for public services to the
community. The new Village would include publiciléies (clinic, Village Public Safety
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Office, fire and ambulance services, garage, s@ragd other facilities deemed necessary), and
public infrastructure (water, sewage treatmenlities, roads, etc.) to replace the destroyed
facilities from the old Village site.

The new Village site has some existing infrastreeefancluding a road system, electricity, and
telecommunication systems and has had ground b&stae to at least the depth these required
during installation. These sites include the ComityuCenter, septic fields, potable water wells,
residential lots, and vacant lots that are curydming developed for planned construction
including residential, the temporary Health Cliraod the Village Public Safety Office (VPSO).
A legal survey and plat map were completed anduddtivided lots are owned and maintained
by the Village (see figure 3.) Planning developtraard location for the new Health Clinic, Fire
and Ambulance Services, Garage, Storage, and jptidic facilities are currently being
evaluated by the Village Council. All lots withihe new Village site are being evaluated under
this EA.

3.4 Alternatives Considered in Detail

3.4.1 Alternative 1 — No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative is discussed in Sectioh. 3

3.4.2 Alternative 2 — Rehabilitation and Reconstructiori the Old Village Site
Alternative 2 is discussed in Section 3.2 andimmiekted from further consideration.

3.4.3 Alternative 3 — Preferred Action AlternativeConstruction of the New
Village Site

The first step under this alternative would betfe Council to designate the lot site for each
public facility to be constructed. The site woblkel cleared of all vegetation and grubbed.
Contouring and grading would be done, if necesskacilities would be designed, constructed,
and maintained according to applicable local, state federal building codes. If gravel access
roads do not exist, gravel roads would be construfadr ingress/egress to/from the site.

Utilities would be connected to the site includibgf not limited to, any necessary design and
engineering up-grades to provide consistent anallelservice. Electrical power for the City
and the Village is generated at the power plardtkd next to the school, owned and run by
Alaska Power and Telephone Company, a for-proifityut The electric power system is
available in certain areas of the new Village;Hertexpansion would be required for future
development of the new Village site. A Sanitatiacilities Feasibility Study/Master Plan was
prepared by ASCG Incorporated on May 2001 for e Killage site. According to
recommendations of the report and Village Coumath lot will have its own potable water well
and septic field. If necessary, shallow drainaigghds would be constructed to carry storm
water away from sites.
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IV. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES

The NEPA compliance process requires federal agstioiconsider direct and indirect impacts
to the environment. The following subsections déscilne regulatory settings and the existing
conditions for resource areas within the Village.

» Climate, Geology, Hydrogeology, and Soils
* Water Resources
o Water Quality
0 Magnuson-Stevens Fishery and Conservation Managehaeén
o Floodplains
0 Wetlands
» Biological Resources
0 Habitat and Vegetation
o Threatened and Endangered Species
* Air Quality
* Noise
* Cultural Resources
* Socioeconomics
» Safety and Security
0 Hazardous Materials

The discussion is broad and regional in naturelodts not include a complete inventory of each
resource but does provide information to charamtethose resources. This section also
describes the environment and existing conditiariseanew Village site and identifies the
potential effects of the two alternatives considerecluding the impact intensity. Effects are
categorized as follows:

* None/Negligible The effects of the alternative on environmergaburces would either
be undetectable or, if detected, would be sligkitlanalized. Impacts would be well
below regulatory standards, if applicable.

* Minor: The effects of the alternative on environmergaburces would be measurable,
although the changes would be small and affect tdymmediate vicinity where the
action would take place. Impacts would be well wittegulatory standards. Mitigation
measures would reduce potential environmental &ffaed environmental impacts would
be negligible.

* Moderate: The alternative would have both localized andamegj scale impacts.
Mitigation measures would be necessary and the unesmsvould reduce potential
adverse effects.

* Major: The alternative would have substantial consecesenn a local and regional
level. Impacts would exceed regulatory standarddgsion measures to offset adverse
impacts would reduce potential adverse effect)dng-term changes to the resource
would be expected.

The following table summarizes the potential impaxtthe No Action and Preferred Action
Alternatives and conditions or mitigation measuwesffset those impacts. Following the
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summary table, any areas where potential impaats wentified will be discussed in greater
detail along with the mitigation measures.

Table 2. Summary of Effects and Impact Intensity

Alternative 1 — No Action

Resource . Alternative 3 — Preferred Action Alternative
Alternative
Climate, Eg?]i/':fefgg?glii}rmhz:ee ngllg Minor/Moderate. There are no designated agricultural
Geology, » 9€0109Y, 3 nds within the Village and soils are not primeique,

Hydrology, and
Soils

hydrogeology, and soils, as no
action would be taken.

or important. Minor to moderate impact would be
anticipated as existing topography/soils and caouit
at the Village would change due to excavation of
unwanted fill and placement of fill and increasierst
during construction. Project design/engineering oy
include measures to reduce thermal disturbance an
thaw settlement. Soil conditions in the northeasher
of the lake may not be feasible for development
because of the underground spring and flooding.
Special engineering controls may be required.

Water Resources
Water Quality

Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery
and Conservation
Management Act
(Essential Fish
Habitat)

Minor/Moderate.There would
be no disturbance of the earth
surface that would have the
potential to impact water quality
However, water quality may be
impacted from hazardous
materials or wastes that may
have been exposed by the
disaster and remain in place.

None/Negligible No ground
would be disturbed and therefo
there would be no runoff that
could affect potential Essential
Fish Habitat in the Yukon River
See water Quality statement

(page 8).

Negligible/Minor. Negligible impact would be
anticipated from increased construction activitigse
only surface water body is Long Lake located wést (

‘Yukon River, were identified. The Preferred Action
Alternative would not result in the discharge of
pollutants into waters of the United States andsdus
require a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. The contractor should implement BMPs
installing silt fence/straw bales to reduce sailsesn
and sedimentation.

None/Negligible No adverse effect. The closest
iurface water body is Long Lake and no essenshl fi
abitats were identified. No surface water bodies

streams are within 200 feet of the new Village.site
Project design and best management practices eglL

"as part of the DEC authorization will ensure theile
not be any release into the Yukon River or Longd.ak

=

the Village. No anadromous streams, other than the

174

Inr

Village of Eagle, EA

1

0 August 31, 2009



Resource

Alternative 1 — No Action
Alternative

Alternative 3 — Preferred Action Alternative

Floodplains
(Executive Order
11988)

None/Negligible. If the Village
chose to remain at its original
location, it would remain in the
estimated 100-year floodplain
(see page 18) and be subjecte
to possible flooding events. Th
event-created construction
debris would remain in non-
cleared private areas of the
Village.

None/Negligible.The new Village site does not
participate in the National Flood Insurance Program
and the area is not mapped for floodplains. Howeve
using the best available data provided by the U.S.

] Geological Service, U.S. Army Corps of Engineersl
e.5-foot orthomosaic mapping provided by Aero-Metr
Inc. and the Alaska Native Tribal Health Consartiu

(ANTHC), FEMA was able to determine the new
Village site is not located in a 100-year floodplaper
44 CFR Part 9.7(c) Floodplain determination

D

Wetlands
(Executive Order
11990)

None/Negligible. There would
not be any disturbance of the
earth surface.

Negligible/Minor. Based upon the field wetland
determination and delineation and research of laeria
photographs, soil and groundwater information, a
Jurisdictional Determination for non-wetlands ie th
new Village was provided by the USACE with the
condition that development within 30 feet of Long
Lake needs to be avoided. If construction actisitiee
proposed within 30 feet of Long Lake, a wetland
determination and delineation survey for the
Jurisdictional Determination by the USACE would b
required (Appendix A). FEMA would comply with E
11990 by applying the Eight-Step Process and
documenting the results in a SEA. Any stagingsirea
used for construction materials must meet conditian
Section 8.0 of this document as a term and comddfo
FEMA funding.

O
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Alternative 1 — No Action

Resource Alternative Alternative 3 — Preferred Action Alternative
ggslz%'ﬁ:ags Dg?]%/Nfogdlr?ébéﬁgggaenvgguﬁo Minor. The Village is located within an upland forest
g! - .| ecosystem that is mostly dominated by aspap(lus
: vegetation or wildlife at the site . . . )
Habitat and will be impacted if No Action tremuloide} and paper birchBetula papyrifery, with
Vegetation P some black sprucé’{cea marianatrees. The

Alternative is taken.

understory consists of an unknown willo@a{ix spp),
some wild roseRosa spp, Labrador tealfedum
groenlandicunp mosses§phagnum spp.and small
forbs. Habitat near the new Village site offerstimes
brood rearing, foraging, and staging habitat for
numerous bird species, including the American
peregrine falcon and the bald eagle. The American
peregrine falcon was delisted from the USFWS

Endangered Species List in 1999 and the bald eagle
was delisted in 2006. Mammals in the new Villaije $

area include caribou, moose, black and brown bear
lynx, wolves, foxes, hares, mink, beaver, and matskr
Vegetation would be cleared and habitat would Ise I
Fencing for the site would reduce the habitat atdé
for wildlife use, but there is substantial hab#gaailable
in the surrounding area and the effect would be
negligible. Short and long-term impacts to vegetati
and wildlife are considered minor.

174

D

Threatened and

None/Negligible. There are no

None/Negligible No effect. There are no listed speci

Endangered listed species or critical habitats or critical habitats in or near the project area.
Species Act in or near the affected area.

(Section 7)

Air Quality None/Negligible There would None/Negligible. Negligible impact would be

be no effect to air quality, as ng
action would be taken

anticipated from increased dust during construction
Project design would include watering practicesrdur
construction activities to reduce the likelihooddoist
generation. Federal and state air quality attaiime
levels would not be exceeded.
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Resource

Alternative 1 — No Action
Alternative

Alternative 3 — Preferred Action Alternative

Noise

None/Negligible. There would
be no effect to noise quality, ag
no action would be taken

Negligible/Minor. With the rebuilding of public
facilities and infrastructure, the new Village pégiion
would increase. With population increase, the
background sound levels typical of small, rural
communities influenced by wind, traffic, occasional
construction activities, and other common community
noises would increase. Given the anecdotal infaomat
on general sound levels, it is anticipated thaichip
daytime sound levels in the community would range
between 50-60 dB(A). The Preferred Action
Alternative would create a short-term increasedise
pollution due to heavy machinery operation during
construction. Construction could be limited to dang
hours to reduce noise impacts. Federal and stée n¢
quality attainment levels would not be exceeded.

Cultural
Resources
(National Historic
Preservation Act,
Section 106)

None/Negligible FEMA would
not fund the project and there
would be no ground disturbanc
or clearing related to
construction. The No Action
Alternative would have no
significant effect on cultural
resources.

None/NegligibleNo known archaeological or historig
sites exist in the vicinity of the new Village sfte the
Preferred Action Alternative. FEMA has determined
that the area has a very low potential for thetioceof
such sites, and that no archaeological survey rteeds
be conducted. Subject to any unanticipated diggove
(see Section 8.0), FEMA has further determinetl tha
no historic properties will be affected by this
undertaking. The Alaska State Historic Preservation
Officer concurred with these determinations on Agig
7, 2009 (see Appendix B).

e

Socioeconomics
and Environmental
Justice (Executive
Order 12898)

Major. This alternative would
likely result in disproportionate
health and safety risks to low-
income and minority persons
and to children, as these group
will be most likely to be affecteq
by the lack of public
infrastructure if not restored or
repaired.

None/Negligible The Preferred Action Alternative is
not expected to pose disproportionately high and
adverse public health or environmental effects on
minority and low-income populations and would not
cause adverse economic impacts.

=0

Safety and
Security

Moderate.There would not be
any action to provide safety or
security for remaining
construction and demolition
debris which, if not removed,
would impact the community ag
an attractive nuisance and a
safety issue.

None/Negligible.During construction the contractor
would post appropriate signage and fencing to
minimize potential adverse public safety concerns,
including placing fencing around the site perimeter
Appropriate signage and barriers should be in place

5 prior to construction activities in order to alert
pedestrians and motorists of project activities and
traffic pattern changes.

Village of Eagle, EA

1

3 August 31, 2009



Alternative 1 — No Action

Resource . Alternative 3 — Preferred Action Alternative
Alternative
H Moderate.Although the No None/Negligible.According to the Alaska Department
azardous ) . : ) )
Materials and Ac'qon Alternative would not ' of E.nV|ronmentaI Congervatlon webS|te'and the
Wastes actively use hazardous materigl€nvironmental Protection Agency w_ebsne, no

or generate hazardous waste or contaminated sites are in ortinea
hazardous wastes, it may project area. Activities that occurred historigadt
prolong the exposure of sites proposed for construction of facilities and
individuals to hazardous infrastructure may have generated hazardous miateria
materials or wastes or wastes. Appropriate measures to prevent, mig@mi
that may have been generated|bgnd control spills of hazardous materials should be
the disaster. Residents who findtaken, and any hazardous and non-hazardous wastes
themselves without alternative | generated should be disposed in accordance with
housing may continue to live | applicable federal, state and local requirements.
within an area contaminated by
hazardous materials or wastes
such as petrochemicals (from
storage areas), airborne asbesjos
(from damaged asbestos-
containing materials), or lead
paint chips (from peeling
painted surfaces) which can
create a potential hazard to
human health.

4.1 Climate, Geology, Hydrology, and Soils

The EA project area is located in the Yukon-Tandpkand. Rounded, even-topped ridges with
gentle side slopes characterize this section addrmdulating divides and flat-topped spurs. The
ridges have no preferred direction, are 3,000-5f@60in altitude but have some domes as high
as 6,800 feet, and rise 1,500-3,000 feet aboveadijaalleys. Streams in the eastern part drain
to the Yukon drainage basin. Streams flow southéolanana River and north to the Yukon
River. The few lakes in this section are maingwhakes in valley floors and low passes. There
are no glaciers; the entire section is underlaidisgontinuous permafrost. Periglacial mass-
wasting is active at high altitudes, and ice wedges the frozen muck of valley bottoms.

The geology is a belt of highly deformed Paleozgdimentary and volcanic rocks containing
conspicuous limestone units which extend alonghtiréh side of the upland. The rest of the
upland is chiefly Precambrian. A thick mantle ohdborne silt lies on the lower slopes of hills
and thick accumulations of muck overlie deep strgaawels in the valleys.

Village of Eagle, EA

14

August 31, 2009



4.1.1 Affected Environment

The Yukon-Tanana Uplands around the Village areatttarized by rounded ridges, and include
Crazy and White Mountains. The Ogilvie Mountaiiesriorth of the Village across the Yukon
River. The terrain at the project site is reldinvéat. From the Yukon River's edge, the terrain
slopes steeply upwards over a length of fifty teefore it flattens and begins to gently climb to
the west. Long Lake, a 13-acre lake, lies on thstsigle of the new Village site. According to
the Sanitation Facilities Feasibility Study by ASG( underground spring is located in the
northeast corner of Long Lake and this area is kntonflood during the spring.

According to the subsurface investigation condubig&PKA in 2003, groundwater was
detected in one exploratory pit at a depth of &. f@de typical soil strata at the village site
consist of 6 to 18 inches of organic material atghrface, followed by 18 to 24 inches of silt or
sandy silt. Gravel was encountered below theayki in most locations. Four of the test pits at
the village site revealed a layer of permafrose Tibw Village site is classified as being in an
area of discontinuous permafrost.

The Village experiences seasonal temperature eggermhe Environmental Atlas of America
reports a mean minimum January temperature of ;2M6Fa mean maximum temperature of -4
F. The mean low for July is 44 F, and the meah [8g/5 F. The mean annual temperature is
22.5 F. According to the Western Regional Clim@énter, temperatures have been recorded as
high as 97 F and as low as -71 F in the City ofl€a@See Table 3.)

The design freezing index for the Village is appnotely 7600, and the design thawing index is
3300. Average annual precipitation is 11.3 inclesl ice fog is common in the winter. The
mean annual snowfall is approximately 55 inche#otdreport that prevailing winds come from
the east at the airport.
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Table 3 — Village of Eagle Climate Data

—r =

Mean min. January temperature -20°F
Mean max. January temperature -4°F
Mean min. July temperature 44°F
Mean max. July temperature 76°F
Mean annual Eagle Village temperature 22.5°F
Record high temperature 97°F
Record low temperature -71°F
Design freezing index 7600
Design thawing index 3300
Average annual precipitation 1.3 in.
Mean annual snowfall 55 .
Prevailing winds at airport East

Climate data based on the Environmenial Atlas of America and data
from the Wesiern Regional Climate Center.
I

4.1.2 Effects to Climate, Geology, Hydrology, and Soilf\e Action Alternative
There would be no immediate change to the topograpl soils.
4.1.3 Effects to Climate, Geology, Hydrology, and Soil®referred Action Alternative

Existing topography/soil conditions at the projaa would change due to excavation of
unwanted material and the subsequent placemeiit ¢rbzen soils may be thawed and thaw
settlement may occur due to the placement for mgldonstruction and infrastructure. The
consequences to the public would be moderate ureatdement of constructed improvements
and uneven finish surfaces.

The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) requiiexteral agencies to evaluate the effects
(direct and indirect) of their activities beforditag any action that could result in converting
designated prime or unique farmland or farmlandtafewide and local importance to
nonagricultural purposes. There are no designaedudtural lands within the Village and soils
are not prime, unique, or important. The action pbes with FPPA and no further
documentation is required.

4.1.4 Mitigation Measures

There are several methods to reduce thermal destagband thaw settlement. One method
would be to over-excavate the frozen material @ptbice it with thaw-stable fill material. A
second method would be to provide insulation tqkibe permafrost frozen. A third method is
to plan on thawing and settlement. Removing thamiglayer prior to construction would

Village of Eagle, EA 16 August 31, 2009



accelerate thawing and reduce settlement aftetremti®n. Erosion control methods would be
implemented at each area of construction to mirereiosion from both precipitation and river
activity. Best Management Practices (BMPs) wouldnly@lemented as listed in Section 8.0.

Soil conditions near the northeast corner of the lmay not be feasible for development because
of the underground spring and potential for floadirspecial engineering controls may be
required.

4.2 Water Resources

The Clean Water Act (CWA) establishes the basiccsitire for regulating pollutant discharges to
navigable waters of the United States. It setdfprocedures for effluent limitations, water
guality standards and implementation plans, natipeadormance standards, and point source
(e.g., municipal wastewater discharges) and nomgoirce programs (e.g., stormwater.) The
CWA also establishes the National Pollutant Disghd& limination System (NPDES) under
Sections 401 and 402 and permit requirements fgld or fill material under Section 404.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is charg@tl regulating the disposal of dredge
and fill materials under Section 404 of the CWA .SAction 404 permit from the USACE must
be obtained for any dredge or fill activities withurisdictional waters of the U.S. During the
permit review process, the USACE determines the tfppermit appropriate for the proposed
action. Two types of permits are issued by the UBAQ) General Permits, issued on a state,
regional and nationwide basis and covering a waogactivities, including minimal individual
and cumulative adverse effects; and (2) IndiviReimits, issued for a case-specific activity.
Section 401 of the CWA specifies that states medifg that any activity subject to a permit
issued by a federal agency, such as a CWA Sectiérpdrmit, meets all state water quality
standards. Water quality certification is also sseey when a project qualifies for a General
Permit, even if the activity does not need to lporied to the USACE.

EO 11988 (Floodplain Management) requires fedegahaies to take action to minimize
occupancy and modification of floodplains. Furthere) EO 11988 requires that federal
agencies proposing to site an action in a 100-ffeadplain must consider alternatives to avoid
adverse effects and incompatible development ifltloglplain. In accordance with 44 CFR Part
9, critical actions, such as developing hazardoastevfacilities, hospitals, or utility plants, must
be undertaken outside of a 500-year floodplainolpracticable alternatives exist to siting an
action in the floodplain, the action must be desdto minimize potential harm to or within the
floodplain. Furthermore, a notice must be publahgulated explaining the action and the
reasons for siting it in the floodplain. When ewaing actions in the floodplain, FEMA applies
the decision process described in 44 CFR Parf&yeel to as the Eight-Step Process, to ensure
that its actions are consistent with EO 11988.tByature, the NEPA compliance process
involves the same basic decision-making proce#iseaBight-Step Process.

As with EO 11988, EO 11990 (Protection of Wetlan@sjuires federal agencies to follow
avoidance, mitigation, and preservation procedwids public input before proposing new
construction in wetlands. The implementation of E90 is described in 44 CFR Part 9. As
with EO 11988, the Eight-Step Process is used atuate the potential effects of an action on
wetlands. As discussed in the Clean Water Act suilmseabove, formal legal protection of
jurisdictional wetlands is promulgated through 8té04 of the CWA. A permit from the
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USACE may be required if an action has the potetdiaffect wetlands.
4.2.1 Affected Environment
4.2.1.1 The Clean Water Act (CWA)

Construction activities would not require dredgordilling or create pollutant discharges to
navigable waters of the United States. The CWA feeth procedures for effluent limitations,
water quality standards and implementation plaaspnal performance standards, and point
source (e.g., municipal wastewater dischargeshangoint source (e.g., stormwater) programs.
The CWA also establishes the National Pollutantbasge Elimination System (NPDES) under
Sections 401 and 402 and requires permits for @ dg fill material under Section 404.

4.2.1.2 EO 11988 (Floodplain Management)

Neither FEMA nor the USACE has mapping for the néilage site showing either the 100 or
500-year floodplain. Flood levels for the old Hije and new Village sites were developed by
ANTHC surveyors during field reconnaissance in J20@0. A correlation was developed
between a gauge reading in the City of Eagle aeakbvation used by ANTHC'’s surveyors for
aerial photography. Using ANTHC'’s basis of elewatithe river surface at the new Village was
at elevation 860 feet above mean sea level (MSL)umre 10, 2000, the day aerial photographs
were taken. The gauge reading in the City of Eageroximately 6 miles down river of the
new Village, read 20.44 feet on June 10, 2000.

The Yukon River has a fairly uniform river surfame the stretch of river between the City of
Eagle and the new Village site. Based upon thaydtby ANTHC, it was assumed that the river
surface at the new Village is within a foot of #evation of the river surface at the gauge in the
City of Eagle. A correlation was developed for gayige reading to establish a water surface
elevation in MSL. Therefore, a gauge reading ofi20eet at the City of Eagle would equal a
surface elevation of approximately 860 feet MSkthatnew Village.

The U.S. Geological Survey reports that the gatgieeaCity of Eagle was originally established
in 1911 at the bluff downstream of the City andraped until 1913. From 1950 to 1955, the
gauge was operated at a site 1.1 miles upstredne @ity of Eagle. From 1955 to present, it
has been operated and referenced to water levidls atirrent site in front of the historical
customs office.

The highest recorded gauge reading at the Cityagfdeoccurred during a 1962 ice jam event.
The gauge indicated the river peaked at 35.94(8&.5 MSL). An open water flood occurred
in 1964, producing a gauge reading of 33.85 fegb.@lL MSL). The 1962 and 1964 floods were
contained within the riverbanks at Eagle River. G8data also suggests a significant flood
during break-up in 1992, with a gauge reading 0985just under the 1962 flood level.

The USACE estimates that the 100-year flood levét@old Village is two to three feet higher
than the highest recorded flood, which would egughuge reading of approximately 39 feet, or
an elevation of 878.36 MLS. The new Village impproximately 900 feet MSL, well above the
estimated 100-year flood level of 878.6 feet atdlieVillage site and likely well above a 500-
year flood level.
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4.2.1.3 EO 11990 (Protection of Wetlands)

Wetlands were not noted during the site reconnacesand soil characteristics of the entire
Village appeared dry. Currently, no wetland inveptmaps are available for the new Village
site. Hank Baij, USACE Biologist, visited the sde July 23, 2009, and conducted a field
wetland determination for the new Village site.eTew Village is dominated by aspen
(Populus tremuloidgswhich is at least a facultative upland speciy {wo-thirds of the time)
and may be an upland (dry all the time) indicator.

Based upon the field wetland determination ancheéalion and research of aerial photographs,
soil and groundwater information, a JurisdictioDatermination for non-wetlands in the new
Village was provided by the USACE with the conditithat development within 30 feet of Long
Lake needs to be avoided (see Appendix B).

4.2.1.4 The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA)

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA) preservesded rivers in a free-flowing condition
and protects their local environments. These ripessess outstanding scenic, recreational,
geological, fish and wildlife, historical, or cuial values.

The Yukon River is not designated as a Wild anchigdRiver.

4.2.2 Effects to Water Resources — No Action Altatine

This alternative does not include any FEMA actidimerefore, FEMA would not be required to
comply with the CWA, EO 11988, EO 11990, or WSRFhere would no disturbance of the
earth surface that would have the potential to chpeter quality. However, water quality may
be impacted from hazardous materials or wastesrbgthave been exposed by the disaster.

The No Action Alternative would have no impact be tL00-year floodplain. If the Village
chose to remain at the pre-disaster location, itldreemain in the 100-year floodplain and be
subjected to possible future flooding events.

4.2.3 Effects to Water Resources — Preferred Actidternative

Site preparation and construction of public fae$itand infrastructure within the new Village
location has the potential to affect hydrology avater quality with minimal sediment pollution.
The new Village site is not within a floodplain ththe project would be in compliance with EO
11988 and no further documentation is requirede Ybakon River is not designated Wild and
Scenic thus no further review is required for ti@isource.

FEMA and the USACE evaluated whether the new Vdlage is located within wetlands.
Based upon the findings and the Jurisdictional Deteation, approximately 95% of the new
Village is not within a wetland and would be in gaiance with EO 11990 and no further
documentation would be required. Approximately 82the new Village site around Long Lake
may be wetlands and would need further evaluat®ased upon this finding, development
within 30 feet of Long Lake will be avoided. Ifmstruction is proposed within 30 feet of Long
Lake, FEMA would comply with EO 11990 by applyirgetEight-Step Process and
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documenting the results in a SEA. See AppendirrAltirisdictional Determination and 8.0 for
Mitigation Measures.

The Preferred Action Alternative may result in thecharge of pollutants into waters of the
United States via surface water runoff. Sedimetiupon from roadway runoff could affect the
water quality of the Yukon River and Long Lake.ddvelopment and construction near the lake
by the underground spring is necessary, it wouldiire special engineering controls.

According to the Sanitation Facilities FeasibiBtudy by ASCG, this area is known to flood
during the spring due to the underground springsamicdconditions may not be feasible for
development.

4.2.4 Mitigation Measures

Site preparation and construction of public fae#itand infrastructure has the potential to affect
hydrology and water quality. Erosion control methedbuld be implemented at areas of
construction to minimize erosion from both prea@gin and river activity. Best Management
Practices (BMPs) would be implemented as listeSaation 8.0.

If construction activities are proposed within &@t of Long Lake, a wetland determination and
delineation survey for a Jurisdictional Determioatby the USACE would be required along
with notification to State/FEMA for further envirorental review. Best Management Practices
(BMPs) would be implemented as listed in Sectidh 8.

4.3 Biological Resources

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) establishes adigag®gram to conserve, protect, and
restore threatened and endangered plants and aram@ltheir habitats. Section 7 of the ESA
mandates that all federal agencies must ensurailyadction they authorize, fund, or carry out

is not likely to jeopardize the continued existenta threatened or endangered species or result
in the destruction of critical habitat for thesesies. To accomplish this, federal agencies must
consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ®&8S) or the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration National Marine Fisharigervice (NOAA Fisheries) when taking
action that has the potential to affect specigésdias endangered or threatened or proposed for
threatened or endangered listing.

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) makes it unléw to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase,
or barter any migratory bird listed in 50 CFR I@luding feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or
products, except as allowed by implementing reguiat(50 CFR 21). Disturbance that causes
nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive eféogt, killing or abandoning eggs or young)
may be considered a take and is potentially pubishay fines and/or imprisonment. If an action
is determined to cause a potential take of migydbods, as described above, then a consultation
process with the USFWS needs to be initiated terdehe measures to minimize or avoid these
impacts. This consultation should start as an médrprocess.

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) wasaeted to protect fish and wildlife when

federal actions result in the control or modificatiof a natural stream or body of water. The
statute requires federal agencies to take intoideretion the effect those water-related projects
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would have on fish and wildlife resources, takecas to prevent loss or damage to these
resources, and provide for the development anddugmnent of these resources. For an action
resulting in the control or modification of a bodfywater, the federal agency must consult with
the USFWS or NOAA Fisheries (as appropriate) tcettgw measures to mitigate action-related
losses of fish and wildlife resources. These messneed to be included in some kind of public
documentation for the action, and where possibkféderal lead agency must incorporate the
measures in plans for the action.

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manegt Act (as amended), also known as
the Sustainable Fisheries Act, requires all fedagahcies to consult with NOAA Fisheries

on activities or proposed activities authorizeshded, or undertaken by that agency that may
adversely affect Essential Fish Habitat (EFH). Eié1 provisions of the Sustainable Fisheries
Act is designed to protect fisheries habitat fraemg lost due to disturbance and degradation.

EO 13112 (Invasive Species) was created to pretaenntroduction of invasive species and to
provide for their control. Under this order, theldéeal government may “not authorize, fund, or
carry out actions that it believes are likely tasa or promote the introduction or spread of
invasive species in the U.S. or elsewhere unlasspypant to guidelines that it has prescribed, the
agency has determined and made public its detetimmthat the benefits of such actions clearly
outweigh the potential harm caused by invasiveisgeand that all feasible and prudent
measures to minimize risk of harm will be takeramjunction with the actions.”

4.3.1 Affected Environment

The Village is located within an upland forest egg@em that is mostly dominated by aspen
(Populus tremuloidgsand paper birchBetula papyriferg, with some black spruc®icea
mariang trees. The understory consists of an unknown wiliBalix spp)., some wild rose
(Rosa spp, Labrador teal(edum groenlandicuinmosses§phagnum sppand small forbs.
Habitat near the new Village site offers nestinggdad rearing, foraging, and staging habitat for
numerous bird species, including the American pamedalcon and the bald eagle. The
American peregrine falcon was delisted from the WSHEndangered Species List in 1999 and
the bald eagle was delisted in 2006. Mammalsemtaw Village site area include caribou,
moose, black and brown bear, lynx, wolves, foxase$, mink, beaver, and muskrat.

4.3.1.1 The Endangered Species Act (ESA)

According to USFWS there are no threatened andngyeatad species near the new Village site.
4.3.1.2 The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)

No migratory birds were identified at the new \gjasite.

4.3.1.3 The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act {iFCA)

No in-water work is proposed at the new Village sthus no modification of a natural stream or
waterbody will occur that would require further iew.

4.3.1.4 The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservatonl Management Act (as amended
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The closest surface water body is Long Lake andssential fish habitats were identified. No
other surface water bodies or streams are withinf@et of the new Village site. Project design
and best management practices required as pdré ®EC authorization will ensure there will
not be any release into the Yukon River or Longd.ak

4.3.2 Effects to Biological Resources — No Actiofteknative

This alternative does not include any FEMA actidherefore, FEMA would not be required to
consult with USFWS, NOAA Fisheries, or ADF&G to cpipwith ESA, MBTA, FWCA or the
Sustainable Fisheries Act. Fish and wildlife cathginhabiting or foraging in the area would
continue to do so.

4.3.3 Effects to Biological Resources — Preferredtidn Alternative

The new Village site has been evaluated and thegrdoes not have the potential to affect
threatened and endangered species or their halitggsatory birds, natural waterways, or EFH.

The Preferred Action Alternative would disturb arefthe Village. Vegetation would be
cleared and habitat would be lost and fencing émstruction activities would reduce the habitat
available for wildlife use. However, there is stalpgial habitat available in the surrounding area
and the effect would be negligible. Short and leexgn impacts to vegetation and wildlife are
considered minor. No river habitat would be afelcby construction activities within the
Village.

4.3.4 Mitigation Measures

Appropriate BMPs and fencing within and for theesitould reduce the habitat available for
wildlife use, but there is substantial habitat &lde in the surrounding area and the effect would
be negligible. Short and long-term impacts to vageh and wildlife are considered minor.

4.4  Air Quality

The Clean Air Act (CAA) requires that the U.S. Enavimental Protection Agency (USEPA)
establish primary and secondary National AmbiemtQuality Standards (NAAQS) for air
pollutants that are considered harmful to the pudatid environment. Primary NAAQS are
established at levels necessary, with an adequatgimof safety, to protect public health,
including the health of sensitive populations sastasthmatics, children, and the elderly.
Similarly, secondary NAAQS specify the levels af guiality determined appropriate to protect
the public welfare from any known or anticipatederde effects associated with air
contaminants. The pollutants for which USEPA haal#shed ambient concentration standards
are called criteria pollutants and include ozon8)(@espirable particulates that have
aerodynamic diameters of 10 micrometers or lessi®Mine particles with aerodynamic
diameters less than 2.5 micrometers, (PM2.5), canbonoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2),
sulfur dioxide (S0O2), and lead (Pb). The CAA alsquires USEPA to assign a designation to
each area of the United States regarding compliaitbethe NAAQS. The USEPA categorizes
the level of compliance or noncompliance as folloattsainment (area currently meets the
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NAAQS), maintenance (area currently meets the NAAQShas previously been out of
compliance), and nonattainment (area currently doesneet the NAAQS).

441 Affected Environment

According to the USEPA, the new Village site ismattainment area for air quality. Attainment
areas meet the EPA’s Air Quality Standards.

4.4.2 Effects to Air Quality — No Action Alternae

Air quality would not be impacted with the No Aatid\lternative.

4.4.3 Effects to Air Quality — Preferred Actionlt@rnative

Airborne dust caused by construction activities lddwave minor, temporary effects on air
quality during construction. Vehicle travel on ttmmpleted gravel roads and access driveways
would also propel dust particles into the air, thmpacting air quality in minor amounts.

Vehicle exhaust and heavy equipment exhaust wowleéase, but would have minor, temporary

effects on air quality. Consequences to the pwidiald be minor with implementation of
appropriate BMPs and mitigation.

4.4.4 Mitigation Measures

Watering during construction would help controbaime dust resulting from construction
activities. A dust palliative would be applied dhwgiconstruction to help control air pollution
caused by dust. This treatment would need to heptieal periodically to maintain its
effectiveness. Reapplication would be the respadlrigibf the entity maintaining the road, and
would be subject to its priority and funding coastts.

4.5 Noise

Commonly defined as unwanted and/or unwelcome sawide is federally regulated by the
Noise Control Act of 1972. Although this Act tagske USEPA to prepare guidelines for
acceptable ambient noise levels, it only chargesdliederal agencies that operate noise-
producing facilities or equipment to implement mostandards.

45.1 Affected Environment

The new Village site is mostly undeveloped landchvaitroad infrastructure, a Community
Center, and some residential houses. Undevel@pedsdttill lies throughout the new Village site.
Noise baseline data is unavailable for the pragees.

45.2 Effects to Noise Levels — No Action Alterivat

The No Action Alternative would not cause an insea noise pollution.

45.3 Effects to Noise Levels — Preferred Actioliefnative
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With the rebuilding of public facilities and infiascture, more villagers would move from the
old Village to the new Village. The backgroundisd levels typical of small, rural
communities that are influenced by wind, trafficcasional construction activities, and other
common community noises levels would increase @a¥/ttlage population relocates to the new
site. Given the anecdotal information on generahgdevels, it is anticipated that typical
daytime sound levels in the community would rangeveen 50-60 dB(A).

The Preferred Action Alternative would create arsierm increase in ambient noise levels due
to heavy machinery operation during constructidhe consequences to the public would be
minor with short term increases to ambient noiselkfrom construction that would be limited
to daylight hours.

4.5.4 Mitigation Measures
Construction should be limited to daytime hoursaduce noise impacts.
4.6  Cultural Resources

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) deekfederal policy to protect historic sites
and values, in cooperation with other nationsgstadnd local governments. Subsequent
amendments designated the State Historic Presemv@fficer (SHPO) as the individual
responsible for administering state-level prograBection 106 of the NHPA and implementing
regulations (36 CFR 800) outline the procedurdset@ollowed in the documentation,
evaluation, and mitigation of impacts to culturegources. The Section 106 process applies to
any federal undertaking that has the potentiaffecticultural resources. The Section 106
process includes identifying significant historroperties and districts that may be affected by
an action and mitigating adverse effects to progefisted, or eligible for listing, in the Natidna
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (36 CFR 60.4).

46.1 Affected Environment

An archaeological survey was done by BIA archadstegn 1988 at some proposed sites in the
new Village. A letter from the SHPO notes thatéhare no reported sites in the area. During
construction of the road system at the new Villd&jé, maintained responsibility for compliance
with Section 106. After completing an additionadteeological survey of the project area in
2003, the BIA Regional Roads Archaeologist submittdinding of No Historic Properties
Affected to the SHPO. The SHPO concurred witheHeslings.

No known archaeological or historic sites existhia vicinity of the new Village. FEMA has
determined that the area has a very low poterdrahie location of such sites, and that no
archaeological survey needs to be conducted. &uj@ny unanticipated discovery (see
Section 8.0), FEMA has further determined that istohic properties will be affected by this
undertaking. The Alaska State Historic Preservafffiicer concurred with these determinations
on August 7, 2009 (see Appendix B).

4.6.2 Effects to Cultural Resources — No Action éihative

Cultural Resources would not be impacted with tleeAdtion Alternative.
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4.6.3 Effects to Cultural Resources — Preferred idct Alternative

Because there are no known archaeological or listites in the vicinity of the new Village and
the area has been determined low probability fohewlogical resources, no effects to cultural
resources are anticipated.

4.6.4 Mitigation Measures

If any unanticipated archeological resources agatiled during construction, the contractor
shall stop work pending evaluation of the discovamnyg coordination with the SHPO.

4.7 Socioeconomic Conditions

EO 12898 (Federal Actions to Address Environmedatice in Minority and Low-Income
Populations) requires federal lead agencies torermgghts established under Title IV of the

Civil Rights Act of 1964 when analyzing environmangffects. FEMA and most federal lead
agencies determine impacts to low-income and mynoammunities as part of the NEPA
compliance process. Agencies are required to ifyesutid correct programs, policies, and
activities that have disproportionately high angteade human health or environmental effects
on minority or low-income populations. EO 12898odiasks federal agencies with ensuring that
public notifications regarding environmental issaes concise, understandable, and readily
accessible.

EO 13045 (Protection of Children from Environmerdalalth Risks and Safety Risks) requires
federal agencies to identify and assess health @Bl safety risks that may disproportionately
affect children. As with EO 12898, FEMA and mosideal lead agencies determine impacts to
children as part of the NEPA compliance proces&n&ges must ensure that their policies,
programs, activities, and standards address disptiopate risks to children that result from
environmental health risks or safety risks.

The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Prop&ciyuisition Policies Act (URARPAPA)

and Title IV of the Uniform Relocation Act providensistent and equitable treatment of persons
displaced from their homes, businesses, or farnfedgral or federally assisted programs. These
regulations also establish uniform and equitale lacquisition policies for federal and

federally assisted programs. Agencies are requireeimburse for and provide relocation
planning, assistance coordination, and advisonyices to persons displaced by such programs.

4.7.1 Affected Environment

Approximately 64 people live in or near the Villagde villagers depend heavily on a
traditional subsistence lifestyle, traveling outrir the village for hunting, fishing, and gathering.
The Yukon River is an important transportation ichor, providing access to many traditional
use areas.

Throughout the summer months, the village has adcethe state road system and Canada using

the Taylor and Klondike Highways. During the wintérese highways are not maintained and
air travel becomes the primary mode of transpamathn airport is available at the City of
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Eagle with scheduled air service to Fairbanks. t\bthe employment in the Village is
seasonal. Summer tourism brings many people tdpdzagle City, both by bus and tour boat.
A tour boat operates on the Yukon River betweerideagd Dawson City, Canada.

4.7.2 Effects to Socioeconomic Conditions — No AantiAlternative

Socioeconomic conditions would have a major impacthe Village under this alternative. This
alternative would likely result in disproportiondtealth and safety risks to the low-income and
minority persons and to children, as these groupde most likely to be affected by the lack of
public infrastructure if not restored or repaired.

4.7.3 Effects to Socioeconomic Conditions — Preferred ot Alternative

The Preferred Action Alternative is not expectegose disproportionately high or adverse
public health or environmental effects on minogtyd low-income populations and would not
cause adverse economic impacts. The Preferredréliernative would benefit the Village’s
infrastructure and public services. Short-termdbiéswould include additional jobs for the
Village residents during construction of the projec

4.7.4 Mitigation Measures

None

4.8  Safety and Security

The Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 (@pskeks to prevent work-related
injuries, illnesses and deaths by issuing and emfgrstandards for workplace safety and
health. The health, safety and security of conitsnavorkers, area residents and the

general public as related to the project altereatiare considered in this section.

4.8.1 Affected Environment

The new Village site is mostly undeveloped landhwatroad infrastructure, utility easements, a
Community Center, and some residential houses.elkidped land still lies throughout the new
Village site. The level of safety and securitkréd the new Village site is minimal due to lack
of population.

4.8.2 Effects to Safety and Security — No Actiortekhative

The No Action Alternative would have no impact aatth, safety and security in the new
Village.

4.8.3 Effects to Safety and Security — Preferéction Alternative
The Preferred Action Alternative could temporaritypact the safety of workers and others in
the vicinity of the project site during constructias construction sites are inherently dangerous.

The safety of site workers would be dependent erptilicies, knowledge, experience and
diligence of the workers. The Village and its caotors should ensure all project activities are
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conducted in a safe manner and in compliance Wlitate and federal occupational safety
regulations, including OSHA, to protect workers a@nel general public.

4.8.4 Mitigation Measures

The contractor would post appropriate signage andifig to minimize potential adverse public
safety concerns, including placing fencing aroureldite perimeter. Appropriate signage and
barriers should be in place prior to constructiotivities in order to alert pedestrians and
motorists of project activities and traffic pattetmanges.

Mitigation measures have been established in Se8ti@to reduce any potential adverse effects
from implementation of the Preferred Action Altetima. These measures and all appropriate
BMPs are required as conditions of FEMA fundingtfoe project.

4.9 Hazardous Materials and Waste

Hazardous materials and wastes are regulated id.Bieunder a variety of federal and state
laws. Federal laws and subsequent regulations gmgethe assessment, transportation, and
disposal of hazardous materials and wastes inch&l®esource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA); the RCRA Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendsy&@omprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLAgE Solid Waste Act; the Toxic
Substances Control Act (TSCA); and the Clean Air (@AA).

RCRA is the federal law that regulates hazardougevd&R CRA regulates hazardous waste from
“cradle to grave,” that is, from the time the waistgenerated through its management, storage,
transport, treatment, and final disposal. The USEPesponsible for implementing this law and
may delegate this responsibility to the statesnmpléement. Alaska Hazardous Waste Program is
operated by the U.S. Environmental Protection AgdRegion 10 Office in Seattle, Washington.
RCRA also sets forth a framework for the manageraénbn-hazardous wastes. The 1986
amendments to RCRA enable the USEPA to addresmtheonmental problems that can result
from underground tanks storing petroleum and hamezdubstances. RCRA focuses only on
active and proposed facilities and does not addreasdoned or historical sites.

TSCA gives the USEPA the ability to track the apimaately 75,000 industrial chemicals
currently produced or imported into the U.S. TheEP3 repeatedly screens these chemicals and
can require reporting or testing of those that image an environmental or human-health hazard.
The USEPA may ban the manufacture and import cfelathemicals that pose an unreasonable
risk. The USEPA may also control these chemicalseagessary to protect human health and the
environment. TSCA supplements other federal statuteluding CAA and the Toxic Release
Inventory under the Emergency Planning and CommpRiight-to-Know Act. TSCA includes
regulations regarding asbestos and polychlorinbigdenyls (PCBS).

CERCLA and the Superfund Amendments and ReauthimzaAct (SARA) govern the process

of identifying and prioritizing the cleanup of aladebmed or other sites not regulated under RCRA
contaminated by the release of hazardous matefiaéslUUSEPA was given power to seek out
those parties responsible for any release and emiseir cooperation in the cleanup. Superfund
site identification, monitoring, and response atiés in states are coordinated through the state
environmental protection or waste management agenci
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Section 112 of the CAA requires the USEPA to dgve&lmission standards for hazardous air
pollutants. In response to this section the USEBBighed a list of hazardous air pollutants and
promulgated the National Emission Standards forart#aus Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
regulations. Because lead and asbestos presebstastial risk to human health as a result of air
emissions from one or more source categories,dhegonsidered hazardous air pollutants and,
thus, hazardous materials. The Asbestos NESHAREER 61, Subpart M) addresses milling,
manufacturing, and fabricating operations; denmiitand renovation activities; waste disposal
issues; active and inactive waste disposal sitesagabestos conversion processes.

49.1 Affected Environment

According to the Alaska Department of Environme@ahservation (ADEC) website, no known
hazardous waste or contaminated sites are in ortiheaew Village. A search of the EPA
cleanup sites yielded similar results.

4.9.2 Effects from Hazardous Waste & Materials — Mation Alternative

Although the No Action Alternative would not actiyeise hazardous materials or generate
hazardous wastes, it may prolong the exposuredofiduals to hazardous materials or wastes
that may have been exposed by the disaster. Résideo find themselves without alternative
housing may continue to live within an area contated by hazardous materials or wastes, such
as petrochemicals spills (from storage areas)paidasbestos (from damaged asbestos-
containing materials), or lead paint chips (fronelp® painted surfaces on damaged buildings)
which can create a potential hazard to human health

4.9.3 Effects from Hazardous Waste & Materiald+eferred Action Alternative

The Preferred Action Alternative is not expecteghdse any significant public health or
environmental effects. Activities that occurredtbrically at sites proposed for construction of
facilities and infrastructure may have generatetental hazardous materials or wastes.
Although undeveloped, the potential exists for psrof hazardous wastes to have migrated onto
these sites or illegal dumping of hazardous wastetve occurred at these sites. Clearing,
grubbing, grading, connecting utilities, constraogtinfrastructure could contribute to
environmental releases of any latent hazardousawastxpose displaced residents to hazardous
wastes.

4.9.4 Mitigation Measures

If hazardous constituents are unexpectedly encoeshtduring project activities, appropriate
measures for the proper assessment, remediatiomanagement of the contamination should
be initiated in accordance with applicable fedestdie and local regulations. Project
construction would involve the use of potentialgzhrdous materials (e.g., petroleum products,
cement, caustics, acids, solvents, paint, electrominponents, pesticides, herbicides, fertilizers,
treated timber) and may result in the generatiosnedll volumes of hazardous wastes.
Appropriate measures (including BMPs) to preventimize and control spills of hazardous
materials should be taken, and any hazardous amthawardous wastes generated should be
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disposed in accordance with applicable federate stad local requirements.

4.10 Public Involvement

FEMA'’s Draft EA was released and a public notices\wasted throughout the City and Village
on August 26, 2009, for a 24-hour public review anchment period, ending August 27, 2009.
The notice identified the Preferred Action Altelimat location of the action, participants,
location of the draft EA, and listed Stanley KS GhBEEMA Environmental Lead/Advisor, as
the point of contact to contribute comments thati@o to Mark Eberlein, FEMA Regional
Environmental Officer.

FEMA consulted with several state and federal agsrtbroughout this EA process to gather
valuable input and to meet regulatory requiremésgs reference list for specific contacts). This
coordination was integrated into the public invohent process and the draft EA was provided
to contacts at the DEC, DNR, U.S. Army Corps of iBagrs, and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency.

Cheryl Bommarito, FEMA Environmental Specialistsitéd the community of Eagle on July 31,
2009, and met with representatives of both the &y Village, along with many community
members. Additionally, FEMA staff met with villageeople to verbally discuss the contents of
the draft EA and garner any input on potentialsignificance. The clear consensus throughout
the community was that there are no significantceoms regarding the construction of public
facilities and infrastructure in the new VillagéesiThe community would like to see the project
proceed as soon as possible, as there is a suabkte®d for public services and infrastructure in
order to proceed with the recovery effort.

No substantive public comments were received; thereno further public involvement will be
conducted for this EA. In the public notice distried with the draft EA, all recipients were
notified that after the public comment period endedvided no substantive comments were
received, the final EA and the FONSI would be ala# for viewing at:
http://www.fema.gov/plan/ehp/envdocuments/archivegex.shtm

411 Cumulative Effects

Cumulative effects are those that result from tfeeemental effect of a Preferred Action
Alternative when added to other past, present aasanably foreseeable future actions,
regardless of what agency (federal or nonfedergbeoson undertakes such other action.
Cumulative effects can result from individually mmnbut collectively significant, actions taking
place over a period of time.

The old Village site was devastated and under thédtion Alternative (Alternative 1), the
community would remain without drinking water, pawganitary, and other public services.
There would be no construction of new facilitiesfrastructure and public services would
continue to be provided using the interim arrangasieurrently in use at the new Village site.
These temporary facilities are currently providordy limited services and would continue to
operate at a much reduced capacity. This altermatould not meet the community’s needs and

Village of Eagle, EA 29 August 31, 2009



would forego the benefits of permanent facilitiesthe community and result in continued
hardships, including physical, psychological andneenic stresses associated with the damage
and risks to public health and safety.

The Preferred Action Alternative (Alternative 3ppides for the construction of new public
facilities and infrastructure at the new Villaggesi Development is currently underway in the
new Village site with assistance from other spoimgpagencies. Access to new public facilities
and infrastructure on the part of the communitylddead to a revitalized Village core and
identity, the cumulative effect of which would b@aesitive, more stimulated local effort toward
recovery of the economy and of community vitality.

Future development may occur in the area diredjgcent to and above Long Lake. The
Village will need to consider possible multi-famggptic systems to avoid impacts to the water
supply. Should FEMA be funding this constructiBEMA would mitigate these impacts by
applying BMPs (as described in Section 8.0) to cedvansport of sediment, debris, oils, and
hazardous substances. For the water supply, jpotadls would need to be grouted and
wellheads would need to be watertight to preventamination of the water supply. Building
pads for facilities in this area would need to bastructed so they do not flood. Further
evaluation of impacts would be documented in a &mpental EA.

V. MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED
The following mitigation measures are required @sditions of FEMA funding:

1. The Village is required to obtain and comply withlacal, state, and federal
requirements, including, but not limited to anyuigd certifications and permits for the
Preferred Action Alternative.

2. If construction activities are proposed within &@tf of Long Lake, a determination and
delineation survey for Jurisdictional Determinatlmnthe USACE would be required.
The applicant will notify the State/FEMA of the me® work within this location and
allow FEMA the opportunity to complete additionav@onmental evaluation.

3. The applicant is responsible for selecting, impletimg, monitoring and maintaining
appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) ttralogrosion and sediment, reduce
spills and pollution, and provide habitat protecti&rosion controls must be in place
before any significant alteration of the area tgiese. If fill is stored on site, the
contractor is required to cover and contain it appately. Access roads and work areas
must use existing access ways whenever possiblenamihize soil disturbance and
compaction within 200 feet of a stream, water baatyyetland.

4. If hazardous constituents are unexpectedly encoeshthuring project activities,
appropriate measures for the proper assessmerddiaion, containment and
management of the contamination should be initiatextcordance with applicable
federal, state and local regulations. Project cansbn would involve the use of
potentially hazardous materials (e.g., petroleuadpcts, cement, caustics, acids,
solvents, paint, electronic components, pesticidesjicides, fertilizers, treated timber)
and may result in the generation of small volunfdsazardous wastes. Appropriate
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measures to prevent, minimize and control spillsafardous materials should be taken,
and any hazardous and non-hazardous wastes gehshatgld be disposed in accordance
with applicable federal, state and local requiretsien

5. The contractor is to stay away from lake and weklaimge areas and not dispose of
overburden or other earthen material off-site antd any other waterway or wetland.

7. Large wood, native vegetation, and weed-fresdibglisturbed during the site
preparation must be conserved on site wheneveilp@g$sr site restoration.

8. In the event historically or archaeologicallgrsficant materials or sites (or evidence
thereof) are discovered during the implementatiotie® project or should any cultural
material (e.g., prehistoric stone tools or flakihgman remains, historic material caches)
be encountered during construction, the projedt bleehalted and all reasonable
measures taken to avoid or minimize harm to prgpentil such time as the applicant
and FEMA, in consultation with the State Historiegervation Officer (SHPO),
determine appropriate measures have been takerstioesthat the project is in
compliance with the National Historic Preservatfat.

9. No construction material or debris shall be sthgr disposed of in a wetland, even
temporarily. Excess and unsuitable excavated naht&rall not be sidecast into or placed
upslope of wetlands environments.

10. Watering during construction would help to ecohairborne dust resulting from the
construction activities. A dust palliative would &eplied during construction, as needed,
to help control air pollution caused by dust. Tingsatment would need to be reapplied
periodically to maintain its effectiveness. Reapgiion would be the responsibility of the
entity maintaining the road, and would be subjedts priority and funding constraints.

11. Construction shall be limited to daytime haarseduce noise impacts.

VI. CONCLUSION

Based upon onsite review, previous studies andiresfyegulatory agency consultations
undertaken in the preparation of this EA, and githenprecautionary and mitigation measures,
no significant environmental impacts were identifassociated with the construction of public
facilities and infrastructure at the new Villageksgle.

Village of Eagle, EA 31 August 31, 2009



VIl. REFERENCES

Aero-Metric, Inc. A-CAD orthomosaic mapping for tB&y and Village. June 15, 2008, and
May 14, 2009.

Alaska Department of Commerce, Community and Ecoa@avelopment, Division of
Community and Regional Affairs. Online communityatzase for Eagle Village and City
of Eagle, www.commerce.state.ak.us/dca/commdb/CE®&K.cfm. July 8, 2009.

Alaska Department of Commerce, Community and Ecoa@avelopment, Division of
Community and Regional Affairs. Online communityatzase for Tok.
www.commerce.state.ak.us/dca/commdb/CIS.cfm?Commo_Béame=TokJuly 11,
2009.

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservationjgdon of Environmental Health, Solid
Waste Management Program. Application for Authdrmafor One-time Disposal of
Inert Waste by City of Eagle. June 29, 2009.

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservationj$don of Environmental Health, Solid
Waste Management Program. Construction and Dewwlidebris in Rural Alaska. April
2009.

Alaska Department of Natural Resources, DivisioMafing, Land and Water. Application for
purchase or lease of state land by City of Eaglee 29, 2009.

ASCG, Inc. Eagle Village Sanitation Facilities Bibdity Study/Master Plan. May 2001.

Blankenburg, Bob. Alaska Department of Environmke@tanservation, Fairbanks, personal
communication. June 30, 2009.

Carr, Matt. U.S. Environmental Protection Agencychorage, personal communication.
June 25, 2009.

Eagle. Draft Scope of Work for Debris Removal ansjpbsal, and Demolition Work for the City
and Village of Eagle, Alaska. June 30, 2009.

Eagle, City of. Declaration of a Debris Hazard giv&e Property in the Community of Eagle.
June 29, 20009.

Environmental Atlas of America

FEMA Region X. Geographic Information Systems (Gi8)l ENVAS mapping, Stephan
Gaston. July 7, 2009.

Jackson, Melanie. Rockwell Engineering and ConsttnServices, Fairbanks, personal
communication. July 7 and July 10, 2009.

Jacobson, Ted. Rural Community Action Program,, Ipetsonal communication. July 13, 2009.

Village of Eagle, EA 32 August 31, 2009



Journal of Rural and Community Development. ComiagniSolid Waste as it Impacts
Community Sustainability in Alaska. Matsuura, Luargd Nakazawa. Volume 3, 2008,
pages 108-122.

Krauthoefer, Tracie. Review and Compliance Archagist, Alaska State Historic Preservation
Office, personal communication with Charles Ditéf&MA historic preservation
specialist. June 26 and July 2, 2009.

Milles, Chris. Alaska Department of Natural Resasrd~airbanks, personal communication.
July 10, 20009.

Morse, Allen. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, perda@oammunication. June and July 2009.

Pipkin, Mark E. Eagle Village, Alaska BIA Road Rroj 2002 Archaeological Survey.
April 2003.

Proulx, Jeanne. Alaska Department of Natural Ressairbanks, personal communication.
July 10, 20009.

Rockwell Engineering and Construction. U.S. Sumplkay map for proposed site. June 26, 2009.

Rodney P. Kinney Associates, Inc. Eagle Villaga&®&roject, Final Environmental
Assessment. March 2005.

Sarcone, Joe. U.S. Environmental Protection AgeAnghorage, personal communication.
June 29 and July 10, 2009.

Shannon and Wilson, Inc. Wetland Delineation, Vatien Classification, and Wildlife
Assessment, Taylor Highway Project, Chicken, Alask&anadian Border. May 2003.

Spiers, Ken. Alaska Department of Environmental $gowation, Fairbanks, personal
communication. July 8, 2009.

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resourcesgervation Service. Plants database,
http://plants.usda.govuly 25, 2009.

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Managetrort Egbert and the Eagle Historic
District, Results of Archaeological and Historicdearch December 1978.

U.S. Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife See: Classification of Wetlands and
Deepwater Habitats of the United States, Decem®g9.1Reprinted 1992.

U.S. Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Siee: National Wetlands Inventory mapping,
PSS1/4B. July 7, 2009.

U.S. Geological Services. Quadrant map, Eagle D-1.

Village of Eagle, EA 33 August 31, 2009



Wien, Alan. Alaska Department of Environmental Gamation, Wasilla, personal
communication. June 24, July 1 and July 8, 2009.

Wahrhattig, Clyde. Physiographic Division of AlasliGeological Survey Professional Paper
482. United States Government Printing Office, Wiagton: 1965.

Village of Eagle, EA 34 August 31, 2009



APPENDIX A

USACE Jurisdictional Determination
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Bommarito, Cheryl

From: Baij, Harry A Jr POA [Harry.A.Baij@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2009 3:00 PM

To: Bommarito, Cheryl

Cc: Hartmann, Dale R POA; Mullins, Mervin E POA; Keller, William A POA; resjri@gmail.com,
Hendrix, Joel C POH

Subject: RE: WetLands & Uplands to view in NEW Eagle Village

Cheryl,

My jurisdictional determination is for the proposed VPSO and Clinic sites.
That is what I was tasked to do. I only looked at the other areas and made judgments,
trying to cover as much ground as possible.

I can do a jurisdictional determination for the entire New Eagle Village using the
collected information from my field wisit and information obtained off-site (resource
records such as aerial photos, scil and water informatiom, ete.). It will not constitute
a field wetland delineation. I do not know of any specific soil mapping for Bagle and
vicinity. I am confident the New Eagle Village site not being located in wetlands where
the infrastructure for the roads and buildings would go. Development within 25-30 feet of
the lake (near the community center) needs to be avoided without a close look, just to be
safe.

Hydric soils for the area are saturated decomposing peat primarily from sphagnum mosses
likely above a layer of fine silt loam. Observe and dig a soil test hole at the wetland
along the Duramat temporary road near the end of the runway frontage road. The plastic
mat temporary road was constructed in the most prevalent wetland in the vicinity.
Hydrology for the groundwater in the hydric soil area is at or very near the surface .
Hydric soils require saturation within 12 inches of the soil surface (where the green
plant material stops and the brown soil begins). The wetland hydrology is a very shallow
perched groundwater. I found a NON-HYDRIC SOIL over at the community center, a rather
dark yellowish brown silt loam something like 10YR4/3.

The hydrology for the regional water table is variable but several feet belew the ground
surface. Look at the soil profile at the existing new village landfill. If you dug near
Long Lake it would be more near the surface.

Wetland plants are stunted stressed black spruce {Picea mariana); labrador tea {Ledum
sp.); most all of the sedges (most common is Carex aquatilis); water horsetail (Equisetum
fluviatile); bog rosemary (Andromeda polifolia), etc.

I'll try to get you my datasheets and some pictures.

Please take digital snapshots of the New Eagle Village existing landfill, the proposed
Corps debris landfill, and the permanent sites for the VPSO & clinic. Given time, take a
walk around the New Eagle Village roadway and take photos of the areas. You will see the
village is located in non-wetlands as designed and constructed thus far. The only areas
to stay clear away from are Long Lake and its shoreline area.

H. Baij
907-753-2784

----- Original Message-----

From: Bommarito, Cheryl [mailto:Cheryl.Bommarito@associates.dhs.gov]

Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2009 2:15 PM

To: Baij, Harry A Jr POA; Bommarito, Cheryl

Ce: Mullins, Mervin E POA; Hendrix, Joel C POH; Gimlin, Barbara; Hartmann, Dale R POA;
Keller, William A POA

Subject: RE: WetLands in NEW Eagle Village

Hank,

Thanks for the response, are you going to provide a Jurisdictional Determination for the
1
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Bommarito, Cheryl

From: Baij, Harry A Jr POA [Harry.A.Baij@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 12:53 PM

To: Bommarito, Cheryl

Cc: Hartmann, Dale R POA

Subject: RE: Village of Eagle

Cheryl,

The northwest area is where Long Lake is located. I did not evaluate this area, just walk
over it. The lake, to its ordinary high water mark and its adjacent wetlands, are
jurisdictional under S. 404 of the CWA. Work is not proposed in this area.

I can create a wetland map for you by air photo interpretation and my field cbservations
during my visit on 23 July. I did not conduct any test pit field wetland delineations. I
can draw a wetland delineation line on an aerial photograph and send it to you. I think
the scale is 1" = 400'. I can complete it tomorrow, all right?

H. Baij
907-753-2784

----- Original Message-----

From: Bommarito, Cheryl [mailto:Cheryl.Bommarito@associates.dhs.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 10:47 AM

To: Baij, Harry A Jr POA

Cc: Chun, Stanley; Lopez, Lois

Subject: Village of Eagle

Hank,

I am going over previous reports done for the Village and they all claim the northwest
corner of the Village is marshy with an underground spring. I was wondering if you were
able to evaluate this portion of the Village.

Also, do you have a mapped area around the lake for the wetlands you detected.

Thanks

Cheryl
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Bommarito, Cheryl

From: Baij, Harry A Jr POA [Harry. A Baij@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2009 2:11 PM

To: Bommarito, Cheryl

Cc: Keller, William A POA; Hendrix, Joel C POH; Hartmann, Dale R POA; Chun, Stanley
Subject: New Eagle Village JD (jurisdictional determination)

Cheryl,

Donna or someone representing the Native Village of Eagle (or whatever their official name
is) needs to submit a request for jurisdiction (or they can call it a wetlands
determination) to me in order to provide them with an approved jurisdictional
determination. I will start a file and provide them with a letter for the area they
designate their request. They must be specific on the area and include a vicinity map. I
need their mailing address and other contact information to make this happen.

I have currently misplaced the aerial photo I was going to use for the "wetland map".
I'll get you something soon.

H. Baij
Anchorage Team Leader
907-753-2784

----- Original Message-----

From: Bommarito, Cheryl [mailto:Cheryl.Bommarito@associates.dhs.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2009 10:52 AM

To: Lopez, Lois; Baij, Harry A Jr POA

Cc: Chun, Stanley; Hendrix, Joel C POH; Hartmann, Dale R POA; Mullins, Mervin E POA
Subject: RE: Trip to Eagle

Speaking with Donna at the Village, all lake lots will be public facilities and will not
be designated for residential. My only concern for doing the PEA for the entire village
was to get this area by the lake determined for wetlands (since the Village is unsure what
they are going to use the lake

lots for), I will include in the PEA that 25 to 30 feet along the lake will

need to have a JD if the Village decides to construct amything at a latter date.

Hank, can I get that map showing this area and alsc were you going to issue a JD for the
Village for me to include in the PEA.

Thanks,

Cheryl

From: Lopez, Lois [mailto:lois.lopez@dhs.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 2:44 PM

To: Bommarito, Cheryl; Harry.A.Baij@usace.army.mil

Cc: Chun, Stanley; Lopez, Lois; Joel.C.Hendrix@usace.army.mil;
Dale.R.Hartmann@usace.army.mil; Mervin.E.Mullins@usace.army.mil
Subject: Trip to Eagle
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Bommarito, Cheryl

From: Baij, Harry A Jr POA [Harry.A.Baij@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 3:51 PM

To: Hartmann, Dale R POA

Cc: Hendrix, Joel C POH; Gimlin, Barbara; Mullins, Mervin E POA; Bommarito, Cheryl; Keller,
William A POA

Subject: Scope of Work sent 7-31-09 Eagle, AK VPSO/Clinic

Dale,

I reviewed the latest SOW sent by e-mail message Friday July 31, 2009. The work areas
depicted on sheets 17 & 18 of your attachment for activities proposed for land clearing,
excavation, grubbing, and f£ill placement for the VPSQO, Clinic, Conex relocations, access,
fire fighting buffer, and firewood area are NOT in wetlands and a permit from the
Regulatory Division is NOT required.

All you need to do is stay away from the lake and wetland fringe areas and not dispose of
overburden or other earthen material off-site and into any other waterway or wetland.
Please contact me if I can help in any way.

H. Baij

Chief, North Section
Regulatory Division
907-753-2784

————— Original Message-----

From: Hartmann, Dale R POA

Sent: Friday, July 31, 2009 4:13 PM

To: Baij, Harry A Jr POA; Frenier, David J POA; Gaulke, Michael S POA; Jackman, George E
POA; Jackson, Ronald K POA; Kalli, George A POA; Lam, Peter H POA; Lindamood, Steve D POA;
Morgan, Christine A POA; Shuman, Catherine M SPL; Underwood, Thomas J POA

Subject: Current SOW

Importance: High

Folks,
Attached is the current SOW and attachments.

Dale Hartmann, P.E.

Mechanical Engineer

Alaska District, US Army Corps of Engineers
2204 3rd St

Elmendorf, AFB 99506

(907)753-2550

(907)753-2783 FAX

{317)552-4800x2550 DSN
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Alaska Regjon

ProjectSits; 5’7!& how u;”*?"‘ B ;:ny;('bam?mz{ /‘Wk"' Sampling Date: ~43 %

Applicant/Owner: ! Sampling Point
investigatorls): ___ DIA Iy : Landform (hillside, temace, hummock, efc.);

Local relief (concave, oonua::none): -Fla{' Slopa (%) £ =2~ %o

Subregion: Lat: Long: Datum:

Soll Map Unit Name; . NWI classification:

Ara climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes T No (Hf no, expl i in Remarks.)

Are Vegelation ____, Soil __, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ‘/-I;In_
Are Vegetation _____, Soll _____, or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Prasent? No ' .

T led Area
Hydric Soll Present? Yes g s ;"r s“'::ﬂ” ) v o R
Wetland Hydralogy Presant? Yes No Wwithin a Wettand? o8 °
Remarks:

Site o Ml rovney C’ammwyrr Covor /0/¢{iff¢_;af?-'1’° sgpl,g/ﬂeff

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. List all species in the plot.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
% T ecies? Status :
Z‘ %g ? ) | Number of Dominant Species g\
E'—_ —’Vr— & That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
. Total Number of Dominant
- = — Spacies Across All Strata: XN B
1
Total Cover: ----—-EE Percent of Dominant Specles 3{/
: 50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: That Ara OBL, FACW, ar FAC: ___ 100 %o (asm) |
Sapling/Shru Stratum - _Prwalehea Index workshast:
1. -ggz; f AP0 [witlocw ) £ N Lae Total % Cover of: Muttoly by:
2. [ or Te4q (Ledumn sp.) 25 I: @ OBL specles o x1=
3. FACW specles x2= (%
4 FAC specles x3=
: ‘| FACU species x4=
5. upL i x5= %
6. Column Totals: {A) (B)
Total Cover: _2¢ Pravalence Index = B/A = '2" /S’}"
ot 50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Fydrophytic Vegstation Indicatars:
1 5044% Niran A . Qo — Dominance Test is >50%
a_ - ! _‘/Prevalenue Index is 3.0
k]
3 — Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
4. data in Remarks or on a separate shest)
:- I_A blematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
7: ! Indicators of hydric soil and wettand hydrology must
3 be present unless disturbed or problematic.
9.
10. . See M A’Eﬂuy +
Total Cover: ﬁ @ z@ a 7. ,ﬁ
So%nftmnl-mv?n . 20% of total cover: Hydrophytic “Heten.
Plot size {radius, or langth x width) radtys % Bare Ground __ O 72 v,’,'qmﬂm f
% Cover of Welland Bryophytes 70 %% _ totai Gover of Bryophytes __22%% | Present? Yos No
re applicable P

ans: Bl Sprac e - ; laleed 45 ‘CMQ W#'b"”rm 2
Remarks: f3 : ra..h) r‘{; wy aé;‘/.'?‘-("(o J{e_‘, condetibrs, Thei LM;WL

Prirong 2 Foe At o, P (0 7] Foaen il gl F L G

US Armmy Corps of Engineers Or ;

L8 APl (J‘ 2007 A_Izka Version 2.0
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SOIL ' ' ‘Sampling Polnt:

Profile Description: (Describa to the depth.needed to d the Indi or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth _Matrix %emm
—Color{moist) _ _% _ __ Color{molst) r_'I'.M'Al‘!_
O=F decoying speghnoma duff onygenfair) ﬂ*’*ﬁs@v‘?‘
6~23 J0IRBY3 _ arvk ;M’Iawfsh brown
15~32"_ rowuwlled 5€one9 (=377 1+ graved site 30+ beloco
- -
ous
[ ry 4 F.3 -!' =
. bt 4
Wo Satuidion 30" o shserved reZ{J b tealqres
!ygg G=Goman1mﬂnn D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. __“Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Sofl Indicators: Indiwturs for Problematic Hydric Solls™
___ Histosol or Histel (A1) : —_ Alaska Color Change (TA4)" __ Alaska Gleyed Without Hue 5Y or Redder
. Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Alaska Alpine Swales (TAS) Underlying Layer
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Alaska Redox With 2.5Y Hue . Other (Explain in Remarks)
— Thick Dark Surface (A12) . -
_ Alaska Gleyed (A13) *One indlcator of hydrophytic vegetation, one primary indicator of wetland hydrology,
___ Alaska Redox (A14) and an appropriate landscape position must be pfesent.
___ Alaska Gleyed Pores (A15) *Give detalls of color change in Remarks.
Restrictivo Layer (if present): B
e hone Oheerved do 29-30" -
Depth (Inohee) Hydric Soll Present? Yes_____ No
Remarks:
10IR Y3 @ 10 wo yedey éw"‘f@j&,@s /e’dazfawz
(. o
10 YRz @ g ar cryo Ty battoe Joues eudh M
2327 9’I‘¢ v e-f [\eqv\ﬂ han Bo. | ayger o l,a{d,w, j,,ﬁt'ﬁm
HYDROLOGY . Y o adfors.
Waetland Hydralogy Indicators: o ui
Primary Indicators (any one ind!cator is sufficient) — Waler-stained Leaves (B9)
— Surface Water (A1) — Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) — Drainage Patterns (B10)
— High Water Table (A2) — Sp ly Veg C (B88) __ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Reots (C3)
___ Saturation'{A3) ____ Marl Deposits (B15) ___ Presence of Raduced lron (C4)
— Water Marks (B1) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) — Salt Deposits (C5)
—. Sediment Deposits (B2) — Dry-Seascn Water Table (C2) — Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) - Other (Explain in Remarks) _—_ Geomorphic Position {D2)
___ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) — Shallow Aquitard (D3)
— lron Deposits (B5) ___ Microtopographic Rellef (D4)
Surface Soll Cracks (BS) ) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
Field Observations: /
Surface Water Present? Yes Ne Depth (Inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No " Depth (inches): _ )
Saturation Present? Yes No_ ¥ Depth(nches): | Wetland Hydrotogy Present? Yos No_L—"
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aeral photos, previous inspections), If available:
Remaias:
" 3/47&;1:;.4-:' b Srace mhicke 50ue seatovel surlac o
ﬁmfév‘f'r{\'e - ‘5»»( drains Ah i wvgsuic+ 5T 10ova 4o avse
%" Nl “’ b
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Alaska Region
. ’ . { P
Project/Site: Ea‘ ‘i'[ € NWewr Vi {{4 ? e Borough/Clty: (.9‘“ L ‘W—"}‘ (e'r('er Sampling Date: 7-23-2

Applicant/Owner. ’ . Sampling Polnt:
Investigator(s): E a r’ Landform (hiliside, lerrace. hummocks, etc.):

Local retief (concave, %nm): Done. siope o4y 22 2/ toward fou 7 Lo e

Subreglon: Lat: Leng: Datum:

Soll Map Unit Name: NWwI classification:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for thistime of year? Yes_______ No__________ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __K." Soll ____, orHydrology _____significantly disturbed? . Are "Normal Circumstances™ present? Yes__*_ No_____

Are Vegetation »Soll , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed lain any n Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes -
Hydhic Soil Prasent? Yes :;:' "’“x:::' Area v o A
Wetiand Hydrology Present? Yes na Wetand? b °
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. List all species In the plot.
. Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Stratum 3 Cover Species? Status
?L%?zl of€ dor - pm | W
2.__Ipe -0-l2 i no ’ ] g :
3 ‘I‘ntaIANurnber of Dominant 3
4. nla'f"’ Species Across All Strata: —— . ®
Total Cover. ____ . Percent of Dominant Specles 3 y
50% oftotalcover: ______ 20% of total cover: That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 C _ (AB)
SapFIn rub Stratum Proval Index work
%l: fé. wt 4 Yo # _ )
d 6‘\}‘!.le OBL spacies Ez x1= %
3 fg o v FACW specles f};% x2= 3?3
4, FAC x3=___ &
: o=y 3
- spec xX9=
6. Golumn Totals: :‘%&
N Total Cover:
£ ' . Prevalence index = B/A = t{
N D\u;" 50% g;“:;‘g"“" ——— 2Wholtotalcover ____ e iic Vegotation indicators:
1. Cave é a 5_‘ Q;gﬁ££ fanafensin)  JO V Facl | __ Dominance Test s >60%
2. P‘f‘i Vlww:' %995 {Aﬂ) e [ MI | __ Prevatence Index s 3.0
- LJ " .
3. b L e - Z0 4 Fee ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
4, [T Sﬁ- ) data In Remarks or on a separate sheet)
s _Flyege d e M fecy Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
6. _(Efilohue g9 Joli i) —_ g "
7. l.u'; {4 Pose {'pﬂ_ofu.{ ¥0%e) /o N Fec{ | 'indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
8 Ty : be present unless disturbed or problematic.
5, Hn s bush ev deity e N, R |
10, _(_na_arLﬁe cry £ N Fac
‘ T Total Cover. _/5C
50% of total cpver; . 20% of totel cover: Hyd
Plot size (radius, or length x width) 5%; % Bare Ground_4/0 96 | \eromtYe
% Cover of Wetland Bryophytes &___ Total Cover of Bryophytes 2 Eo Present? Yes No Eé
|_(Where applicable)
Remates: | S0 ~175 " Ed# ot Loug Lake| 2o7 Wes ¢ v‘t‘ewﬁmcj’ ravel
road, Ua?&Mm M arge reﬁawﬂm7 Sthee c[ea-v e chact 1-3 years ,ﬂru/im{s-
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SOIL

Sampling Paint:

Profile Description: (I.'_}escrlha to the depth needed to document the indicator or

0-b

Depth Matfix Rﬂmu@__w_ea
{inches) Color {moist) % Colorfmoist) % _ _Type' _L

tef

-9 259Ky~

decomgug oty fea

of Indicators)
-
ordamic m?ﬂq¥? )
VS pagh hoa

o

2 =24 104R 4/3

enkorm devl \[e!f&w@(f\ brown

24-3 0+ stones + Fravel W glert 20

vo:ls_well owygmated, re Shharsh 1on . No_redoy ;ﬁ’éﬁ%es/ms‘w’"

s
Hydric-Soll Indicators:

:_C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls™:

“Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

___ Histosol or Histel (A1)" — Alaska Color Change (TA4)" ___ Alaska Gleyed Without Hue 5Y or Redder
_ Histic Epipedon (A2) _ Alaska Alpine Swales (TAS) ~ Underlylng Layer
__ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Alaska Redox With 2.5Y Hus ___ Other (Explain In Remarks)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ) )
__ Alaska Gleyed (A13) *one indicator of hydrophytic vegetation, one primary Indicator of wetland hydrology,
___ Alaska Redox (A14) and an appropriate landscape position must be present,
__ Alaska Gleyed Pores (A15) 4Give detalls of color change in Remarks.
Restrictive Layer (If present): .
Type: n phea
Depth (Inches): Hydric Soll Present? Yes_____ No X\

vy -frowx\)

R Jon s(miler (2ulifigns ea # (. N0 redoy weted Sof
rfo Waler deposYed 57 it loam over very coarse maleride

L

ulisw BYver eaqifgouth

HYDROLOGY
Wetiand Hydralogy Indicators: Secondary Indicators (2 or mors required)
; ne indicator is sufficlent) . —__ Water-stained Leaves (B9)
__ Surface Water (A1) _ Inundation Vislble on Aerial Imagery (B7) ____ Drainage Patterns (B10) .
___ High Water Table (A2) __ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3)
. Saturation {(A3) ___ Marl-Deposits (B15) ___ Presence of Reduced Iran (C4)
. Water Marks (B1) — Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Salt Deposits (C5)
___ Sediment Deposits (B2) ___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) ___ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
__ Drift Deposits (B3) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks) ___ Geomorphic Position (D2)
___ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) — Shallow Aquitard (D3)
_ lron Deposifs (B5) _ Microtopographic Relief (D4)
| ___ Surfaca Soil Cracks (B6) FAC | Test {DS)
Fleld Observations: —
Surface Water Present? Yes_____ No F._/Jeplh (inches):
Water Table Present? Yeos No_ ¥  Depth(inches): _______
Saturation Present? Yes _. No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes _____ No ﬁ_
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data {stream gauge, monitoring wall, eerial photos, previ

P
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APPENDIX B

SHPO Concurrence Letter
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— 230 | fewvA
( U.S. Department of Homeland Security
DHS/FEMA/State Joint Field Office

RS DY YO ot | FEMA-1843-DR-AK
Ly L‘ﬁ—" IStOHC L‘lUpﬁ:n ti€s AffﬁCled 4510 Old In-;emulional Airport RD
. v s W . Anchorage, AK 99502
Alaska State Historic Preservation Officer . nchorage. 3
B e - &%) FEMA
IFile No.. (20— eV %Hr\ 2 v /3
3 August 2009 RECEIVED

[AUG 0 4 2009
Ms. Judith Bittner, State Historic Preservation Officer
Alaska Office of History and Archaeology OHA
550 West 7" Avenue, Suite 1310
Anchorage, AK 99501-3565

Re: NHPA §106 Compliance, FEMA-DR-1843-AK, temporary clinic, VPSO facility, and other
undertakings, Village of Eagle, Alaska

V"' Dear Ms. Bittner:

Through the Alaska Division of Homeland Security and Emergency Management, the Village of Eagle,
Alaska has applied to the Department of Homeland Security’s Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) for funding assistance for construction of temporary facilities to house a clinic and Village Public
Safety Officer (VPSO) facility to replace buildings lost due to the ice jamming and flooding during the period
28 April-31 May, 20009.

The proposed locations of these facilities (shown on the enclosed map) are within the confines of the new site
of the Village of Eagle. This site is located in Section 14, T2S, R33E, Fairbanks Meridian, at 66.7455° N,
141.0475° W. The new village site is being developed as a replacement for the original Village of Eagle,
which had already been recognized as being vulnerable to flooding. Development of the area began with
construction of roads, funded by the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA).

Prior to that road construction, the BIA contracted with Rodney P. Kinney and Associates to prepare an
environmental assessment for the project. As part of that effort, the consulting engineers contracted with
Walking Dog Archaeology to prepare an archaeological evaluation of the area, and conduct an archaeological
survey. On the basis of that survey, which included the area in general, as well as the locations of the roads
themselves, the BIA made a determination that no historic properties would be affected by the undertaking.
Their determination was dated 11 June, 2003; your office concurred with this determination on 9 July, 2003.

The present undertaking, the construction of two temporary community facilities, is located completely within
the footprint of the original project. The Area of Potential Effect, (APE) is taken to be Lots 8 (clinic) and 9
(VPSO) of the Long Lake Subdivision, Addition No. 2, as shown on the enclosed plat, totaling 2.58 acres,
more or less. The area, characterized in the Environmental Assessment as “heavily vegetated with black and
white spruce, cottonwood, birch, willows, and patches of aspen . . . The ground is covered with a mat of moss,
grass, and low shrubs.” (Kinney and Associates 2005: 5) The enclosed photograph gives a general
impression of the area. The archaeological survey of the APE of the BIA roads project found no indications
of prior occupation of the area, and characterized the potential of the area for such occupation to be low
(Pipkin 2003: 6). No subsurface testing was conducted.

www.fema.gov
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PUBLIC NOTICE

The U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
Draft Environmental Assessment
FEMA-1843-DR-AK
Village of Eagle, Alaska

Replacement of Public Facilities and Infrastructure

Notice is hereby given that FEMA plans to assist\illage of Eagle by providing partial
funding for the construction of public facilitiea@infrastructure in the new Village of Eagle.
Federal financial assistance would be providedyansto the authority of the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, uldiv 93-288, as amended (The Stafford
Act).

FEMA prepared a draft Environmental Assessment (i@A)he proposed project pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969daREMA’s implementing regulations.

The Draft EA will be finalized after agency and paleview and input. The EA evaluates
alternatives for compliance with applicable envir@mntal laws, including: Executive Orders No.
11988 (Floodplain Management), No. 11990 (ProteabibWetlands), No. 12898
(Environmental Justice), and No. 13084 (Consultasiod Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments). The alternatives evaluated incl(@eno action, (2) rehabilitation and
reconstruction of the old Village Site (eliminatedm consideration) and (3) construction for
public facilities and infrastructure at the newl&ge site.

This notice will constitute as the final noticeraguired by Executive Order 11988, Floodplain
Management and Executive Order 11990, ProtectioNetfands. If no significant issues are
identified during the comment period, FEMA will ilize the EA, issue a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI), and fund the project.

The Draft EA is available for viewing at the followg locations:

The City of Eagle
The (new) Village of Eagle

Please submit your written comments to FEMA Reg{danvironmental Officer, Mark Eberlein
no later than midnight on August 27, 200@omments can be submitted by:

1 Fax (attention Stanley KS Chun and/or Charles (€hDiters) at (907) 786-3731
2 E-mailed:stanley.chun@dhs.g@nd/orcharles.diters@dhs.gov

After the public comment period ends, the final &#d the FONSI will be available for viewing
at: http://www.fema.gov/plan/ehp/envdocuments/archivegex.shtm
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VIII. LIST OF PREPARERS

Cheryl L Bommarito Environmental Specialist (Qaictor Support to FEMA)
Donna D. Postma, Environment/Historic Preservafipecialist, FEMA
Harold A. Legard, Environment/Historic Preservati®mecialist, FEMA
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