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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The State of Mississippi created the Mississippi Wireless Communication Commission (MWCC) by
statute in 2005 to oversee the construction and operation of the Mississippi Wireless Integrated
Network (MSWIN) project. MSWIN is wireless voice and data capable infrastructure, providing all
users with a public-safety grade, statewide, interoperable, seamless roaming radio system. This 700
MHZ Public Safety System is intended to provide highly reliable, fast access, private (within groups
and individuals) communications to a wide variety of government and first-responder users within the
State of Mississippi. MSWIN is funded largely by federal funds administered through the Department
of Homeland Security and the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

This project is being funded using a FEMA grant (2008-MS-MX-0001) and the State of Mississippi’s
expenditures at this site would include construction of a telecommunications facility, purchase and
installation of 700 MHz RF equipment and microwave telecommunication backbone network,
equipment shelter, network integration, acceptance testing, communication hardware optimization and
system exercising and piloting of interoperability capabilities of the network. As part of the MSWIN
network, this tower would support a myriad of equipment that would provide emergency response
communications for the population within approximately fifteen miles surrounding this proposed site.

2.0 PURPOSE AND NEED

This Environmental Assessment has been prepared in accordance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, the President’s Council on Environmental Quality regulations
implementing NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508), and FEMA’s
regulations implementing NEPA (44 CFR Part 10). FEMA is required to consider potential
environmental impacts before funding or approving actions and projects. The purpose of this EA is to
analyze the potential environmental impacts of the proposed construction of a communications tower
facility. FEMA will use the findings in this EA to determine whether to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) or a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

The purpose of the MSWIN is to establish a better communications network for State system users,
varying from public safety to governmental executive and administrative personnel to road
maintenance crews. The MSWIN network would also be used extensively during life threatening
conditions and emergency situations. Flooding, hurricanes, earthquakes, tornadoes, and other natural
or man-made catastrophes often require effective wide-area, interoperable communications. Following
Hurricane Katrina, there was a significant lack of communication or communication delays between
government agencies due to inadequate coverage or inadequate capacity-handling capabilities. A high
degree of redundancy and fail-safe design is essential to the success of this project since
communications within the State of Mississippi are most critical when they are most susceptible to
failure.
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3.0 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The State of Mississippi considered six alternatives to meet the purpose and need stated in Section 2.0.
These alternatives included the Proposed Action, No-Action Alternative, and four alternatives that
were considered but dismissed for reasons discussed in greater detail below. Two alternatives, the No
Action and Proposed Action, are evaluated in this EA.

3.1 NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE

Under the No-Action Alternative the proposed project would not be constructed. The No-Action
alternative is being included to provide a baseline for comparison purposes.

3.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would consist of construction of a 400-foot self-supporting communications
tower and associated equipment compound to facilitate installation and operation of wireless
communications antennae to provide integrated emergency communications between federal, state, and
local agencies. These antennae would include microwave dishes that are to be used to send and
receive information over long distances without the limitations associated with connection to land
lines/cables (primarily interruptions in service due to damage to land lines/cables during emergencies
or natural disasters).

3.3 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED AND DISMISSED

The State of Mississippi considered four additional alternatives to meet the purpose and need. These
alternatives were collocation, satellite communications, commercial cellular communications, and use
of the existing State operated networks; all were dismissed from further consideration for the reasons
described below.

Collocation opportunities were considered as an alternative to the proposed action. However, the
technical loading requirements for this project are for all used structures to be engineered and
constructed to the latest tower standards of ANSI/TIA-222-G (class 111 supporting public safety and
mission critical communications). As this is the latest engineering standard and the Class Il (public
safety) level is the most rigorous engineering standard in the tower industry, there are no existing
towers within the coverage area for this project that can be modified to meet this standard and handle
the loading requirements MSWIN would place on the tower.

Satellite  communications are commercially available and are currently used as a backup
communications method in the event the primary systems fail. Satellite communications are cost
prohibitive for the 30,000 users who would be a part of the MSWIN radio network.

Commercial cellular communication services are available in much of the service area MSWIN would
provide, but not all of the State of Mississippi is covered by a single cellular operator. MSWIN would
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provide 97% radio coverage over the state, is more secure than commercial cellular service, is more
survivable in the event of natural disasters, and is dedicated to public safety missions. Cellular is an
adequate limited backup to the routine and emergency requirements of public safety, but is not
adequate for daily operational usage and extreme emergency situations, as compared to the MSWIN
system.

The existing State operated radio systems are aging and limited in their coverage reach. The field and
dispatch radios are nearing obsolescence and are difficult to find new replacement parts for.

The needs of a growing Mississippi would best be met by the new technology the MSWIN network
provides.

4.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle
“Paris, Mississippi,” dated 1972. The site is located in the southeast ¥ of the southwest ¥ of Section
2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West, Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14’ 9.580” north
and longitude 89° 22’ 45.541” west. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area
and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula Mississippi. The site slopes
moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is located in a wooded area comprised
mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road
is approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed
activities consist of construction of a 400-foot self-supporting communications tower and associated
compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of support equipment within the compound,
and covering the compound and access road with gravel. Maps depicting the site location are included
as Figures 1 through 3.

The proposed tower facility would be accessed via locked gate off of County Road 434. The tower
would have two parking spaces at the entrance of the fenced tower compound. The compound
surrounding the tower and equipment would consist of a seven-foot tall security fence with an
additional foot of barbed wire surrounding the site. The tower would be built to withstand extreme
weather conditions and engineered and constructed to the latest tower standards of ANSI/TIA-222-G
(class 111 supporting public safety and mission critical communications). All radio equipment on the
tower would be operated in compliance with all requirements of frequency and power output as
regulated by the Federal Communications Commission. Additionally, the gates and fence would have
attached no trespassing and other notice and warning signs as may be required by applicable local and
federal laws.

Routine operations of the tower facility would have limited vehicular traffic excepting maintenance
and routine periodic inspections. Running water or sanitary facilities would not be provided at the
facility. Power facilities are available and would be routed in during construction. The tower would
not interfere with local residence or the use of the surrounding properties. The increase of vehicular
traffic into the area is anticipated to be negligible. The tower and communication systems located
thereon would not interfere with other communication systems in the area.
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The tower is designed to allow other users on the structure to promote collocation with up to three
positions suitable for cellular telephone type wireless service providers. This would potentially reduce
the need for additional towers in the area. In addition, the tower is designed to accommodate
additional government communications equipment as needed to provide mission critical radio
infrastructure increases in the future. A copy of the portion of the 2010 aerial photograph depicting the
site layout has been included as Figure 4 and site photographs have been included as Figures 5 through
10. A copy of the site survey is included as Appendix A.

A table summarizing the potential impacts of the proposed action is included at the end of Section 4.
4.1 PHYSICAL RESOURCES

4.1.1 Geology and Soils

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to geologic resources or soils.

4.1.1.1 Geology

According to the Mississippi Geological Survey, Geologic Map of Mississippi, dated 1969 and
reprinted 1985, the site is underlain by the Wilcox Formation. The Wilcox Formation consists of
irregularly bedded fine to coarse sand, more or less lignite clay, and lignite, and includes the bauxite
bearing Fearn Springs member at the base. Geologic resources may be minimally impacted by drilling
or excavation of footings for the proposed communications tower and associated equipment.
However, the proposed communications facility would have no significant or wide-spread impacts to
geologic resources.

4.1.1.2 Soils

Prime farmland, unique farmland, and land of statewide or local importance is protected under the
Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) of 1981 (7 U.S.C. § 4201 et seq.). The intent of the FPPA is
to minimize the impact Federal programs have on the irreversible conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural uses. Prime farmland is defined as land that has the best combination of physical and
chemical characteristics for producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops and that is available
for these uses. Prime farmland cannot be areas of water or urban or built-up land. Unique farmland is
defined as land other than prime farmland that is used for the production of specific high value food
and fiber crops such as citrus, tree nuts, olives, cranberries, fruit, and vegetables.

Based on the USDA’s Soil Survey of Lafayette County, Mississippi, issued May 1981, site soils are
classified as Maben-Smithdale-Tippah association, hilly. This map unit consists of steep, well-drained
and moderately well-drained soils that occur on rough uplands. The Maben soil formed in stratified
shaly clay and loamy sediments on lower side slopes next to drainageways. The Smithdale soil formed
in loamy material on the steep upper parts of side slops. The Tippah soil formed in a thin mantle of
loess underlain by clay on ridgetops and on the lower part of the steep side slopes.
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Typically, the surface layer of the Maben soil is yellowish-brown fine sandy loam about five inches
thick. To a depth of about 20 inches, the subsoil is yellowish-red clay. From 20 to 40 inches,
yellowish-red silty clay with brownish mottles is present. Below this, to a depth of 60 inches is
stratified red, brown, and gray clay loam and partially weathered shale.

Typically, the surface layer of Smithdale soil is brown sandy loam about 12 inches thick. The upper
part of the subsoil, to a depth of about 40 inches, is yellowish-red sandy clay loam. The lower part of
the subsoil, to a depth of 80 inches, is red sandy loam with a few pockets of uncoated sand grains.

Typically, the surface layer of Tippah soil is yellowish-brown silt loam about three inches thick,
underlain by about nine inches of yellowish-red silty clay loam. Below this, it is silty clay mottled in
shades of red, brown and gray.

Based on information available at the United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey Internet website, Maben-Smithdale-Tippah
association, hilly is not classified as prime farmland.

EEI submitted information regarding the proposed project to the USDA NRCS office in Jackson,
Mississippi via letter dated August 10, 2011. The NRCS responded via letter dated November 8, 2011
stating “The proposed activity does not significantly impact or alter the site condition. No FPPA
determination is required.” Copies of the correspondence to and from the NRCS are included as
Appendix B.

Soil at the proposed project site is not classified as prime farmland, the proposed communications
facility would have no significant impact on soils protected by the FPPA because the NRCS does not
consider the action to significantly impact or alter the site condition.

4.1.2 Air Quality

The Clean Air Act (CAA) was established in 1970 (42 U.S.C. § 7401 et seq.) to reduce air pollution
nationwide. The US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has developed primary and secondary
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) under the provisions of the CAA. The EPA
classifies the air quality within an air quality control region (ACQR) according to whether the region
meets or exceeds Federal primary and secondary NAAQS. An AQCR or a portion of an AQCR may
be classified as being in attainment, non-attainment, or it may be unclassified for each of the seven
criteria pollutants (carbon monoxide, lead, nitrogen dioxide, coarse particulates, fine particulates,
ozone, and sulfur dioxide).

Under the no action alternative there would be no short or long term impacts to air quality.

According to information available through the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ) Internet website, the State of Mississippi is currently designated as attainment and meets all
ambient air quality standards. Short-term impacts to air quality such as exhaust emissions from
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grading and equipment, and dust from grading activities may occur during site grading and
construction activities. Equipment used for these activities would meet local, state, and federal
requirements for air emissions, and dust would be controlled as necessary by wetting the surface of the
work areas. The only long-term air emissions anticipated at the site would be from the emergency
generator. The generator would only operate briefly while being tested and during power failure
events affecting the electrical power supply to the site. Therefore, the proposed communications
facility would have no significant impact to air quality.

4.2 WATER RESOURCES
4.2.1 Wild and Scenic Rivers
Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to wild or scenic rivers.

A review of information available through the Rivers.gov Internet website indicates that one Wild and
Scenic River is located in Mississippi. This Wild and Scenic River is a section of Black Creek located
in the DeSoto National Forest in southeastern Mississippi. The County in which the site is located is
more than 200 miles north of the DeSoto National Forest. Therefore, the proposed communications
facility would have no impacts to any designated Wild and Scenic River.

4.2.2 Water Quality

The Federal Water Pollution Control Act (FWPCA), also known as the Clean Water Act (CWA) was
passed by congress in 1972 (33 U.S.C. § 1251 et seq.) with an objective of restoring and maintaining
the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of waters of the United States. The National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) was established under the CWA and regulates wastewater
discharges from point sources. NPDES regulations require that construction sites resulting in greater
than one acre of disturbance obtain a permit from the EPA, or the corresponding state agency where
the permitting role has been assumed by the state. The Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality (MSDEQ) is the state agency that has assumed this responsibility for Mississippi.

Under the no action alternative there would be no short- or long-term impacts to water quality.

No water bodies are located on or immediately adjacent to the proposed tower site. Land-disturbing
activities at this facility would be approximately 0.36 acres, which is below the one acre threshold
requiring an NPDES permit. However, appropriate best management practices (BMPs) would be
implemented during site development to minimize sediment migration from the site into nearby water
bodies. Examples of BMPs that may be used during site development to further minimize any impacts
to nearby water resources include, but are not limited to, silt fence, hay or straw bales, hay or straw
mulch, gravel, erosion control blankets, and riprap. Therefore, the proposed communications facility
would have no significant short- or long-term impacts to water quality in the area of the site.
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4.2.3 Wetlands

According to Executive Order (EO) 11990, wetlands are defined as “...those areas inundated by surface
or ground water with a frequency sufficient to support and under normal circumstances does or would
support a prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life that requires saturated or seasonally saturated soil
conditions for growth and reproduction. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and
similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet meadows, river overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds.
EO 11990 requires that each federal agency take action to minimize the destruction, loss, or
degradation of wetlands, and to preserve and enhance the natural and beneficial value of wetlands.

Section 404 of the CWA established a program to regulate the discharge of dredged or fill material into
waters of the United States, including wetlands. Activities in waters of the United States regulated
under this program include fill for development, water resource projects (such as dams and levees),
infrastructure development (such as highways and airports) and mining projects. The United States
Department of the Army Corps of Engineers administers the permitting process created under Section
404 of the CWA.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impacts to wetlands.

Information on the USFWS Wetlands Geodatabase website (digital NWI map) was reviewed to
determine if any wetlands were delineated on or near the site. Based on a review of information
available on this website, the site is not mapped within a jurisdictional wetland. A copy of a portion of
the Digital National Wetlands Inventory map depicting the site location has been included as Figure
11.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. personnel conducted a jurisdictional evaluation on September 28, 2011.
Environmental Engineers, Inc. conducted a reconnaissance of the property within the subject site
boundaries as well as on adjacent properties to assist in describing representative vegetation and
hydrology. The subject site was observed for jurisdictional wetland indicators and waters of the U.S.
The field delineation was performed in accordance with the guidelines established in the Field Guide
for Wetland Delineation, 1987 Corps of Engineers Manual (Manual) and the Regional Supplement to
the Corps of Engineers Manual for the Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region (October 2008). No
potential jurisdictional wetland indicators were noted on the site at the time of the site reconnaissance.

Information regarding the proposed project was submitted to the United States Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) for review via report entitled “Jurisdictional Evaluation Report and Request for
Comment” dated October 3, 2011. The USACE responded via letter dated October 20, 2011 stating
“Based upon the information provided (enclosure 1), it appears that a Department of the Army permit,
pursuant to Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
will not be required for the proposed work. In the event that project plans are changed, or if you
anticipate any additional construction, please contact this office for a reevaluation of permit
requirements and refer to identification no. MVK-2011-858 when submitting the information.” Copies
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of the correspondence submitted to and response from the USACE are included as Appendix C. The
proposed communications facility would have no impacts to wetlands.

4.2.4 Floodplain Information

According to EO 11988, the term floodplain refers to the lowland and relatively flat areas adjoining
inland and coastal waters including flood prone areas of offshore islands, including at a minimum, that
area subject to a one percent or greater chance of flooding in any given year. This EO requires that
each federal agency take action to reduce the risk of flood loss, to minimize the impact of floods on
human safety, health and welfare, and to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial values served
by floodplains.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impacts to floodplains.

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) “Panel 425 of 475, Lafayette County, Mississippi and Incorporated Areas” effective date
November 26, 2010, the site is located in Zone X which is described as areas determined to be outside
the 0.2% annual chance floodplain. Therefore, the site is not located in a floodplain. The portion of
the FEMA FIRM depicting the site is included as Figure 12.

The towers that comprise the MSWIN system are considered critical facilities and project design
requirements include that the communications equipment at each facility be elevated at least five feet
above the 500-year flood elevation (where mapped). In areas where the 500-year floodplain is not
mapped, the equipment will be elevated a minimum of five feet above the 100-year base flood
elevation. In the case of the proposed action, the FIRM depicting the site location does not include
areas of 500-year flood. The support equipment at this facility would be elevated at least five feet
above the 100-year base flood elevation. In addition, increased stormwater runoff is not considered a
significant concern. The increase in stormwater runoff associated with the proposed action would not
significantly change the potential damage to other properties associated with flooding.

4.3 COASTAL RESOURCES

The Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) was established in 1972 (16 U.S.C. § 1451 et seq.) to
preserve, protect, and (where possible) restore or enhance the resources of the coastal zones of the
United States.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to coastal resources.

The Coastal Zone in Mississippi includes the three counties along the coast (Hancock, Harrison, and
Jackson) and the adjacent coastal waters. The site is located more than 300 miles from the Gulf of
Mexico and is not located in the Mississippi Coastal Zone. Therefore, the proposed communications
facility would have no impacts to coastal resources.
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4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
4.4.1 Threatened and Endangered Species

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 — 1544) provides for the conservation of
ecosystems upon which threatened and endangered species of fish, wildlife, and plants depend. The
ESA prohibits actions that may harm or jeopardize the continued existence of any threatened or
endangered species, or critical habitat.

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to threatened or endangered species.

The proposed communications facility will not adversely affect federally-listed threatened or
endangered species. Information regarding the proposed wireless communications tower was
submitted to the USFWS by Environmental Engineers, Inc. The USFWS responded via letter dated
August 22, 2011 stating “There are no federally listed species for Lafayette County.” Copies of the
correspondence to and the response from the USFWS are included as Appendix D.

4.4.2 Migratory Birds

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703) established a Federal prohibition, unless permitted by
regulations, to "pursue, hunt, take, capture, kill, attempt to take, capture or kill, possess, offer for sale,
sell, offer to purchase, purchase, deliver for shipment, ship, cause to be shipped, deliver for
transportation, transport, cause to be transported, carry, or cause to be carried by any means whatever,
receive for shipment, transportation or carriage, or export, at any time, or in any manner, any migratory
bird, or any part, nest, or egg of any such bird."

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to migratory birds.

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) developed voluntary recommendations
regarding communications tower siting, construction, operation, and decommissioning.  These
recommendations include collocating of antennae on existing towers or other structures, limiting the
height of new towers to less than 199 feet above ground level (AGL), if taller than 199 feet use of the
minimum amount of pilot warning and obstruction avoidance lighting required (preferably white
strobes), use of non-guyed towers (monopoles, self-supporting towers), consideration of cumulative
impacts on migratory birds, locating towers within “antenna farms” where possible, use of the
minimum lighting permissible, use daytime visual markers on guy wires, minimization of the footprint
of the facility to avoid habitat loss, design of new towers to accommodate additional comparable
antennae for at least two additional users, and down-shielding security lighting for on-ground facilities.
A copy of the USFWS communications tower siting, construction, operation, and decommissioning
recommendations are included in Appendix E.

A basic principal of radio communication coverage is increasing the height extends signal range.
Effective coverage is a function of height so to lower each site to less than 199 feet increases the
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potential tower count over 300 to accomplish the coverage requirements, resulting in roughly
3,000,000 square feet of ground disturbance, or well over twice the current footprint disturbance
requirements. Such an increase in ground impact risks a much greater adversity to terrestrial based
habitat such as animals and plants, plus the additional carbon footprint produced by the increased
development and construction activities.

The build plan for the MSWIN project generally involves construction of one to three towers per
county with a total of approximately 140 towers covering the 46,907 square miles (121,489 square
kilometers) of land area in the state. This averages out to one tower for every 335 square miles (867
square kilometers) of land area in the state. No county will contain more than five MSWIN towers and
many counties will contain only one tower. It is important to note that fewer towers are to be
constructed in the delta along the Mississippi River due to the flat terrain and corresponding longer
transmit and receive distances achieved. This would reduce potential impacts to migratory birds
utilizing the Mississippi Flyway migratory route along the Mississippi River.

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has jurisdiction over all tower lighting and conducts
aeronautical studies under the provisions of 49 U.S.C., Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning the impact on arrival, departure, and en route
procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions at existing and planned public use airports,
as well as aeronautical facilities.

For purposes of MSWIN tower development, obstruction lighting may be one of three types:

1) Medium intensity flashing white obstruction lights (white strobes in both day and night
(D-1 or D-2); or

(2 Dual lighting with red / medium intensity flashing white lights (white strobes in
daylight and red strobes at night — E-1 or E-2); or

3) Marking and lighting with painted towers and red night beacons. This applies to towers
over 500 feet in height (E-2 light system).

The proposed tower would be equipped with dual lighting with red / medium intensity flashing white
lights.

As stated in Section 1.0, the proposed tower would be designed to accommodate equipment for up to
three additional wireless communications providers thereby reducing the need for additional towers in
the service area of the proposed project. Security lighting at this facility would consist of motion-
activated wall-mounted lights on the equipment shelter at the site.

The construction of the proposed tower would not have a significant impact on migratory birds.
However, this tower is part of the MSWIN program that may have the potential for cumulative impacts
to migratory birds.
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FEMA has identified that the statewide MSWIN program has the potential for cumulative impacts to
migratory birds, as birds could be injured or killed by colliding into guy wires and/or the tower
structure, or could be disoriented by the tower lighting. FEMA has worked with MWCC and
Mississippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks (MDWFP) to develop an Avian Mitigation
Plan (Appendix F) to address this potential for cumulative impacts. The mitigation includes
monitoring the presence of deceased birds at MSWIN tower sites and providing a collection kit on site
to collect the remains and record the location of any deceased bird. The remains of the bird along with
the data will be delivered to MDWFP and included in the state’s Avian Mortality database. USFWS
will also be given access to this database. If an injured bird is found, all efforts will be made to help
the bird recover so that it can be released back into the wild. In addition, MDWFP and USFWS
(Jackson, MS Ecological Services office) will be given access to the MSWIN tower sites for
monitoring. If a particular tower is found to have adverse effects to migratory birds (greater than 10
kills per night) the towers will be reported to MDWFP, USFWS, and FEMA. MWCC will also
provide an annual report documenting the number of avian deaths and provide that report to MDWFP,
FEMA, and USFWS for five years after all towers have been constructed. This mitigation plan will
contribute scientific data that can be used by MDWFP and USFWS in determining the significance of
potential impacts of towers on migratory birds. The implementation of the Avian Mitigation Plan will
lower the potential for the MSWIN program to have adverse cumulative impacts on migratory birds.

4.4.3 Wildlife and Fish

The Wilderness Act (16 U.S. C. 1131-1136) established the National Wilderness Preservation System
to be composed of federally owned areas designated by Congress as "wilderness areas."

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to wilderness areas.

The proposed communications facility would not adversely affect wilderness areas. Based on a review
of information available through the Wilderness.net Internet website, two wilderness areas are located
in Mississippi — Black Creek Wilderness and Leaf Wilderness. The site is not located within the
boundaries of, or adjacent to either wilderness area. Therefore, the proposed communications facility
would have no impact on wilderness areas.

On October 9, 1997, President Clinton signed the National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act
of 1997 (P.L. 105-57) into law. This new law amended and built upon the National Wildlife Refuge
System Administration Act of 1966 to ensure that the National Wildlife Refuge System is managed as
a national system of related lands, waters, and interests for the protection and conservation of the
Nation's wildlife resources.

The 1966 Act provides guidelines and directives for administration and management of all areas in the
system, including "wildlife refuges, areas for the protection and conservation of fish and wildlife that
are threatened with extinction, wildlife ranges, game ranges, wildlife management areas, or waterfowl
production areas."

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to wildlife refuges.

Draft Environmental Assessment
Proposed MSWIN 30305 Tula Wireless Communications Tower
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi



12

Based on a review of information available at the USFWS Internet website and at the Nationalatlas.gov
Internet website, the site is not located within the boundaries of, or adjacent to, any wildlife refuges.
Therefore, the proposed communications facility is expected to have no impacts to wildlife refuges.

4.4.4 General Vegetation

Impacts to general vegetation are anticipated to be limited to the areas that are to be excavated and/or
graded in preparation of the site for construction of the proposed communications tower and access
road. The site is located in a wooded area comprised mainly of hardwood species. The total area of
vegetation to be impacted at this site is approximately 0.36 acres. Therefore, the proposed
communications facility would have no significant impact on general vegetation.

4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), Federal agencies are required to
consider the impacts of their actions on historic properties. Historic properties are those that are listed
on or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places, and are defined as districts, sites,
buildings, structures, and objects significant in American history, architecture, archeology,
engineering, and culture. The goal of the NHPA is to have federal agencies act as responsible stewards
of the nation’s resources when their actions affect historic properties. The historic preservation review
process mandated by Section 106 is outlined in regulations issued by the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation (ACHP) (36 CFR Part 800). The ACHP is an independent federal agency that promotes
the preservation, enhancement, and productive use of the nation's historic resources, and advises the
President and Congress on national historic preservation policy. The ACHP is the only agency with the
legal responsibility to encourage federal agencies to integrate historic preservation compliance
considerations into their project requirements.

4.5.1 ACHP Program Comment

FEMA is required under Section 106 of NHPA to consider the impacts of its grant-funded projects on
historic properties. Similarly, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is required under
NHPA to consider the impacts to historic properties of communications facilities that receive an FCC
license to operate. The FCC has executed two nationwide Programmatic Agreements (PA) under
NHPA that streamline the Section 106 review process for new tower construction and collocation
projects. On October 23, 2009, the ACHP issued a Program Comment for “Streamlining the Section
106 Review for Wireless Communication Facilities Construction and Modification Subject to Review
Under the FCC Nationwide Programmatic Agreement and/or the Nationwide Programmatic
Agreement for the Collocation of Wireless Antennas.” Under the ACHP’s Program Comment, FEMA
is not required to conduct its own Section 106 review with regard to the effects of communication
facilities construction or modification projects that have undergone Section 106 review by the FCC or
that are exempt from Section 106 review by the FCC under the FCC Nationwide PA or the FCC
Collocation PA. Therefore, the Section 106 review conducted for the proposed project to meet FCC
requirements is described in this EA, but no separate 106 review was required for FEMA.
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4.5.2 FCC Nationwide Programmatic Agreement

On March 7, 2005 the FCC implemented a Nationwide Programmatic Agreement (NPA) regarding
Section 106 reviews (State Historic Preservation Officer and Indian tribal consultation) for wireless
telecommunications tower sites. In summary, the NPA set forth rules regarding consultation with the
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) in each state where a proposed wireless
telecommunications tower is to be constructed; consultation with Indian tribes and Native Hawaiian
Organizations (NHOs) that would have been historically located in the area of the proposed wireless
telecommunications tower or had indicated an interest in the geographical area containing the proposed
wireless telecommunications tower; and involvement of the public and/or local government. As part
of the process associated with the NPA the FCC developed the Tower Construction Notification
System (TCNS) and FCC Form 620. The TCNS is described in Section 4.5.3 and FCC Form 620 is
described in Section 4.5.4.

The NPA requires that a response be received from each Indian tribe or NHO that has indicated an
interest in the state or geographical area containing the proposed tower. If no response is received
from a particular Indian tribe or NHO within a reasonable time (typically 30 days), the NPA requires
that the non-responding Indian tribe or NHO be contacted a second time in an effort to obtain a
response. If the Indian tribe or NHO continues to be unresponsive to the initial or follow-up inquiries,
the FCC must be contacted to consult with the non-responding Indian tribe or NHO.

4.5.3 FCC Tower Construction Notification System

The TCNS is an Internet-based notification system developed by the FCC that allows input of basic
information regarding the proposed location, type, and height of a new wireless telecommunications
tower. This information is then made available to Indian tribes and NHOs that have expressed an
interest in the state or geographical location containing the proposed wireless telecommunications
tower via electronic or regular mail. According to the FCC the TCNS can be used as the initial contact
to Indian tribes or NHOs.

Information regarding the proposed wireless telecommunications tower was submitted to Indian tribes,
NHOs, and SHPOs via the TCNS on August 2, 2011. The FCC assigned Notification I.D. #78595 to
the notification submitted for this proposed wireless communications tower. The FCC sent an
electronic mail notification to our office on August 5, 2011 listing the Indian tribes, NHOs, and SHPOs
that were contacted through the TCNS regarding the proposed tower. As noted in Section 4.5.2, the
NPA requires a response be obtained from each Indian tribe or NHO that has indicated an interest in
the geographical area or state containing the site.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. used the list of Indian tribes that had defined their area of geographical
interest on the FCC Internet web site, conversations with Tribal Historic Preservation Officers
(THPOs), Internet web sites for many of the Indian tribes and Alaskan villages, and the Encyclopedia
of North American Indians by Frederick E. Hoxie (published in 1996 by Houghton Mifflin) to
determine which Indian tribes included in the TCNS list would be interested in this wireless
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telecommunications tower site. This review indicated that the following Indian tribes would have a
potential interest in this wireless telecommunications tower site: Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas,
Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Jena Band of Choctaw Indians, Kialegee Tribal
Town, and the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana. A description of the follow-ups to and responses
from each of these Indian tribes are included in Sections 4.5.5.1 through 4.5.5.6. Copies of the TCNS
notifications and list of Indian tribes and SHPOs are included in Appendix G.

4.5.4 State Historic Preservation Officer

MRS Consultants, LLC and Environmental Engineers, Inc. completed the FCC Form 620 required for
submittal to the SHPO and to those Indian tribes requesting additional information regarding the
proposed wireless telecommunications tower. MRS Consultants, LLC personnel satisfy the United
States Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards. A copy of the FCC Form 620
prepared for this site is included in Appendix H.

Ten historic resources were identified within the Mississippi Archaeological Site Files for the APE. Of
these sites only one is considered eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places: a two-
story dogtrot that is unoccupied and used as storage for garbage. The proposed tower would not be
visible from this identified resource as vegetation presently envelopes the resource. Moreover,
intervening forests between the proposed tower site and the resource would prevent any view shed
issues regarding the proposed tower. The proposed tower would have no adverse effect on any
significant cultural resource.

The FCC Form 620 was submitted to the Mississippi Department of Archives and History (MDAH)
for review. Based on the review of this report, the MDAH responded via letter dated October 19, 2011
stating “After reviewing the information provided, we concur that no known archaeological resources
listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places will be affected. We concur
that the proposed tower would have no direct affect on historic architectural resources. We also concur
the tower will have no adverse indirect or visual effect on architectural resources within the APE.
Although we concur that #7022 is potentially eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places, we also concur that it will not be affected. As such, we have no reservations with the proposed
project.” Copies of the correspondence to and from the MDAH are included in Appendix I.

455 Indian Tribal Consultation

Environmental Engineers, Inc. followed up with each of the Indian tribes identified (as necessary)
through a review of the TCNS listing provided by the FCC for this site. Sections 4.5.5.1 through
4.5.5.6 describe follow-up contacts to each of these Indian tribes and their responses.

455.1 Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas

Mr. Bryant Celestine of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas provided comment via electronic mail
dated October 24, 2011 regarding TCNS #78595 stating “On behalf of Mikko Oscola Clayton
Sylestine and the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, our appreciation is expressed on your efforts to consult us
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regarding TCNS #78595 (JSE01P1121) in Panola County...Upon review of your September 26, 2011
submission, no immediately known impacts to cultural assets of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
are anticipated in conjunction with this proposal. As there had been significant Alabama presence
within Panola County, we request the immediately notification of the inadvertent discovery of human
remains and/or archaeological artifacts as well as a cease of activity in proximity to the location until
all formal consultations with appropriate authorities, including our office, are complete.” It should be
noted that although this response mentions Panola County, the TCNS number is the correct location.
Copies of the correspondence to and from the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas are included in
Appendix J.

45.5.2 Chickasaw Nation

Ms. Virginia Nail of the Chickasaw Nation responded via TCNS on September 12, 2011 regarding
TCNS #78595 stating “We do not presently know of any specific historic properties or properties of
significant religious or sacred value. In the event your agency becomes aware of the need to enforce
other statutes we request to be notified under NEPA, NAGPRA, AIRFA and ARPA. If you have any
questions, please contact Ms. Gingy Nail, assistant historic preservation officer.” A copy of the
response from Ms. Nail is included in Appendix J.

455.3 Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

Ms. Caren Johnson of the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma provided comment via electronic mail on
November 7, 2011 regarding TCNS #78595 stating that “The Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has
reviewed cell tower(s) FCC # 78595 and based on the information provided to the best of our
knowledge it will have no adverse effect on any historic properties in the project’s area of potential
effect. However, should construction expose buried archaeological or building materials such as
chipped stone, tools, pottery, bone, historic crockery, glass or metal items, or should it uncover
evidence of buried historic building materials such as rock foundations, brick, or hand poured concrete,
this office should be contacted immediately.” Copies of the correspondence to and from the Choctaw
Nation of Oklahoma are included in Appendix J.

455.4 Jena Band of Choctaw Indians

Mr. Michael Tarpley of the Jena Band of Choctaw Indians was contacted via letter dated September
26, 2011 regarding TCNS #78595. Mr. Tarpley provided comment via letter dated October 3, 2011
stating “At this time, we know of no known sacred and/or ceremonial sites in the immediate area.
Although, if any cultural resources, such as, bone, pottery, flakes or stone tools, etc. are found during
construction please contact us immediately.” Copies of the correspondence to and from the Jena Band
of Choctaw Indians are included in Appendix J.

4.5.5.5 Kialegee Tribal Town

The TCNS listing (Appendix G) for this site included information from the Kialegee Tribal Town that
states “If the Applicant receives no response from the Kialegee Tribal Town within 30 days after
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notification through TCNS, the Kialegee Tribal Town has no interest in participating in pre-
construction review for the site. The Applicant, however, must immediately notify the Kialegee Tribal
Town in the event archaeological properties or human remains are discovered during construction.”
The TCNS notification for this site is dated August 5, 2011 and the end of the 30-day period indicated
by the Kialegee Tribal Town was September 4, 2011. Environmental Engineers, Inc. has not received
a response from the Kialegee Tribal Town as of the date of this report. Therefore, it is our
understanding that additional consultation with the Kialegee Tribal Town is not necessary.

455.6 Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana

Mr. Earl Barbry of the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana was contacted via electronic mail on May 3,
2005 regarding submittal of wireless telecommunications projects. Mr. Barbry responded via
electronic mail on May 3, 2005 and indicated that he wanted to be notified regarding cell tower
requests via electronic mail and that if he had not responded within 30 days of our contacting him, the
project can proceed. We contacted Mr. Barbry regarding this site via electronic mail on September 26,
2011, and the end of the 30-day response period as indicated by Mr. Barbry was October 26, 2011.
We have not received a response from Mr. Barbry as of the date of this report. Therefore, we have
assumed that the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana concur with the proposed project. Copies of the
electronic mail to and from Mr. Barbry are included in Appendix J.

Based on the information presented above, the proposed communications facility would have no
impact on cultural resources.

4.5.6 Inadvertent Discovery

The personnel that would have a potential to be involved in land-disturbing activities must be
instructed to stop work immediately in the event of an inadvertent discovery of human remains or
cultural or archaeological materials and contact FEMA and SHPO. A copy of this information must be
provided to all personnel that would have a potential to be involved in land-disturbing activities at the
site.

4.6 SOCIOECONOMIC CONCERNS

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to socioeconomic resources.

No significant adverse impacts to socioeconomic resources, economic development, demographics,
demand for public housing, or public services are anticipated. The emergency communications
coverage provided by this project would benefit all populations in the coverage area.

4.6.1 Human Health and Safety

Under the no action alternative, there could be adverse impacts to human health and safety because of
a lack of adequate communication between emergency response personnel during an emergency event.
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The results of a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) conducted at the site by EEI for the
MSWIN 30305 communications tower site in August 2011 (EEI Project No.: JSE01P1121) did not
indicate the presence of hazardous materials or petroleum products at the site at that time. The
equipment (including the emergency generator and associated propane/natural gas tank) that would be
installed at the site would meet local, state, and federal regulations regarding hazardous materials. The
Phase | ESA is included in Appendix K. The antennae and equipment that would be installed at the
site would meet local, state, and federal regulations regarding radiofrequency emissions. Lastly, this
project is intended to provide better communications between emergency response personnel which
would have a beneficial effect on human health and safety. Therefore, the proposed communications
facility would have no significant impacts to human health and safety.

4.6.2 Environmental Justice

Section 1-101 of EO 12898 states “To the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law, and
consistent with the principles set forth in the report on the National Performance Review, each Federal
agency shall make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and addressing, as
appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its
programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations in the United
States and its territories and possessions, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
and the Commonwealth of the Mariana Islands.”

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to minority or low income populations.

No disproportionately high or adverse effects on minority or low-income populations are anticipated
by development of the proposed communications facility. The proposed communications facility
would benefit all populations in the project service area by providing better communications between
emergency service personnel.

4.6.3 Noise

Noise is generally described as unwanted sound. Sound becomes unwanted when it either interferes
with normal activities such as sleeping, conversation, or disrupts or diminishes one’s quality of life.

Under the no action alternative there would be no noise generation.

Short-term noise generation is anticipated to result from grading and construction activities. Long-
term noise generation is anticipated to be minimal and to result primarily from equipment used to cool
electronic components and from testing or operation of an emergency generator at the site. However,
the generator would only operate briefly when tested, and during power failure events affecting the
electrical power supply to the site. Therefore, the proposed communications facility would not
generate significant noise.
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4.6.4 Infrastructure, Utilities, Transportation, and Waste Management

Under the no action alternative there would be no impact to infrastructure, utilities, transportation, or
waste management.

No significant impacts are anticipated to infrastructure, utilities, transportation, or waste management
from the proposed communications facility. Traffic to and from the site would be minimal and would
be associated with maintenance and repair of equipment at the site. Minimal waste would be generated
at the site during maintenance activities. All waste generated at the site would be disposed of in
compliance with federal, state, and local regulations. The project is intended to provide enhanced
communications services for emergency response personnel. This could have a beneficial effect on the
ability to identify and correct problems with infrastructure, utilities, transportation, and waste
management.

4.6.5 Aesthetics and Visual Impacts
Under the no action alternative there would be no aesthetic or visual impacts.

The proposed project will not impact national scenic or historic trails. . There are no national scenic
or historic trails located in Lafayette County, Mississippi.

The proposed tower would not be equipped with high intensity white lighting.

Lastly, the site is not located within the boundaries of any state or national park, national forest, or
wildlife management area. No city or other community parks are depicted within 1,000 feet of the
proposed project on the USGS Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,” (Figure 3). Therefore,
the proposed communications facility would have no significant impacts to aesthetics and visual
resources.

4.7 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
Under the no action alternative there would be no cumulative impacts.

Cumulative impacts are an incremental impact on either the natural environment or human
environment by an action when added to past and anticipated future actions. No ongoing or proposed
actions are known for the project area. According to information available through the FCC Antenna
Structure Registration (ASR) System Internet website, there are 3,313 registered towers in the state of
Mississippi (generally only those towers over 200 feet in height are included in this database).
Construction of the towers comprising the MSWIN network would result in an increase of
approximately 4.25% in the number of towers in the state of Mississippi. As described in Section 1.0
of this document, the proposed tower is designed to allow collocation of up to three additional cellular-
type service providers, thereby potentially reducing cumulative impacts as new/changing technologies
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and increased demand for service, both public and private, create more pressure on existing
infrastructure.

The statewide MSWIN program would not have cumulative impacts on geology, air quality, noise,
water resources, cultural resources, fish and wildlife, threatened or endangered species, vegetation, or
socioeconomics. However, cumulative impacts to migratory birds may result from the MSWIN
program, as birds could be injured or killed by colliding into guy wires and/or the tower structure, or
could be disoriented by the tower lighting. FEMA has worked with MWCC and MDWFP to develop
an Avian Mitigation Plan (Appendix F) to address this potential for cumulative impacts to birds.

The mitigation includes monitoring the presence of deceased birds at MSWIN tower sites and
providing a collection kit on site to collect the remains and record the location of any deceased bird.
The remains of the bird along with the data will be delivered to the MDWFP and included in the state’s
Avian Mortality database. USFWS will also have access to this database. If an injured bird is found,
all efforts will be made to help the bird recover so that it can be released back into the wild. In
addition, MDWFP and USFWS (Jackson, MS Ecological Services office) will be given access to the
MSWIN tower sites for monitoring. If a particular tower is found to have adverse effects to migratory
birds (greater than 10 kills per night) the towers will be reported to MDWFP, USFWS, and FEMA.
MWCC will also provide an annual report documenting the number of avian deaths and provide that
report to FEMA, USFWS (Jackson, MS Ecological Services office), and MDWEFP for five years after
all towers have been constructed. This mitigation plan will contribute scientific data that can be used
by MDWFP and USFWS in determining the significance of potential impacts of towers on migratory
birds. The implementation of the Avian Mitigation Plan will lower the potential for the MSWIN
program to have adverse cumulative impacts on migratory birds.

Table 1. Summary of Impacts

Resource No No Significant | Significant | Mitigation/Best Management Practices
Impact Impact Impact
Geology X None
Prime/unique farmland; farmland X None

of statewide or local importance

Air Quality X Fugitive dust  emissions  from
construction  activities would  be
controlled by wetting the ground

Wild and Scenic Rivers X None
Water Quality Examples of BMPs that may be used
during construction activities include,
X but are not limited to, silt fence, hay or

straw bales, hay or straw mulch, gravel,
erosion control blankets, and riprap

Wetlands X None
Floodplains Support equipment will be elevated a
X minimum of five feet above base flood
elevation
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Table 1. Summary of Impacts, Continued

Resource No No Significant | Significant | Mitigation/Best Management Practices
Impact | Impact Impact

Coastal Resources X None

Threatened and Endangered X None

Species

Migratory Birds X Tower lighting would be in accordance

with USFWS recommendations; tower
design  would allow for future
collocation; requirements of the Avian
Mitigation Plan would be followed.

Wildlife and Fish X None

General Vegetation X None

Cultural Resources X If any human remains or cultural or
archaeological materials are discovered,
grantee would stop work immediately
and contact FEMA and SHPO.

Socioeconomic Resources X None

Human Health and Safety X None — project would improve
interoperable communications

Environmental Justice X None - project would benefit all
communities

Noise X None

Infrastructure, Utilities, X None

Transportation, and Waste

Management

Aesthetics and Visual Impacts X None

5.0 AGENCY COORDINATION, PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND PERMITS

The Lafayette County Board of Supervisors and the Oxford-Lafayette County Heritage Foundation
were contacted regarding the proposed wireless communications tower via letters dated August 10,
2011. No response has been received from the Lafayette County Board of Supervisors or the Oxford-
Lafayette County Heritage Foundation as of the date of this report. A public notice was published in
the Oxford Eagle on August 8, 2011 requesting comment regarding potential impacts to historical or
archaeological properties by the proposed wireless communications tower. No comments have been
received as of the date of this report in response to the public notice. Copies of the correspondence
submitted to the Lafayette County Board of Supervisors and the Oxford-Lafayette County Heritage
Foundation, and a copy of the public notice are included in Appendix L. In addition, notice of
availability of this draft Environmental Assessment will be published in the Oxford Eagle.
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6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

Mindy Manners, Environmental Engineers, Inc.
Henry A. Fisher, Environmental Engineers, Inc.
Science Kilner, FEMA

Amanda Pereira, FEMA

7.0 INFORMATION SOURCES

Completion of this Draft Environmental Assessment included utilization of the following sources:

1.

10.

11.

Review of the portion of the 2010 aerial photograph depicting the site location available through
Mapcard.

Review of the site survey prepared by SMW Engineering, Inc.

Review of information regarding National Scenic Trails and All-American Roads available on the
Mississippi Department of Transportation Internet website.

State and county maps available through the Mississippi Department of Transportation Internet
website.

Review of information regarding wild and scenic rivers in the vicinity of the proposed project
available at Rivers.gov.

Review of the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic Properties
for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission.

Correspondence to and from the United States Army Corps of Engineers regarding potential
impacts to jurisdictional wetlands by the proposed project.

Review of information available on the USFWS National Wetlands Inventory Internet website
regarding potential jurisdictional wetlands on or adjacent to the site.

A review of information available on the USFWS Internet website, at Nationalatlas.gov, and on
Wilderness.net regarding officially designated wilderness areas or wildlife refuges.

Correspondence from the USFWS regarding threatened and endangered species on or near the site.

Review of the FCC Form 620 prepared for the site by MRS Consultants, LLC and Environmental
Engineers, Inc.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
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Correspondence from the Mississippi Department of Archives and History regarding historical
resources and properties listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places
on or near the site.

Review of the Tower Construction Notification System Notice of Organizations Which Were Sent
Proposed Tower Construction Notification Information provided by the FCC.

Correspondence and conversations with representatives of the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas,
Chickasaw Nation, Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Jena Band of Choctaw Indians, Kialegee Tribal
Town, and the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana regarding wireless telecommunications projects.

Review of the portion of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map depicting the site location regarding
flood zone designations for the site.

Information regarding the MSWIN system provided by Towers of Mississippi.

Soil information from the USDA’s Soil Survey of Lafayette County, Mississippi, issued May 1981
and the USDA’s NRCS Web Soil Survey Internet website.

Correspondence to and from the USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) office in
Jackson, Mississippi regarding impacts to prime farmland, unique farmland, and land of statewide
or local importance.

A reconnaissance of the subject property.

Draft Environmental Assessment
Proposed MSWIN 30305 Tula Wireless Communications Tower
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi



Figures



MEMPHIS

£ Geamartin

e Stewma

(7

et [
l-"!'h L1

NRTION

COUNTIES, CITIES AND TOWNS
sanies

a5 bty

meoEppaeln

AT

SEFESErE
L

QFFICIAL HIGHWAY MAF OF

e st s i
T B ILTI=E

——— e . pap—
— = T Pl amreeT
D atatt ramx dmatard pscot 4 MILTLAY alaroRy
' — AT AL WTn
SRR e
. cranrcen or st
ki = [P
—— LTINS CMTED Ay Ao amss
—— s PR T
P

o 3 womncn WERLDIAN
EE wemmeie JAGKSON
- wemoret JAGHSON

asance Moges
& samacsn Hom Lake
[

1 - Site Locator

IFigtire
=

B

MSWIN 30305

| A2
JSEO1P1121

Tula Facility




wonhs

PRI

9F 4e=Sm UNNOO BLISAYET

58

T

o

PU—— |

ANNGI 3LTA e e el

ANV L E N FERTES
“NOLJANO HOAYILIN ALHFATNVEL
NOILYHLSIMINDY AvMHOIH WHIT3 4
NOILYLHOdSNYYEL 30 INIMIEYAIa §'

L ML HOLYHIIOES Bl

NOISIAKI SNINNYId
HNOLLYLHOdSNYHL 4O INSWILHYAIO IJISSISSIN

200z =
IddISSISSIN

ALNNOD IL13AVAV]

d¥iN A¥MHDIH TYHINID

GN3DZT

e\

|31

13

i

T

%

s o

= = ET

P

JSED1P1121 MSWIN 30505 Tula Facility |

Figure 2 - Site Locator Map - County



Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tufa Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEO1P1121

Figure 3

Site Location Map
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Figure 4

2010 Aerial Photograph
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Site Phetographs
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Viw from the center of the propsed tower looking toard the west.
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Figure 6

Site Photographs




Representatlve view ofthe proposed access road V|ew |stoward the west

Environmental Engineers, Inc.
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Figure 7

Site Photographs




Vlew of County ‘Road 434 from the proposed access road. View is toward the north.
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Figure 8

Site Photographs




View across County Road 434 from the proposed access .road. View is toward the east.
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View of County Road 434 from the proposed access road. View is toward the south.
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Figure 9

Site Photographs




View of the pole-mounted transformer, near the proposed access road.

Environmental Engineers, Inc.
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Figure 10

Site Photographs
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 10, 2011

Dr. Homer L. Wilkes, State Conservationist

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service
100 W. Capital Street

Suite 1321 Federal Building

Jackson, MS 39269

Subject:
Request for Project Review
MSWIN 30395 B Tula Communications Tower
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSE0IP1121

Dear Dr. Wilkes:

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of
Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) regarding construction of a wireless
communications tower in Lafayette County, Mississippi. This project is being funded using a FEMA grant
(2008-MS-MX-0001) and the State of Mississippi’s expenditures at this site will include construction of a
telecommunications facility, purchase and installation of 700 MHz RF equipment and microwave
telecommunication backbone network, equipment shelter, network integration, acceptance testing,
communication hardware optimization and system exercising and piloting of interoperability capabilities of the
network.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris,
Mississippi,” dated 1972. The site is located in the southeast ¥4 of the southwest % of Section 2, Township 10
South, Range 2 West, Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14> 9.580” north and longitude 89° 22°
45.541” west (Figure 1)}. The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area, and a proposed access
road located off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the
west and northwest and is located in a wooded area comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches
diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road is approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site
from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of construction of a 400-foot self supporting
communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of support
equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. The proposed proiect is located in an
area described as Zone X (no shading) of the Flood Insurance Rate Map Community Panel No. 28071C0425C
which bears effective date of November 26, 2010 and is not in a special flood hazard area. | have included a
site Jocation map, site photographs, and the portion of the 2010 aerial photograph depicting the site location for
your review.

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060



Environmental Engineers, Inc. has been retained by Towers of Mississippi and the State of Mississippl to
prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed project. Please reference the Environmental
Engineers, Inc. project number (JSE01P1121) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your time
and assistance and we look forward to your response. Please contact me by telephone at (205) 629-3868,
electronic mail at dcarroll{@envciv.com, or U.S. mail at the letterhead address if you have any questions or
comments.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

{a/e?«e,x j ;?

David R. Carroll
Staff Geologist

Attachments Site Location Map, Site Photographs, Aerial Photograph

Page 2 of 2
Request for Project Review
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Tower
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmenial Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEOIPIIZ]
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Matural Resources Conservation Service
Suite 1321, Federal Building

100 West Capite! Street

Jackson, MS 38269

Nowvember B, 2011

David R. Carzoll

Staff Geologist
Environmental Engineers, Tuc.
11578 US Highway 411
QOdenville, AL 35120

Dear Mr, Carroll:

This is in response to your letter dated Awgust 10, 2011 regarding the request for Project Review
Proposed MSWIN 30305 B Tula Conunumications Tower in an area of Lafayetie County,
Mississippi.

The proposed activity does not significantly impact or alter the site condition. No FPPA
determination is required.

U plowiey fo. Hhrron.

Delaney B. Johnson
State Soil Scientist

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in a partnership affort te help pecple
conserve, maintain, and mprove our naturai resoyrces and environmeant.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geclogical Consultants

Aungust 10, 2011

Mr. David Lofton, Section Chief
U.S. Army Corps of Engincers/Regulatory Division
Vicksburg District Office
4155 E. Clay Street
Vicksburg, Mississippt 35183
Subject:
Request for Project Review
MEWIN 36305 B Tula Communications Tower
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEGIP1121

Diear My, Lofion:

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of
Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)} regarding consiruction of a wireless
communications tower in Lafayette County, Mississippi.  This preject is being funded using 2 FEMA grant
(2008-MS-MX-0001} and the State of Mississippi’s expenditures at this site will include construction of a
telecommunications facility, purchase and instaliation of 700 MHz RF equipment and microwave
telecommunication backbone network, equipment shelter, network integration, acceptance tesfing,
communication hardware optimization and system exercising and pileting of intercperability capabilities of the
network.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris,
Mississippi,” dated 1972, The site is located in the southeast s of the southwest ¥ of Section 2, Township 10
South, Range 2 West, Lafayette County, Mississinpi, at latitude 34° 14° 9.580” north and longitude 89° 22°
45.541” west (Figure 1). The site congists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area, and a proposed access
road located off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the
west and northwest and is located in a wooded area comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches
diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road is approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site
from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of construction of a 400-foot self supporting
communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of support
equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. The proposed project is located in an
area described as Zone X (no shading} of the Flood Insurance Rate Map Community Panel No. Z8071C0425C
which bears effective date of November 26, 2010 and 13 not in a special flood hazard area. I have included a
site location map, site photographs, and the portion of the 2010 aerial photograph depicting the site location for
YOur review,

Phone: (205) 629-3868 » Fax: (877) 847-3060



The responsible official for ihis project is:

Mz. Taylor Robinson

Towers of Mississippi

31560 Blakely Way

Spanish Fort, Alabamg 36532
Telephone (265} 266-4466

Environmental Engineers, Inc. has been retained by Towers of Mississippl and the Siate of Mississippt to
prepare an Envircumental Assessment {EA} for the proposed project. FPlease reference the Environmental
Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEQ1P1121) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your time
and assistance and we look forward to vour response. Please contact me by telephone at (205) 625-3868,
electronic mai} at deamolli@enveiv.com. or U.S, mail at the letterhead address if you have any questions or
comments.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

4 H £ P
i P 7} rd
§ t : . & :
s 7 s

i

i 7 g o
&V/gﬁqﬁf“’ ;{‘ o \A/Gﬁ‘i#iﬂ“’ﬁ"@'b ¢

David R. Carrell
Staff Geologist

Attachuments  Site Location Map, Site Photographs, Aenal Photograph
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

October 3, 2011

Ms. Cori Shiers

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg District
Permitting Section

Attention: CEMVK-OD-F

4155 Clay Street

Vicksburg, Mississippi 39183-3435

Subject:
MVK-2011-00858
Jurisdictional Evaluation Report and Request for Comment
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEOLP1121

Dear Ms. Shiers:

On behalf of our clients, Towers of Mississippi and the State of Mississippi, Environmental Engineers, Inc. is
requesting comment regarding the proposed project activities. As requested, a wetland delineation was
completed on the subject site and the enclosed report describes our wetland delineation findings and provides a
summary of the proposed site activities.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. If you have any
questions regarding this request or if you need any additional information, please contact us at (205) 629-3868.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

Chad Stinnett
Senior Project Scientist

Enc. Jurisdictional Evaluation Report

Phone: (205) 629-3868 + Fax: (877) 847-3060



ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report and Request for Comment
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEO1IP1121

Prepared for:
Towers of Mississippi
and

State of Mississippi

October 3, 2011

Prepared by:
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

Chod sktueth oAy £ AL

Chad Stinnett Anne B. Gilbert, P.E.
Senior Project Scientist Principal Engineer

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 SITE LOCATION

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle
“Paris, Mississippi,” dated 1972. The site is located in the southeast Y4 of the southwest ¥ of Section
2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West, Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14” 9.580” north
and longitude 89° 22° 45.541” west (Figure 1).

This site is referred to as the proposed MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility and is located
off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi. The site is located in the Potlockney Creck drainage
basin of the Yocona River Watershed.

1.2 SITE DESCIPTION

The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area and a proposed access road located off
of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west
and northwest and 1s located in a wooded area comprised mainly of white oak, post oak, eastern red
cedar, and winged elm, up to 15 inches diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road is
approximately 185 feet long and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434.

1.3 SOILS

Based on the USDA’s Soil Survey of Lafayette County. Mississippi, issued May 1981, site soils are
classified as Maben-Smithdale-Tippah association, hilly. This map unit consists of steep, well-drained
and moderately well-drained soils that occur on rough uplands. The Maben soil formed in stratified
shaly clay and loamy sediments on lower side slopes next to drainageways. The Smithdale soil formed
in loamy material on the steep upper parts of side slopes. The Tippah soil formed in a thin mantle of
‘loess underlain by clay on ridgetops and on the lower part of the steep side slopes.

Typically, the surface layer of the Maben soil is vellowish-brown fine sandy loam about five inches
thick. To a depth of about 20 inches, the subsoil is vellowish-red clay. From 20 to 40 inches,
yellowish-red silty clay with brownish mottles is present. Below this, to a depth of 60 inches is
stratified red, brown, and gray clay loam and partially weathered shale.

Typically, the surface layer of Smithdale soil is brown sandy loam about 12 inches thick. The upper
part of the subsoil, to a depth of about 40 inches, is yellowish-red sandy clay loam. The lower part of
the subsoil, to a depth of 80 inches, is red sandy loam with a few pockets of uncoated sand grains.

Typically, the surface layer of Tippah soil is yellowish-brown silt loam about three inches thick,
underlain by about nine inches of yellowish-red silty clay loam. Below this, it is silty clay mottled in
shades of red, brown and gray.

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report and Request For Comment
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility

Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project Number: JSEQIPI1121




2.0 FIELD EVALUATION METHODS

Environmental Engineers, Inc. (EEI) personnel reviewed the USGS 7.5-minute “Paris, Mississippi,”
Topographic Quadrangle, the National Wetlands Inventory map (Figure 2), the soil map from the Soil
Survey of Lafayette County, Mississippi, issued May 1981 depicting the site location (Figure 3), and
historical aerial photographs for the site. EEI personnel conducted the jurisdictional evaluation on
September 28, 2011. The following briefly describes the field procedures conducted during site
activities.

EEI conducted a reconnaissance of the property within the subject site boundaries as well as on
adjacent properties to assist in describing representative vegetation and hydrology. The subject site
was observed for jurisdictional wetland indicators and waters of the U.S. The field delineation was
performed in accordance with the guidelines established in the Field Guide for Wetland Delineation.
1987 Corps of Engineers Manual (Manual) and the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers
Manual for the Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region (October 2008). Delmeation data forms taken
from the Regional Supplement are included in Appendix A. Identified wetlands and waters of the U.S.
were classified in accordance with the memorandum regarding CW4 Jurisdiction Following The US
Supreme Court Decision In Rapanos vs. United States “Rapanos guidance” dated December 2008.

3.0 FINDINGS

It is EEI’s professional opinion that the site does not contain any areas that would be considered
jurisdictional by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). Two ephemeral non-RPWs are located
immediately off-site, but the steep topography prohibits the opportunity for adjacent wetlands.
Appendix B contains the ground survey depicting the location of the ephemeral non-RPWs and the
surrounding topography. Site photographs are included in Appendix C.

Data sheets completed within the tower compound indicate that the site is an upland hillslope with no
wetland indicators.

4.0 PROPOSED ACTIVITIES

Proposed activities consist of construction of a 400-foot self-supporting communications tower and
associated compound, grading an access road, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of
support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound and access road with gravel.

The off-site non-RPWs are located outside of the lease area and should not be impacted by the
proposed activities.

5.0 CONCLUSION

Environmental Engineers, Inc. performed a junsdictional evaluation m accordance with applicable
federal guidelines of the proposed MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility located off of
County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippl. Based on the results of the field evaluation and project site

Jurisdictional Evaluation Report and Request For Comment
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility

Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project Number. JSEQIPI121




research, it is EEI’s opinion that the project area does not contain any areas that would be considered
jurisdictional by the USACE.

6.0 REFERENCES / INFORMATION SOURCES

Research and evaluation of the environmental conditions at the site and surrounding properties
included utilization of the following sources:

1. United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1972.

2. National Wetland Inventory Map available at U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Internet website.

3. Soils information from the USDA’s USDA’s Soil Survey of Lafavette County, Mississippi
issued May 1981.

4. Aerial photographs available at the USDA’s Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
office in Oxford, Mississippi, Google Earth, and the Mapcard.com Internet website.

5. US Ammy Corps of Engineers_Field Guide for Wetland Delineation. 1987 Corps of Engineers
Manual.

6. Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Manual for the Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain
(2008).
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Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Subject: Figure 1
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi Site Location Map
Envirenmental Engineers, Ing. Project No.: JSED1P1121
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Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSSEQ1P1121

Figure 3

Soil Survey Map
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region

Project/Site: MSWIN 30305 B Tuia

ApplicantfOwner:
investigator(s): C. Stinnett

City'County: Tula, Lafayette Sampling Date: 8-28-11
State: MS Sampling Point: Tower Centey
Section, Township, Range: 5-2, T-105, R-2W

Landform (hillslope, terrace, efe.): hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, nane):
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): Lat 34 14' 8.58" Lang: 89 22" 45.64"
Soil Map Unit Name: _Maben-Smithdale-Tippah association hilly NWi classification: Upland

Slope (%):

Datum:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes Y No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation . Sail _ . or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ¥ No
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? {If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampiing point locations, transects, important features, eic.

Hydrophytic Vegetalion Present? Yes No_ ¢ is the Sampled Area
i i 7
Hydric Sai! Present? Yes No__¢ within 2 Wetland? Yes No v
Welland Hydrology Present? Yes No
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology indicators:

Primary Indicators {minimum of one is required: check all that appiy}

__ Surface Water (A1}

High Water Table {A2}

___ Saturation (A3)

__ Waier Marks (B1)

.. Sediment Deposits (B2)

__ Drift Deposits (B3}

___ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

__ron Deposits (BS)

___ Inundation Visibie on Aerial imagery (B7)

Waler-Stained Leaves (B9)

Aquatic Fauna (B13)

Mar! Deposits (B15) {LRR U)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reducfion in Tilled Soils (CE)
Thin Muck Surface (C7}

Other {(Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of fwo required)

__ Surface Soil Cracks (BE)

_ _ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
___ Drainage Patterns (B10)

___ Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows {C8)

___ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery {C9)
Geaomorphic Paosition (D2)

__ Shaliow Aquitard (D3)

FAC-Neutral Test (C5)

Fiald Observations:

{includes capiliary fringe)

Surface Watler Present? Yes No Depth (inches):
Water Tabie Present? Yes No Deptih (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Mo v

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previcus inspections), if availabie:

Remarks:

US Army Cormps of Engineers

Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region — Interim Version




VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: _Tower Centgy

Absolute  Dominant indicater | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree St‘ratum (Plot sizes: } % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. white oak 30 yes FACU | That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: {A)
2. Dost oak 30 -Yes_ FACU Total Number of Dominani
3. Species Across All Strata: {B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
5, That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: {A/B)
6.
7 Prevalence index worksheet:
o, A NTH .
- Total Cover Total .}6 Cover of: Multiply by:
Sapling Stratum ( ) OBL species xi=
1. _eastern red cedar 20 _YES FACU | FACW species x2=
2. winged elm 20 yes FAC FAC species x3=
3. FACU species Xx4=
4. UPL species X5=
5. Column Toelals: (A) {B)
6.
7 Prevalence index = B/A=
i Hydraphytic Vegetation Indicators:
= Total Cover yerop y 4 . '
Shrub Stratum ( ) ___ Dominance Test is >50%
1, __ Prevatence tndex is £3.0'
3. ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain)
3.
4. Indicators of hydric seil and wetland hydrolegy must
be present.
5.
6.
7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
= Total Cover
Herb Stratum { ) Tree —Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
1. approximately 20 ft {6 m) or mere in height and
2 3in. (7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast
3‘ height (DBH).
4. Sapling ~ Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
3. approximately 20 ft {6 m) or more in height and less
6. than 3 in. (7.6 cm) DBH.
7.
5 Shrub - woody plants, excluding woody vines,
9 approximately 3 1o 20 ft {1 to 6 m) in height.
10. Herb - All nerbaceous (non-woody) plants, inctuding
1. herbaceous vines, regardless of size. Includes
12. woody plants, except woody vines, less than
= Total Cover approximately 3 ft (1 m) in height.
Woody Vine Stratum ( )
1. muscading Woody vine - Ail woody vines, regardiess of height.
2.
3.
4. i
Hydrophytic
5. Vegetation J
= Total Cover Present? Yes No
Remarks: (If observed, list morphological adaptations befow).

US Army Corps of Engineers Atlantic and Gulf Ceastal Plain Region — Interim Version



SOIL

Sampling Point: _Tower Centes

Profile Bescription: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 1504)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51) {LRR G, 5)
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54)

Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7) {LRR P, 8, T, U}

Depth Mairix Redox Features
_{inches} Color {moist) % Colar {maist) % Type' Loc? Texiure Remarks

04 10YR 4/4 100 sandy lgs

4-15 7.5YR 5/6 100 clay

‘Type: C=Coneentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Malrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. % geation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Malrix.
Rydric Soil Indicaiors: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils’;

__ Histosol (A1) __ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR S, T, U} ___ 1 cm Muck (AS) (LRR )

__ Ristic Epipedon {A2) __ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR §, T, U) _ 2cm Muck (A10) {LRR )

__ Black Histic (A3) ___ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1} (LRR O} __ Reduced Vertic {F18} {outside MLRA 150A,B}
__ Rydrogen Sulfide {A4) . Loamy Gleyed Matrix {F2) __ Piedmont Floodplain Soils {F19) {LRR F, 5, T}
___ Stratified Layers {A5) ___ Depleted Matrix (F3) __Anomalous Bright Leamy Soils (F20)

__ Crganic Bodies (AB) (LRR P, T, U) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) (MLRA 153B)

__ 5cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, Uy __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7} __ Red Parent Material (TF2)

___ Muck Presence (A8) (LRR U} __ Redox Depressions (F8) ___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12) (LRR T, U)
__ TemMuek (ASY{(LRR P, T) — Marl (F10) (LRR U} __ Other {(Explain in Remarks)

— Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, ) wettand hydrology must be present.

Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151}
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T) Yndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and

Deita Ochric (F17) (MLRA 151}

Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 150A, 1508)

Piedmont Floodplain Seits (F19) (MLRA 1494}

Anomalous Bright Loamy Seils (F20) (MLRA 1454, 153C, 153D)

Restrictive Layer {Iif observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Allantic and Guif Ceastal Plain Region — Interim Version



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region

ProjecySite: MSWIN 30306 B Tula

City/County: 1 ula, Lafayette

Sampling Date: 9-28-11

Applicant/Owner:

Investigator(s}; ©. Stinnett

Landform (hillstope, terrace, etc.); hillsiope
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): tat 34 14'9.58"

Loca! refief {concave, convex, ncne):

State: MS Sampting Point: Tower Centeg
Section, Township, Range: S-2, T-10S, R-2W
Slope {%}:
Long: 89 22" 45.64" Datum:

Soit Map Unit Name: _Maben-Smithdale-Tippah association hilly

NWI classification: _Upland

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes \/

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Rydrofogy significantty disturbed?

Are Vegetation , Seil . or Hydrology naturally problematic?

No {if no, explain in Rematks.)

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ¥

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrf)phy{.ic Vegeta:ion Present? Yes No j Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wettand? Yeos No ‘/
Wettand Hydrolcgy Present? Yes No_ v
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology indicators:
Primasy Indicalors {minimuim of one is reguired: check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (BE)

___ Surface Water (A1) Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___ High Waler Tabie (A2) Aquatic Fauna (813)

__ Saturation (A3) ___ Marl Deposits (B15) {LRR U)
_ Water Marks (B1) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
__ Sediment Deposits (B2)

___ Dritt Deposits (B3}

___ Adgal Mat or Crust (B4)

____ Iron Deposits (B5)

___ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots {C3)

Recent Iron Rediction in Tiled Soils (C8)

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (BB)
Drainage Patterns (B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table {C2)

__ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saturation Visible on Aerfal Imagery (C9)
Geomorphic Position (D2}

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Gbservations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):
Saturaticn Present? Yes No Depth (inches)

{includes capiliary fringe)

\Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring weli, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Atlantic and Guif Coastat Plain Region — Interim Versicn



VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point; Tower Cented

Absoluie Dominant Indicator

Dominance Tes{ worksheet:

Tree S’Fratum (Plot sizes: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. _white ocak 30 yes FACU | That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: )]
2._post oak S0 . .vyes FAGU Total Number of Dominant
3 Species Across Ali Strata: (B
4.
Percent of Deminant Species
3. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)
6.
7 Prevalence Index worksheet:
. R ' ) _
= Total Cover Totai ./o Cover of; Muttiply by:
Sapiing Stratum ( ) OBL species Xx1=
1. eastern red cedar 20 ves FACU | FACW species x2=
2. winged elm 20 yes FAC FAC species x3=
3. FACU species X 4=
4. UPL species x5=
5. Column Totals: (A) {B)
B.
7 Prevalence Index = B/A =
’ Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
= Total Cover ydrop yt 4 )
Shrub Stratum ( } __ Dominance Test is >50%
1 __ Prevalence index is <3.0°
2. ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain)
3.
4. *Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present.
5.
B.
7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
= Tolal Cover
Herb Stratum ( ) Tree —Woody plants, exciuding woody vines,
1. approximately 20 ft (6 m} or more in height and
2 3in. (7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast
3' height (DBH).
4. Sapling - Woody plants, exciuding woody vines,
5. approximately 20 fi (6 m) or more in height and less
B. than 3 in. (7.6 cm) DBH.
7.
8 Shrub — Woedy plants, excluding woody vines,
g approximately 3 1o 20 ft {1 to 6 m} in height.
10. Herb - All herbaceous (non-woedy) plants, including
1. herbaceous vines, regardless of size. lncludes
12. woody plants, except woody vines, less than
= Total Cover approximately 3 # (1 m} in height.
Woody Vine Stratum { )
1. muscadine Woody vine — All woody vines, regardiess of height.
2.
3.
4.
Hydrophytic
5 Vegetation 7
= Total Cover Present? Yes Mo

Remarks: (If observed. ist morphological adaptations below).

YS Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Foint: _Tower Centey
Profiie Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.}

Depth Matrix Redox Features

{inches} Color (moist) % Color (moist % Type'  loc® Texture Remarks

0-4 10YR 4/4 100 sanady lgg

4-15 7.5YR 5/6 100 clay

“Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. “Localion: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soif Indicaters: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls;

.. Histosol {A1) ___ Polyvatue Below Surface {S8) (LRR §, T, U) __ 1cm Muck (AS) (LRR Q)

___ Histic Epipedon (A2} . Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR S, T, U} __ 2cm Muck {A10) {LRR S)

___ Black Histic {A3) ___ Loamy Mucky Minerat (F1) (LRR Q) __ Reduced Vertic (F18) {ouiside MLRA 150A,B)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___ PFiedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, S, T}
__ Siratified Layers (A5) ___ Depleted Matrix {F3) ___ Anomalous Bright Loamy Soils (F20)
__ Organic Bodies (A8) {LRR P, T, U) __ Redox Dark Surface (F8) {MLRA 153B)
__ 5cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, U} __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) ___ Red Parent Material {TF2)
_ Muck Presence (AB) {LRR U} __ Redox Deprassions (F&) _ . Very Shatlow Dark Surface (TF12) (LRR T, U)
_1cm Muck (A9) (LRR P, T} __ Marl {F10) {LRR U} ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11} Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 1513
Thick Dark Surface (A12} Iron-Manganese Masses (F12} (LRR O, P, T}
Coast Prairie Redox {A16) (MLRA 150A) _ Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, U}
Sandy Mucky Minerat (S1) (LRR O, S} Delta Ochric (F17) {(MLRA 151}
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 1504, 1508)
Sandy Redox (S5) Piedmont Floodplain Soils {F18} (MLRA 14234}
Stripped Matrix (S6) _._. Anomalous Bright Loamy Soils {F20} (MLRA 1494, 153C, 1530}
Dark Surface (37) {(LRR P, 8, T, U}
Restrictive Layer {if observed):
Type: .
Depth {inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No v
Remarks:

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation ang
wetland hydrology must be present.

US Army Corps of Engineers Attantic and Guif Coastal Plain Region — Interim Version



WETLAKND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Atlantic and Guif Coastal Plain Region

Project/Site: MSWIN 30305 B Tula

City/County: Tula, Lafayette

Sampling Date; 9-28-11

Applicant/Owner:

Investigator(s); C. Stinnett

Landform {hillslope. terrace, eic.); hillslope
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): Lat: 34 14' 9.58”

Local relief {concave, convex, none):

State: MS  Sampiing Point: _Tower Centey
Section, Township, Range: S-2, 7-108, R-2W
Slope (%):
Long: 89 22°4554" Datum:

Solt Map Unit Name: _Maben-Smithdale-Tippah association hilly

NWI classification: _Upland

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

Are Vegetation , Soil , oF Hydrotogy significanily disturbed?

Are Vegetation . Soit , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

v

Ne (If no, explain in Remarks.)

No

Are "Mormat Circumstances” present? Yes v

(if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydr?phyFic Vegela;ion Present? Yes No j Is the Sampled Arca
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes Ne \/
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No \/
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydroloay indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check alf that anply)

Secondary Indicators {minimurmn of fwo reguired)
__ Surface Soil Cracks (B8)

__ Surface Water (A1} __ Water-Stained Leaves (B%)
High Water Table {A2) ___ Aquatic Fauna (B13)

__ Saturalion {A3) __ Marl Deposits (B15) (LRR U)
__ Water Marks (B1) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
__ Sediment Deposits (B2)

___ Drift Deposits (B3)

___ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

__. Iron Deposits (B8)

__ Inundation Visibie on Aerial Imagery (B7)

Presence of Reduced Iron {C4)

__. Thin Muck Surface (C7)
__ Ofther (Explain in Remarks)

___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (CB8)

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Susface (88)
Drainage Patterns {B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2}

__ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saiuration Visible on Aerial imagery (C9)
Geocimorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard {33)

FAC-Neulral Test {£5)

Field Ohservations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No Bepth (inches):
Saluration Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

{includes capiliary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

Describe Recorded Data {stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previcus inspections), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point; Tower Centey

Absciiie  Dominant indicator

Dominance Tesi worksheet:

Tree Stkratum (Plot sizes: ) % Cover Species? _Stalus Number of Dominant Species
1. white oak 30 ves FACU | That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: M)
2. post oak S0 ves FACU Totai Number of Dominant
3 Species Across All Strata: {B}
4,
Percent of Dominant Species
3 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)
6.
- Prevalence Index worksheet:
0, ) . .
= Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
Sapling Stratum ( ) OBL species Xx1=
1. &astern red cedar 20 ves FACU | FACW species x2=
2. winged elm 20 ves FAC FAC species X3=
3. FACU species X4=
4. UPL species xh=
5. Column Totais: {(A) (B}
6.
7 Prevalence Index = B/A =
' = Tolal Cover Hydroph.ytic Vegetat.ion indicators:
Shrub Straium ( ) __ Dominance Test is »50%
1. ___ Prevalence Index is <3.0"
2. ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegelation® (Explain)
3
4. ‘Indicatars of hydric soif and wetland hydrology must
be present.
5.
B.
7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
= Total Cover
Herb Stratum ( ) Tree —Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
1. approximately 20 fi {6 m) ar more in height and
2 3in. {7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast
3' height (DBH).
4. Sapling — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
5. approximately 20 ft {6 m) or more in height and less
8. than 3in. (7.6 cm) DBH.
7.
8. Shrub - Woody plants, excluding woady vines,
9 approximately 3 to 20 ft (1 10 6 m} in height.
10. Herh — Ali herhageous {non-woady) plants, including
. herbaceous vines, regardless of size. Includes
12. wooedy plants, excepl woody vines, less than
= Total Caver approximately 3 fi (1 m) in height.
Woody Vine Stratura { }
1. muscadine Woody vine - All woody vines, regardless of height.
2.
3.
4.
Hydrophytic
5 Vegetation 7
= Tolal Cover Present? Yes No

Remarks: (If observad, list morphological adaptations below).

US Army Corps of Engineers

Atlantic and Guif Coastal Plain Region — interim Version




S0IL Sampling Point: _1ower Cented
Profile Description: {Describe te the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Fealures
{inches} Color {moist) % Color {mgis!) % Type Loc* Texiure Remarks

0-4 10YR 4/4 100 sandy lgg

4-15 7.5YR 5/6 100 clay

'Type: C=Cencentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. % acation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soif indicators: indicators for Problematic Hydric Soiis®
__. Histosoi (A1) ___ Polyvaiue Below Surface (S8) {LRR S, T, W) __ 1 cnr Muck {(AB) (LRR O)
.. Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR 5, T, U) __ 2cmMuck {AtD) {LRR S)
___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Loamy Mucky Mireral (F1) {LRR O} ___ Reduced Vertic {F18) {outside MLRA 1504,8)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4} ___ Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2) . Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, S, T}
___ Stratified Layers {(A5) ___ Depleted Matrix (F3) __. Anomalous Bright Loamy Soils (F20)
__ Organic Bodies (A6} {LRR P, T, U} __. Redox Dark Surface (F6) {MLRA 1538)

_ 5cm Mucky Mineral (ATY (LRR P, T, U} ___ Depleted Dark Surface {F7) __ Red Parent Materiat (TF2)
_ Muck Presence {A8) (LRR U} ___ Redox Depressions (F8) ___ Very Shallow Dark Surtace (TF12) (LRR T, U)

1 cm Muck (A9} (LRR P, T} __ Marl (F10) (LRR U) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (411) Depleied Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151)

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Iren-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T}
Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 150A) _ Umbric Surface (F13) {LRR P, T, U}

Sandy Mucky Mineral {S1) (LRR O, 5) Della QOchric (F17) (MLRA 151}

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 1504, 150B8)
Sandy Redox (S5) Piedmont Fioodplain Sails (F19) {MLRA 145A)
Stripped Matrix (S6) Ancmalous Bright Loamy Soils (F20) (MLRA 1434, 163C, 1530)
Dark Surface (S7) {LRR P, S, T, U}
Restrictive Layer (if ohserved):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes Mo /
Remarks:

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present.

US Army Corps of Engineers Allantic and Gulf Coastal Piain Region — Interim Version
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Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tufa Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEO1P1121

Appendix C

Site Pholographs
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View of the non-RPW immediately downtream

Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayetle County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEO1P1121

Appendix C

Site Photographs
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View from the non-RPW a the southwest compound boundary toward the site.

g

View from the non-RPW t the northwest compound boundary toward the site.

Environmental Engineers, Inc.

Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Envirenmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P 1121

Appendix C

Sile Photegraphs
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# Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete
ttem 4 If Restricted Dalivery is desired.

# Print your name and address on the reverse
so that we can return the card to you.
Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,

\ Agent
i Addressee
. C. Data7 fwery

or on the front if space permits.

G ls de!wery address different from Ttem 17 L Yes

1. ’Artlcle Addressed to: If YES, enter delivery address below: O No
k.m Ui’:; \Sj’ ltj :, .

5, Viksha,

.
L Dishe-

A o, i "~ 3.. Service Type
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If we may be of
please contact Ms.
(601) £31-536%, fax
ragulatory@usace.army.mni

The Viecksburg District Regulatory Branch is committed to
providing guality and timely service to sur customers., In an
effort tec improve customer service, please take a2 moment to
complete the Customer Service Survey found on our web site at
http://pexr2 nwp.usace.army.mil/survey . html., If it is more
convenient for you, please complete and return the enclosed
postage-paid post card (enclesure 3).

I am forwarding a copy ©f this letter to Mr. David R.
Carroll, Envir onmﬂﬂid\ Erngineers, Incorporated, 11578 U5 Highway
411, Odenville, Alabama 35120.

Cavid

L
Chief, Pe

Regulator

mit Section
1

Brancn
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Hgghwam 411, Gdenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consullanis

Auvgust 10, 2011 Envirenreental Engineers inc.
Mr. David Lofton, Section Chief

LLS. Army Corps of Engineers/Regulatory Division
cksb:__g, District Office

'S . Clay Sireet

V lbk:\bmé; Mississipnt 35183

Subject:
Hequest for Project Review
MSWIN 30305 B Tuls Communications Tower
Tuta, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No., JSEOQIPTI2]

Dear Mr. Lofion:

Envirenmental Enpineers, Inc. is requesting comment on behali of Towers of Mississippt, the State of
Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Manapement Agency (FEMA) regarding construction of 4 wireless
communications tower in Lafayette Countv, Mississippi. This project is being funded using a FEMA grant
{(2008-MS-MX-0001) and the State of Mississippi’s expenditures at this site will include construction of a
telecommunications facility, purchase and installation of 700 MHz RF eguipment and microwave
telecoruniunication  backbone network, equipment shelter, network infegration, acceplance testing,
communication hardware optimization and system exercising and piloting of interoperability capabilities of the
network.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey ?’ S-minute Tf)pogf*tphi(? Quadrangie “Paris,

Mississippt,” dated 1972, The site is located in the southeast Y of the southwest Y& of Section 2, Township 10
South, Range 2 West, Lafayette County, Mississippi, at }ﬂu[l‘d(, ?-10 {47 9.580" north and lorw tude 89° 22

45,5417 west fFngrﬁl 1;. The stte consists of a proposed 100-foot by [00-foot lease area, and a proposed access
road located off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippl. The site slopes maoderately downward toward the
west and northwest and is located in a wooded area comprised mainty of hardwood species up to 12 inches
diameter at breast heiglht (dbh). The proposed access road is approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site
from the east off of County Road 434, Proposed activities consist of construction of a 400-foot self supporting
cormunications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound i 2 fence. placement of support
cquipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. The proposed pr-oiect is located in an
area deseribed a3 Zone X (no shading) of the Flood Insurance Rate Map Commuinity Panel No. 28071C00425C
which bears effective date of November 26, 2010 and is not in & special flood hazard area. | have II'IClLi"I'CCl G
site focation map, site photogranhs, and the portion of the 2010 aerial photograph depicting the site location for

YOUT TEVIEW,
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, @denvmeg Alabama 3%12{}
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

Octobker 3, 2011

Ms. Cori Shiers

.S, Army Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg District
Permiiting Section

Attention: CEMVEK-OGD-F

4135 Clay Street

Vicksburg, Mississippi 39183-3435

Subject:
MVK-2011-00858
Jurisdictional Evaluation Report and Reguest for Comment
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippl
Environmental Engmeers, Inc. Project No.: JSEOIPLI2

[Dear Ms. Shiers:

On behalf of our ¢lients, Towers of Mississippi and the State of Mississippl, Environmental Engineers, Inc. is
requesting comment regarding the proposed project activities. As requested, a wetland delineation was
completed on the subject site and the enclosed report describes our wetland delineation findings and provides a

sununary of the proposed site activities,

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this infounation. If you have any
guestions regarding this request or if yvou need any additional information, please contact us at (205) $29-3868,

Sinecerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

{‘ fV’fﬁﬂg wgk%é&&&h

ha d Stinnett
Senior Project Scientist

Enc. Furisdictional Evaluation Report

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (B77) 847-3060
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2.0 FIELD EVALUATION METHODS

Environmental Engineers, Inc. (EEl) personnel reviewed the USGS 7.5-minute “Paris, Mississippi,”
Topographic Quadrangle, the National Wetlands Inventory map (Figure 2), the soil map from the Soil
Survey of Lafavette County, Mississippi, issued May 1981 depicting the site location (Figure 3}, and
historical aerial photographs for the site. EEI personnel conducted the jurigdictional evaluation on
September 28, 2011, The following briefly describes the field procedures condueted during site
activities,

EEY conducted a reconnaissance of the property within the subject site boundaries as well as on
adjacent properties to assist in describing representative vegcetation and hydrology. The subject site
was observed for jurisdictional wetland indicators and waters of the .S, The field delineation was
performed in accordance with the puidelines established in the Field Guide for Wetland Delineation.
1987 Corps of Engiteers Manual (Manual} and the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers
Manual for the Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region (October 2008}, Delineation data forms taken
from the Regional Supplement are included in Appendix A. ldentified wetlands and waters of the U.5.
were classified in accordance with the memorandum regarding OWA Jurivdiction Following The U
Supreme Court Decision in Rapanos vs. United States “Rapanos guidance” dated December 2008,

3.0 FINDINGS

It is EEPs professional opindon that the site does not contain any areas that would be considered
jurisdictional by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). Two ephemeral non-RPWs are located
immediately off-site, but the steep topography prohibits the opportunity for adjacent wetlands.
Appendix B containg the ground survey depicting the location of the ephemeral non-RPWs and the
surrounding topography. Site photographs are inciuded in Appendix C.

Drata sheels completed within the tower compound indicate that the site is an upland hillslope with no
wetland indicators.

4.0 PROPCOSED ACTIVITIES

Proposed activities consist of construction of a 400-foot self-supporting communications tower and
associafed compound, grading an access road, enclosing the compound in a fence, placement of
support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound and access road with gravel.

The off-site non-RPWs are located outside of the lease arez and should not be impacted by the
proposed activities.

5.0 CONCLUSION

Environmental Engineers, Inc. perfornmed a jurisdictional evaluation mn accordance with applicable
federal guidelines of the proposed MSWIN 30305 B Tuia Communications Facility located off of
County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi, Based on the results of the field evsluation and project site

Jurisdictional Evaluation Repori and Reguest For Comment
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility

Tula, Lafayerte County, Mississippi

Environmental Fagineers, Inc. Project Number: JSEOJPIIZ ]
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US KHighway 411, Gdenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 14, 2011

Mr. Stephen Ricks
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
6578 Dogwood View Parkway
Jackson, Mississippi 39213
Subject:
MEWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Tower
Tula, Lafayetie County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQIP1121

Dear Mr. Ricks:

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is requesting comment fiom the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or behalf of Towers of
hississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency regarding impact to threatened or
endangered species by construction of a wireless communications tower in Lafayette County, Mississippi.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1972, The site is located in the southeast Vi of the southwest ¥ of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West,
Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14> 9,580 north and longitade 89° 227 45,541 west (Figure 1). Proposed
activities consist of construction of a 400-foot self supporting communications tower and associated compound, enclosing
the compound in a fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compouird with gravel.

On August 4, 2011 1 performed a pedestrian survey of the site, The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 106-foot fease
area, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi. The site slopes moderately
downward toward the west and northwest and is located in a wooded area comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12
inches diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road is approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from
the east off of County Road 434.

The U.S Fish and Wildlife Service does not List any species as occurring in Lafayetie County, Mississippi. No large bird
nests were noted in the vicinity of the site. A site location map, site phiotographs, and 2010 aerial photograph have been
included.

Environmental Engineers. Ilnc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. FPlease reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEOIP1121} in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance and we look forward to your response. Please call us at (265) 629-3868 if you have any questions or
comments.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

- . =%
P DR
7

LS P S
Aonr 1

R
David R. Carroll
Staff Geologist

Attachments  Sits Location Map, Site Photographs, Aerial Photograph

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERIVCE
Mississippi Field Office
6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A
Jacksen. MS 39213

August 22, 2011 Tails: 2011-1-794

Environmenial Engineers inc,
Mr, David Carroll
Environmental Engineers, Inc. AUG 2 & 7ou
11578 US Highway 411 RECEIVED
Qdenville, Alabama 35120

RE: Tower Proposal in Lafayette County, Mississippi, Project No: JSEQI1P1121

Dear Mr. Carroll:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received your letter dated August 10, 2011,
regarding the construction of a 400-foot self-supporting telecommunications tower and fenced
tower compound located in a woodlot with access off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. Qur comments are submitted in accordance with the Endangered Species Act (87
Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C.
703-711).

There are no federally listed species for Lafayette County. However, due to the adverse
impact these towers can have on migratory birds, we have included our Service
recommendations as an attachment.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. Please contact Terri Jacobson at
(601) 321-1129 if your project plans change or if you have any questions. For our most up-
to-date species list, please visit our web site at htip://www.fws.gov/mississippies/endsp.html

Sincerely,

> » TN
[ m . 1 | F

T
" \ JL-,_ T ‘ LA il P

for  Stephen Ricks
Field Office Supervisor

f 0. .
L LA
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1).S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Tower Guidance
Communications Tower Siting, Construction, Operation, and Decommissioning

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703-712) prohibits the taking, killing, possession,
transportation, and importaticn of migratory birds, their eggs, parts, and nests, except when
specifically authorized by the Department of the Interior. While the Act has no provision for
allowing an unauthorized take, it must be recognized that some birds may be killed at structures
such as communications towers even if all reasonable measures to avoid it are implemented.
The Service's Division of Law Enforcement carries out its mission to protect migratory birds
not only through investigations and enforcement, but also through fostering relationships with
mdividuals and industries that proactively seek to eliminate their impacts on migratory birds.
While it 1s not possible under the Act to absolve individuals or compantes from liability if they
follow these recommended guidelines, the Division of Law Enforcement and Department of
Yustice have used enforcement and presecuterial discretion in the past regarding individuals or
companies who have made good faith efforts to avoid the take of mugratory birds, Due to the
adverse impact telecommunications towers can have on migratory birds, we would like to
make the following recommendations:

Co-locate communications equipment on an existing communication tower or other
structure (e.g,, billboard, water tower, or building mount). Depending on tower load
factors, from 6 to 10 providers may collocate on an existing tower.

I co-location is not feasible and a new tower or towers are to be constructed,
towers should be no more than 199 feet above ground level (AGL), use construction
techniques which do not require guy wires (e g., use a lattice structure, monopole,
etc.). Towers should be unlighted if Federal Aviation Administration regulations
permit.

If constructing multiple towers, consider the cumulative impacts of all towers to
migratory birds and threatened and endangered species as well as the impacts of
each individual tower.

1f at all possible, new towers should be sited within existing “antenna farms”
{clusters of towers). Towers should not be sited in or near wetlands, other known
bird concentration areas {e.g., state or Federal refuges, staging areas, rookeries), in
known migratory or daily movement flyways, or in habitat of threatened or
endangered species. Towers should not be sited in areas with a high incidence of
fog, mist, and low ceilings.

Iftaller (=199 feet AGL) towers reguiring lights for aviation safety must be
constructed, the minimum amount of pilot waming and cbstruction aveidance
fighting reguired by the FAA should be used. Unless otherwise required by the
FAA, only white {preferable) or red strobe lights should be used at night, and these
should be the minimum number, minimum intensity, and minimum number of
flashes per minute (longest duration between flashes} allowable by the FAA. The
ase of solid red or pulsating red warning lights at night should be avoided. Current
research indicates that solid or pulsating (beacon) red lights atiract night-migrating
birds at a much higher rate than white strobe lights. Red strobe lights have not yet
been studied.



6.

10.

Tower designs using guy wires for support which are proposed to be located in
known raptor or waterbird conceniration areas or daily movement routes, or in
magor diurnal migratory bird movement routes or stopover sites, should have
dayhime visual markers on the wires to prevent collisions by these diumally moving
species. (For guidance on markers, see Suggested Practices for Avian Protection on
Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006 - a profile of the research and safeguards
available to remedy the issue of avian electrocutions. Copies can be obtained from
Edison Electric Institute by calling 1-800-334-5453 or via the Internet at
http://www.eei.org/products_and_services/descriptions_and access/index.htm.

Towers and appendant facilities should be sited, designed and constructed so as to
avoid or minimize habitat loss within and adjacent to the tower “footprint™.
However, a larger tower footprint is preferable to the use of guy wires in
construction. Road access and fencing should be minimized to reduce or prevent
habitat fragmentation and disturbance, and to reduce above ground obstacles o

birds in flight.

If significant mambers of breeding, feeding, or roosting birds are known to
habitually use the proposed tower construction area, relocation to an alternate site is
recommended.

In order to reduce the number of towers needed in the future, new towers should be
designed structurally and electrically to accommodate comparable antennas for at
least two additional users (minimum of three users for each tower structure), unless
this design would require the addition of lights or guy wires to an otherwise
unlighted and/or unguyed tower.

Security lighting for on-ground facilities and equipment should be down-shielded to
keep light within the boundaries of the site,

. Service personnel or researchers from the Communication Tower Working Group

should be allowed, if asked, access to the site to evaluate bird use, conduct dead-
bird searches, to place net catchments below the towers but above the ground, and
to place radar, Global Positioning System, infrared, thermal imagery, and acoustical
monitoring equipment as necessary to assess and verify bird movements and to gain
information on the impacts of various tower sizes, configurations, and lighting
systems.

. Towers no longer in use or determined to be obsolete should be removed within

twelve months of cessation of use,

These voluntary recommendations are based on the Service’s Guidance on the Siting,

Construction, Operation and Decommissioning of Communications Towers which can be

found at http://www. fws.gov/migratorybirds/issues/towers/comtow.htmi

In order to obtain information on the usefulness of these guidelines in preventing bird
strikes, and to identify any recurring problems with their implementation which may
necessifate modifications, please advise us of the final location and specifications of the
proposed tower. In your response please explain which of the recommended measures
were implemented and if the recommended measures could not be impiemented, please
explain why they were not feasible.
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Avian Mitigstion Plan
Mississippi Wireless Integrated Nelwork
Mississippi Interoperable Communications Grant 2008-MS-MX-006!
February 3, 2011

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA} Grant Programs Directorate (GPD) is providing funding through its Mississippi
intesoperable Communications Grant 2008-MS-MX-0001 o the Mississippi Wircless
Communication Commissicn (MWCC) o construct a statewide public safety radio
systesn known as the Mississippi Wireless Integrated Network (MSWIN). The MSWIN
program will result {n the construction of approximately 140 communication towers (see
attached map) throughout the state of Mississippi.

In accordance with the Natioral Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, the
President's Council on Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEP A (40 Code
of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508), and FEMA's regulations implementing
NEPA (44 CFR Part 10}, Environmental Assessments (EA) were prepared for several
proposed towers o be constructed under the MSWIN program. The purpose of the EAs is
to evaluate the potential impacts of the proposed towers on the envircnment. Through the
preparation of these EAs, FEMA identified o potential for cumulative impacts to
migratory birds as a result of the MSWIN project as birds could be injured or killed by
colliding in to guy wires and/or the tower slructure, or could be disoriented by tower
lighting. This Avian Mitigation Plan was developed by FEMA, MWCC and the
Missigsippi Department of Wildlife, Fisheries, and Parks (MDWFP) {c address these
potentisl cuwnulative impacts. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Jackson, MS
Ecological Servicee Cffice reviewed this Avian Mitigation Plan. MWCC is responsible
for the cost of implementing the Avisn Mitigation Plan.

Background
Following Hurricane Katrina in 2005, the Mississippi Legislature created the MWCC

with the mission of implementing a statewide reliable, survivable, inferoperable voice
and dala communication system for public safety and first responders. Congress
approprigted $140 million toward thig effort. The MWCC has compieted
implementation of MSWIN on 71 sites in the scuthern half of the State and anticipates
completion of the entire system {approximately 140 sites) in carly 2012,

The MSWIN radio system is reliant on comumnunication fowers in order to operate. While
MSWIN is vitally important to the first responders, the State recognizes the importance
of building towers that will avoid possible harm to migratory birds. The conservation of
biegs will help sustein ecological integrity and ccosystem services, including insect
control, pollination, and seed dispersal. Migratory bird conservation also meets the
growing public interest in outdoor education and recreation.

In building MSWIN and wsinpg Federal funding, the State must be compliant with Federal,
Siate and local regulations and puidelines pertinent to the projecl. These regulations
include those of the Federal Communications Commission (FCC), the U. 8. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Federal Aviation Administration {FAA) relative to



FEMA
Avian Mitigation Plan
Mississippi Wireless Integrated Network

frequency iicensing snd tower construction, as weall as the NEPA requirements previously
discussed,

The FCC mainteins jurisdiction over tower siles and ils mules, 47 CFR
§1.1307(a}{3). require applicants, licensess, and tower owners (Applicants) 1o
consider the impact of proposed facilities under the Endanpgered Species Act (ESA),
16 U.S.C. 5 1531 el seg. Applicants muyt determine whether any proposed facilities
may affect listed, threstencd or endangered species or designated critical habitats, or
are likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any proposed threatened or
endanpgered species or designated critical habitets. In addilion, USFWS has
formulated end published voluniery guidelines for the siting and operation of towers
intended to address potential effects on migratory birds. These guidelines and an
acmmp&nymg tower sn‘e evnluamn form are posted on the USFWS websiie

Accordmg L] USFWS the gutdclme& reﬂect USF WS‘ _}udgment of “the most prudent
and effective measures for avoiding bird strikes at towers.™

The documented avian collision rigk is primarily towers taller than 1000 that use steady
burning red lights at night. Towers of this heipht are always supported with guyed wire
cables. Steady buming red lights are part of the FAA's A-2 lighling system where a tower
12 painted aviation orange for daytime obstruction avoidance and red lights at nighi.

The MSWIN towers which have an average height of 425 feet, generally use two types of
lighting systems, the white mid intensity sirobes, FAA designation as D or D2 and the
Al or A2 system which uses crange and white psint in seven altemnating bands for day
time obstruction aveidance along with red lights at night for night time obstruction
aveidance. Towers 500 fect or iess use white mid intensity sirobes and towers 500 to 60G

feet use orange paint and red lights,

The MSWINM systern uses the most avian friendly lights possible for tower sites, however
the FAA does not approve the use of white lights in all peographic aress asnd on
numerous occasions has denied such reguest, based primarily on the premise that white
tights are more difficult to distinguish at aight than red lights and are more problematic in
areas where emergency medical helicopters and other low flying aireraft such as millary

may be present

Mitigation, Monitering and Reporting of Avian Iniuries and Deatlis ai MSWIN Tower
Skres

MWCC has in the past and will continue to include the following mitigation measures in
the degign and deployment of MSWIN.

1. White tower lights are used where allowed by the FAA. Where red lights are
required, halogen strobes are used insiead of pulsing incandescent beacons.
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2. Bite construction incorporates limited road improvements and site fencing to
reduce land disturbance,

3. Tower locations are placed to avoid known bird rookeries and nesling grounds,
and inspestion of tower sites post-construction will help identify instances of
avian injuries and deaths,

4. Towers are designed to aliow for future usc of other radio systems {0 reduce the
number of towers required in the area. The average height of MSWIN towers is
425 feet allowing MSWIN to provide coverage of 97% of Mississippi's land area
with only §35 RF sites.

5. Security lighting for on ground equipment iz designed (o focus in the secure
compound ¢ minimize disturbance of surrounding areas.

Additionally, the State of Mississippi will monitor avian mortality around its tower sites
by providing a collection kit at each site along with a process to record the location of the
deceased bird and deliver its remains to the MDWFP for inclusion of the deceased avian
into a central state data system. Over time, this practice will coniribute scientific data that
can be used by MDWFP and USFWS in determining the significance of potential impacts
of towers on migratory birds. Where possible, attempls will be made to determine the
cause of the bird's death (e.g., from a predator, virus, huster or tower sirike).

Each site will have s weather-proof enclosure comtaining rubber gloves, sealable
coniainers of sufficient size (o collect, contain and transport the deceased bird, and & form
to document the circumstances of (he bird’s death. The carcasses will be collected in 2
manner to preserve the infegrity of the fingd and transported to the MDWFEP office in
Jackson, MS for examinafion and documentation into the Avien Mortality databass,
USFWS will also be given access to the MDWFP’s Avian Mortality database. 1f possible,
the bird will be phoicgraphed in the field and at MDWFP.

In the uniikely event field technicians ecacounter an injured snd living bird, all efforts will
be made to recover, rehabilitate and release back to the wild. MWCC will work clasely
with the MDWFP (o request assistance in those situations.

MDWFP and USFWS, upon request, will be allowed sccess lo tower sites (o document
avian mortslities and injuries, monitor bird behavior, assess lighting impacis on
migratory birds, and conduct similar research. If a iower is discovered to have adverse
affects to migralory bird populations (i.e., greater than 10 bird kills per night), these
towers will be reported immediately to the MDWFP, USFWS, and FEMA.

An anaual report documenting the number of avian deaths recorded at MSWIN sites will
be prepared for five consecutive vears following conclusion of the construction of the
towers comprising the MSWIN system. The reporling period will begin a year from the
execution of this mitigation plan end extend until 5 vears afier the last FEMA funded
tower 15 congtructed. The report will be submitted to FEMA's Office of Environmental
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Plamming and Historic Preservation and the Grant Program Dirsetotate. The report will
alsy be submitted o the USFWS i Jackson, MS {Beological Services Olfice) and
MIWEP.
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Henry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fecc.gov

Sent; Tuesday, August 02, 2011 424 PM

To: towerinfo@envciv.com

Subject: Proposed Tower Structure Info - Email 1D #2852331

Dear Henry A Fishar,

Thank you for submitting a notification regarding vour proposed construction via the Tower
Construction Motification System. Note that the system has assigned a unique Notification ID
number for this proposed construction. You will need to reference this Notification ID number
when you update your project’s Status with us.

Below are the details you provided for the construction you have proposed:
Notification Received: ©8/82/2811

Motification ID: 78585

Tower Qwner Indivicdual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippi / State of Mississippi
Consultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.5. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State: ALABAMA

Zip Code: 35128

Phone: 285-629-3868

Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguved - Free Standing Tawer
Latitude: 34 deg 14 min 2.5 sec N

Longitude: 89 deg 22 min 45.5 sec W

Location Description: Off of CR 434

City: Tula

State: MISSISSIPRI

County: LAFAYETTE

Ground Elevation: 129.83 meters

Suppart Structure: 121.5 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 2121.9 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 251.7 meters above mean sea level



Henry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov

Sent: Friday, August 05, 2011 2:01 AM

To: towerinfo@envciv.com

Ce: kim.pristelle@fcc. gov; diane.dupert@fcc.gov

Subject: NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION(S) WHICH WERE SENT PROPOSED TOWER

CONSTRUCTION NOTIFICATION INFORMATICN - Email 1D #2853955

Dear Sir or Madam:

Thank you for using the Federal Communicaticns Commission‘s (FCC) Tower Construction
Notification System (TCNS). The purpose of this electronic mail message is to inferm you that
the following authorized persons were sent the information you provided through TCNS, which
relates to your proposed antenna structure. The information was forwarded by the FCC to
authorized TCMS users by electronic mail and/or regular mail {letter).

Persons who have received the information that you provided include leaders or their
designses of federally-recognized American Indian Tribes, including Alaska Native Villages
(collectively "Tribes"), Native Hawaiian Organizations {NHOs), and State Historic
Preservation Officers (SHPOs). For your copnvenience in identifying the referenced Tribes and
in making further contacts, the City and State of the Seat of Government for each Tribe and
NHO, as well as the designated contact person, is included in the listing below. We note that
Tribes may have Section 186 cultural interests in ancestirsl nomelands or cther locations that
are far removed from their current Seat of Government. Pursuznt to the Commission’s rules as
set forth in the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission {NPA),
all Tribes and WHOs listed below must be afforded a reasonable opportunity to respond to this
notification, consistent with the procedures set forth below, unless the proposed
constructicn falls within an exclusion designated by the Tribe or NHG. (NPA, Section IV.F.4).

The information you provided was forwarded to the following Tribes and NHOs who have set
their geographic preferences on TCNS. If the information vou provided relates to a proposed
antenna structure in the State of Alaska, the following list also includes Tribes located in
the State of Alaska that have not specified their geographic preferences. For these Tribes
and NHOs, if the Tribe or NHO does not respond within a reasonable time, you should make a
reasonable effort at follow-up contact, unless the Tribe or NHO has agreed to different
procedures {NPA, Section IV.F.5). In the event such a Tribe or NHG deoes not respond to a
follow-up ingquiry, or if a substantive or procedural disagreement arises between you and a
Tribe or NHO, you must seek guidance from the Commission (MPA, Secticn IV.G). These
procedures are further set forth in the FCC's Declaratory Ruling released on October &, 2885
(FCC 85-176).

i. Historic Preservation Officer Bryant J Celestine - Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas -
Livingston, TX - electronic mail

Details: Please consider this notification as our interest for consultation regarding your
proposal. The Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas requests an administrative fee of $328.66 for
our services including internal file searches, elder consultations, and if necessary, travel
expenses tor a site visit to complete our determination regarding your proposal. TAKE NOTE of
the following preocedures as this will assist our efforts to provide your firm with the most
efficient process in returring our determinations:

1. Submit your Form 628 or 621 by email to celestine.bryant@actribe.org. Each submission is
logged and within 12 days of receipt, an invoice will be returned to the email account we
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receive your supplemental information. IF YOU HAVE NOT RECEIVED THIS BY 15DAYS, PLEASE
INQUIRE.

2, INCLUBE wyour invelce number on your payment and submit according to the Invoice
instructicns. We cannot track your payment by project number so please do not submit without
an invoice number.

3. Within 28 days of your original submission, you will receive an email response from our
Office relating to our determinations for your proposal. This may occur despite a delay in
tee payment. If you have not received our determination within 25 days, PLEASE INGQUIRE.

4, IN THE EVENT OF AN OQUTSTANDING BALANCE, 2 detailed invoice will be submitted in place of
ourr determinaticn. In this manner, your Section 182 obligations withour Tribe ARE NCT
complete until we have forwarded cur written response indicating our determination.

5. If the applicant/tower builder decides to withdraw a proposal, please advise our office as
soon as possible to avold an outstanding balance in the future and any unnecessary research
by our office.

Thank you, Bryant J. Celestine - Historic Preservaticn Officer
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2. Tribal Historic Preservation Officer Michael L Tarpley - Jena Band of Choctaw Indians -
Jena, LA - electronic mail and regular mail

&
¢ F
§ 7

3. Historic Preservation Officer Virginia Nail - Chickasaw Nation - Ada, GK - electronic mail

4, birector of Historic Preservation / THPQ Terry D Cole - Choctaw Nation of Cklahoma -
Durant, OK - electronic mail and regular mail

Detalls: The Applicant may conclude that the Choctaw Nation of Cklahoma has no interest in a
site if there is existing disturbance wherein the depth of the previcus disturbance exceeds
the proposed construction depth (excluding focting and other anchoring mechanisms) by at
least 2 feet (Applying VI - DB{2){c)(i) of the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement concerning
Field Surveys; 'In the Matter of Nationwide Programmatic Agreement Regarding the Section 166
Netional Histeric Preservation Act Review Process;’ Report and Order, 28 FCC Rcd. 1873, WT
Docket No. ©3-128, October 5, 2884).

Furthermcre, the Choctaw Nztion of Oklahoma doces not have an interest in a Tower that will be
constructed on an existing structure, developed land, or within ¢ity limits. However, any of
the above mentioned criteria should be communicated to us if not evident in the irnitial
Motification Details. For all other towers, we request a signed field survey report that
meets the Federal guidelines set forth by the Department of the Interiorand a site location
map along with pictures for each project.

Additionally, the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has inforwed FCC Staff that if the Applicant
does not receive a response from the Tribe within 38 days of a TCNS notification, then the
Applicant SHOULD MAKE A GOOD FAITH EFFORT WITH A FOLLOW-UP PHONE CALL to make sure that the
tribe is aware of the proposed teower project. However, should construction expose buried
archaeclogical or building materials such as chipped stone, tools, pottery, bone,histarical
crackery, glass or metal items, this office should be contacted immediately @ 1-80€-522-6179
axt. 2337. {[n.b. Please reference the TCNS number in 21l communications that follow the
initial rotificaticn.]
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5. MEKKO and Acting Tribal Administrator Jennie Lillard - Kialegee Tribal Town - Wetumka, OK
- regular mail

Details: If the Applicant receives no response from the Kialegee Tribal Town within 38 days
after notification through TCNS, the Kialegee Tribal Town has no interest in participating in
pre-construction review for the site. The Applicant, however, must immediately noctify the
Kialegee Tribal Town in the event archaeciogical properties or human remains are discovered
during construction,

~

&. THPO Earl J Barbry Jr - Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana - Marksville, LA - regular maiil

The dinformation you provided was zlso forwarded to the additionzl Tribes and NHOs listed
below. These Tribes and NHOs have NCT set their gecgraphic preferences on TCNS, and therefare
they are currently receiving tower notifications for the entire United States. For these
Tribes and NHOs, yau are required to use reasonable and good faith efforts to determine if
the Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that
may be affected by its proposed undertaking. Such efforts may include, but are not limited
to, seeking informaticn from the relevant SHPO or THPG, Indian Tribes, state agencies, the
U.5. Bureau of Indian Affairs, or, where applicable, any federal agency with land holdings
within the state (NPA, Section IV.B). If after such reasonacle and good faith efforts, you
determine that a Tribe or NHO may attach religicus and cultural significance to historic
properties in the area and the Tribe or NHO does not respond to TCNS notification within a
reasonable time, you should make a reasonable effort to follow up, and must seek guidance
from the Commissien in the event of continued non-respanse or in the evant of a procedural or
substantive disagreement. If you determine that the Tribe or NHO is unlikely to attach
religious and cultural sighificance to historic properties within the area, you de not need
to take further actien unless the Tribe or NHO indicates an interest in the proposed
construction or other evidence of potential interest comes to your attention.

None

The information you provided was also forwarded to the following SHPOs in the State in which
you propose to construct and neighboring States. Tne information was provided to these SHPUs
as a courtesy for their information and planning. VYou need make ro effort at this time to
follow up with any SHPO that does not respond to this notification. Prior to construction,
you must provide the SHPC of the State in which you propose to construct {or the Tribal
Historic Preservation &fficer, if the proiect will be located on certain Tribal lands), with
a Submission Packet pursuant to Section VII.A of the NPA.

7. SHPO Lee Warner - Alabama Historical Commission - Montgomery, AL - electronic mail

8. Deputy SHPG Elizabeth Ann Brown - Alabama Historical Commission - Montgomery, AL -
electronic mail

9. SHPC Cathie Matthews - Department of Arkansas Heritege - Littie Rock, AR - electreonic mail



1a. Deputy SHPG Ken Grunewald - Department of Arkansas Heritage - Little Rock, AR -
electronic mail

11. SHPO Elbert Hilliard - Mississippl Dept of archives & Histery - Jackseon, MS - regular
mail

1Z. Deputy SHPG Kenneth H P'Pool - Divisicn of Historic Preservation - Jackson, MS -
electronic mail

If you are preoposing to construct a facility in the State of Alaska, you should contact
Commission staff for guidance regarding your obligations inm the event that Tribes do not
respond to this notification within z reasonable time.

Please be advised that the FCC cannct guarantee that the contact({s) listed above cpened and
reviewed an electreonic or regular mzil notification. The fellowing information relating te
the proposed tower was forwarded to the nerson{s} listed above:

Notification Recelved: @8/82/7811

Notification ID: 78555

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippi / State of Mississippi
Consultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.S. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State: ALABAMA

Zip Code: 35129

Phone:; 2085-625-3868

Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Free Standing Tower
Latitude: 34 deg 14 min 9.5 sec N

Longitude: 8% deg 22 min 45.5 sec W

Location Description: Off of CR 434

City: Tula

State: MISSISSIPRI

County: LAFAYETTE

Ground Elevation: 129%.8 meters

Support Structure: 121.% wmeters above ground level
Qverall Structure: 121.9 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 251.7 meters above mean sea level

If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice, please centact the FCC using the
electronic mail form located on the FCC's website at:

http://wireless.fcc.gov/outreach/notification/contact-fec.html.
You may aiso call the FCC Support Center at (877} 480-3281 (TTY 717-338-2824), Hours are
from 8 a.m. to 7:868 p.m, Eastern Time, Monday through Friday {except Federal holidays). To

provide quality service and ensure security, 311 telephone calls are recorded,

Thank you,
Federal Communications Commission
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FCC Form 620 FCC Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Approved by OMB
pew Tower {"NT"} Submission Packet 3066 - 1039
See instruclions for
public burden estimates
General Information

1) (Select only one) { NE 3
ME ~ New U4 — Update of Application WO — Withdrawal of Application
2} If this application is for an Update or Withdrawal, enter the file number of the panding application File Number:
currently on file. } ;
Applicant Information
3} FCC Registration Number (FRN):
4) Name:
Towers of Mississippi 1l / State of Mississippi
Contact Name
5) First Name: Taylor &) Mi: 7) Last Name: Rohinson 8y Suffix:
9) Title:
Contact Information -
10) P.O. Box: Anc | 11) Sweet Address: 31560 Blakeley Way
i !
123 City: Spanish Fort ! 13) State: AL 14} Zip Coda: 36527
1
15) Telephone Number: (205) 266-4465 18} Fax Number: { )
17) E-mail Address: trobinson@vulcancompany.com
Consultant information
18) FOC Registration Number (FRN), 0015057413
19} Name: MRS Consuliants, LLC.
Erincipal Investigator
20) First Name: Beth 21} Mk A 223 Last Neme: Ryba 23} Suffix;
24) Tile: Cultural Rescurce Specialist
Principal Investigator Contact Information
]
25) £.0. Box: 3146 #nd | 26) Street Address:
W
i
27 City: Tuscaloosa | 28) State: AL 29) Zip Code: 35403
30) Telephone Number: (208) 758-1621 41) Fax Number: (205) 759-1621
32) E-mail Address: earyba@earthlink net

FCC Form §20
Septeraker 2008 - Page 1



Professional Gualification

33) Does the Principal Investigator salisfy the Secretary of the Interior’s Frofessional Quaiification Standards?

(X)¥es [ jho

343 Areas of Professlona! Qualification:
{ X ) Archasologist

( y Architectural Historian

{ } Historian

( ¥ Architect

} Other (Specify)

——

Additional Staff

35} Are there other siaff involved who meet the Professional Qualification Standards of the Secretary of the Interior?

( ties (X)HMo

H'Yes” complete the following.

36) First Name: a7) ME

38) Last Name:

39% Suftbe

48) Tille:

41} Areas of Professionai Qualification:
( } Archaeologist

{ )} Archilectural Historian

{ ) Historian

( ) Architect

( ) Other {Spacify)

This page may he copled to include additional staff.

Consultant information Attachments required ~ Seg instructions for details.

FOT Form 520
Septembar 2005 - Page 2



Tower Consiruction Notification System

Site Information

1} TCNS Notification Number: 78595

Site Information

2) Site Name: Tulz

3) Site Address:.County Road 434

43 City: Tula

5) State: MS

&) Zip Code; 38655

7} County/Borough/Parish:  Lafayette

B8} Nearesl Grossroads:CR 434 & CR 435

oy NAD 83 Latitude (DD-MM-S5.5); 347 14’ (09,58

10} MAD 83 Longilude (DD-MM-S5.8): 84° 22" 45.541"

Tower information

11) Tower heighi above ground level (include top-mounied attachments such as lightring reds):

400

{ »)Fest ¢ ) Meters

12) Tower Type {Seleci Onej:
( ) Guyed lattice tower

{ x } Sel-supporting latlice
{ ) Monopole

{ ) Other {Describa):

Project Status

131 Current Project Status (Seleet One):
{ » ) Construction has noi yet commenced

{ ) Construcfion has commenced, bid is not compieled

( ) Consiruction has been completed

Construction cornpleted on: ! i

Censtruclion commenced on:

Construction commenced on:

Slte information Aachments reguired - See instructions for details.

FOO Form 6206
Bepterber 2008 - Fags 3



Determination of Effect

14} Direct Effects (Sslest One}:

{ X} No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)
{ ) Mo Effect cn Historic Properties in APE

{ } No Adverse Effect on Historic Preperties in APE

{ } Adverse Effect on one or more Historic Properties in APE

15) Visual Efects (Select One):

( ) No Historic Properties in Area of Potertial Effects (APE)
{ ) No Effect on Historic Properties in APE

{ )} No Adverse Effect on Historic Properties in APE

( ) Adverse Effecl on one of more Histaric Properties in APE

Determinalion of Effect Atlachments required —~ See instructions for detafls.

FCO Form 820
September 2008 - Page 4



Tribat/MHO Involvement

1) Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawalian Organizalions (NHOs) been identified that may atiach religious and cutiurg (¥ \Vas Ko
significance to historic properties which may be affected by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visuzl effects Y ' !
o) Tribas/! tapia S Rt fostion b . 78595 \ . . B
2a) Tribes/NHOs contaciad through TCNS Notification Number: Number of Tribes/NHOs:
!
2b} Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system: Number of Tribes/NHOs: None
None
Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TCHS
3) Trine/NHO FRN:
4) Tribe/MHC Name:
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
Contact Name
1
5) First Name: Bryant g &) M 7) Last Name: Celesting ! 8) Suffix:
9) Title: Historic Preservation Officer
Dates & Response
A " =
10) Date Contacted &4 ;11 11) Date Replied 8 /2 ;11
{ } Nu Reply
{ } Replied/No interest
{ * ) Replied/Have interest
{ } Replied/Other

This page may be copied to include additional Tribes/MHOs contacted.
Tribal/MHO Invelvement Attachments may be required — See instructions for detalls.

FCO Form: 826
September 2008 - Page §



Tribal/HHG Involvement

1} Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawailan Organizations (NHCs) been ideniified that may atfach religicus and cultur
significance o historic properlies which mav be affected by ihe underaking within the APES for direct and visual effects

{ X y¥es (

} Ho

2250
78393 Mumber of Tribes/NHOs: 6

2a) Tribes/NHCs contacted {hrough TCNS Notification Number:

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate svstem:
None

Mumbear of Tribes/MHOS

. None

TribeNHO Contacted Through TCNS

3} Tribe/NHO FRN:

4) Tribe/NHO Name:

Chickasaw Nation

Coniact Name

th

5) First Namie: Virginia Y M 7) Last Name: Najl

8) Suffix:

g) Title: Historic Pressrvation Officer

Dates & Response

101 Date Contacted § 12 !_11 113 Date Replied _‘_9 !12 / "
( ) No Reply

( } Replied/No Interest

{ } Replied/Have infarest

{ %) RepliediOther Not aware of any specific properties or properties of significant religious or sacred

value.

This page may be copied 1o clude additional Tribes/NHOs contacted.
TribalNHG Involvement Attachmenis may be required ~ See instructions for details.

FGO Form 820
September 2008 - Page §



TribalfNHO involvement

1} Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawailan Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may attach reiigious and culfura
significance to historic properties which may be affecied by the undertaking within the APEs for direct and visuai effects

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacied through TCNS Natification Number: 78585 HNumber cf Tribes/NHOs: 6
2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate sysiem: Number of Tribes/NHOs: None
None

Tribe/NHD Contacted Through TCHS

3) Triba/WHO FRN:

4) Tribe/NHO Name:
Choclaw Mation of Okiahoma

Contact Hame

5) First Name: Terry B) Mi: 3 7) Last Name: Gole 8} Suffix:

9 Title: Director of Cultural Resources and THRO

Dates & Response

_ g 2 .11 . , .
10) Date Contacled ~__ / i 11} Date Replied ) !

{ ) NoReply
{ ) Repfied/Na interest
{ } Replieg/Have inferest

( ) Replied/Other

This page may be copled to include additionat Tribes/MHOe coniacted.
Tribal/NHO Involvement Attachimenis may be required = See instructions for detalls.

FOC Form §Z0
Septemnber 2008 - Fage §



TribalMHAQ Involvement

1} Have indian Tribes or Native Hawalian Organizations {NHOs} been igentified that may atlach religious and cuiturd (X )¥es ¢ ) Mo
signtficaice to historic properties which may be affected by lhe underiaking within the APEs for direct and visuai effects? =770 =

2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: 78595

26} Tribes/NHOs confacted through an alternate system:
pone

Number of Tribes/NHOs:

g

Number of Tribes/NHOs: Nene

Tribe/MHO Contacied Through TONE

3) Tribe/NHO FRN:

4) Tribe/NHO Name:
Kialegee Tribal Town

Contact Mame

&) First Name: Jennie B} Mi: 7 Lasi Name: | }Hard

8) Suffix:

9) Tite: MEKKO and Acling Tribal Administrator

Dates & Response

8 .2 1

10) Date Comacted
{ ) NoReply
{ ) Replied/No Interest
{ ) Replied/Have Interest

( } Replied/Other

1) Date Replied / /

This page may e copied to include additional Tribes/MHOs contacted.

TribalfNHO Inveivement Attachments may be raguired — See instructions for detaile.

FOC Form 620
Seplemoer 2308 —- Fage &



Tribai/MHO Involvement

1) Have Indian Tribes or Native Hawailan Crganizations (NHOs) been identified that may atiach religious and culiurg { X }Yes 1 Mo
significance {o historic properties which may be affected by the undsriaking within the APEs for direct and visuai effects Yoes ( ‘=
2a) Tribes/NHOs contacted through TCNS Notification Number: 78585 Number of Tribes/NHOs: 8
2h) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an aliernate sysiem: Number of Tribes/NHOs: None
Narie
Tribe/NHO Contacted Through TONS
3) Tribe/NHO FRN:
43 Tribe/NHO Name:
Jena Band of Choctaw Indians
Contact Mame
5) First Name: fike 6 Mtk L 7} Last Name: Tarpley 85 Suffin:
Gy Title: THPO
Dates & Response
-~ ER
10) Date Contacted 8 2 fmi_ 11} Date Raplied 8 ;22 11
{ 7 No Reply
{ } Replied/No Inferest
{ ¥} Replied/Have Interest
{ } Replied/Other

This page may bs copied 1o include additional Tribes/NHOs contacted,
Tribal/NHO Involvernernit Afachments may be reguired ~ See instructions for delails.

FOC Form €290
Septembar 2008 = Page §



Tribai/NHO Involvement

1} Have Indian Tribes ar Native Hawallan Organizations (NHOs) been identified that may aftach religious end cuiturs ( ¥ i¥Yes
significanice to hisioric properties which may be affected by the underaking within the APEs far direci and visual effects =

) No

= -

2a) Trines/NHOs cantacted through TCNS Naofification Number: 78595 Number of Tribas/NHDs: ¥

2b) Tribes/NHOs contacted through an alternate system: Number of Tribes/NHCs: Neone
MNone

Tribe/NHE Contacted Through TCNE

3} Tribe/NHG FRNM:

43 Tribe/NHC Name:
Tunica-Bifoxi Indians of Loulsiana

Contact Name

8} First Name: Ear| gy M J 7} Last Name: Barbry 8) Suffix: Jr.

g Title: THRG

Ciates & Response

10) Date Contacted _8____f f_____:’_j_1_ 11yDate Rephied _ 7 /1
( ®} Mo Reply
{ } Replied/Np Interest

( } Replied/Have Interest

{ ) Raplied/Cther

This page may be copled to includs adaitional Tribes/NHOs contacted.
Tribal/NHO Involvement Atachments may be required - See instructions for detaiis.

FOC Form 620
September 2008 - Page 5




Tribe/NHG Information

Other Tribes/NMOs Contacted

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN):

2) Name:
None

Contact Name

3) First Name:

4) Mk 5) Last Name:

6} Suffix:

7) Title:

Contact informalion

And

8) P.C. Box: or

9} Sireet Address:

10} City;

11) State:

12) Zip Code:

13) Telephone Number: )

14} Fax Number: { )

15} E-mail Address:

16} Preferred means of communication:

( } E-mail
{ } Letier
{ } Both

Dates & Response

17) Date Contacted ___/ /
( } No Reply

{ } Replied/No [nterest

{ } Replied/Have interest

{ } Replied/Cther

18) Date Replied / !

This page may be copied te inciude additional Trihes/NHOs.

FCGC Form 620
Septembar 2008 — Page 6



Historic Properties
Properties ldentified

1} Have any historic properiies been identified within the APES for direct and visual effect? { )¥es { ¥ }Ho
2) Has the identification process located archaeoiogical malerials that would he directly affected, or sites that are of cultura ( V¥es { X ) Ho
or religious significance 1o Tribes/NHOs? FL= :
3} Are there more thar 10 historic properties within the APESs for direcl and visual effect? ( YYee { % ) No
If “Yes”, you are required to attach a Cultural Resources Report in lieu of adding the Histeric Property betow. =" -
Migtorie Property
4) Property Name:  See Attached Cultural Resources Report by MRS Consultants, LLC
5) SHPO Site Number:
Property Address
6) Sireet Address:
7 City: 8) State: 9 Zip Code:
10} County/Barough/Parish:
Stalus & Elglbility
11y Is this property iisted an the National Regisier?
{ i¥es( Mo
Source:
12) ls this property eligible for listing on ihe Matlonai Regisier?
( 1 ¥es ( ) Mo
Saurce:
13} Is this propery a National Historic Landmark? ( ) Yes | I Mo

14) Direct Effecis {Select One):
{ } Mo Effect on this Hisloric Property in APE
{ } No Adverse Effect on this Historic Property in APE

{ ) Adverse Effect on this Historic Propenty in AFE

156} Visual Effects {Select One);
( } No Effect on this Hisloric Property in APE
{ } No Adverse Effect on this Hisioric Property in APE

{ } Adverse Effect on this Histeric Fropeny in APE

This page may be copied to include additional Historic Properties.
Historic Property Atfachments required - See insiructions for detalils.

FCO Forne 620

Soptember 2008 - Page 7



Local Government Involvement

Local Government Agency

1) FCC Registration Number (FRN):

2) Name;
Lafayette County Board of Supervisors

Contact Mame

3} First Name:Mike 4y Ml g} Last Name:Fickens

6) Suffin:

7) Title:Superviser

Contact Information

And

8) P.C, Rox: ior

9y Sirest Address: 300 N. Lamar Boulevard

10) Ciy:Oxforg

1) Siate:ME

12} Zip Code: 38655

13} Telephene Number: ( } 14) Fax Number: { }

15) E-maii Address:

16) Preferred means of communication:
{ 1 E-mail
{ » }leiter

{ ) Bath

Dates & Responas

4 4
17) Date Contactad 8 / A

{ 3 ) Mo Reply
( ) Replied/MNe Interast
{ } Replied/Have interest

( ) Replied/Gther

/ 18 Date Replied __

/ !

Additional information

19) Information on locai government's role or inferest (optional):

This page may be copied to include additional local government agencies.,

Local Government Alachmenis required = See instructions for details.

FOLC Form 620
September 2008 - Page 8



Gther Gonsuiting Parties
Other Consulting Parties Contacted

1) Has any other agency bean contacied and invited to become a consulting party?

o
|=
[
7
=
o

Consulfing Party

2) £CC Registration Number (FRN):

3) Name:
Oxford-Lafaystie County Heritage Foundation

Contact Name

4Y First Narne: 5) Mi: 6} Last Name: 7 Suffc

83 Title;

Sontact Information

And

9) P.0. Box:622 ior | 10) Street Address:

1) City:Oxford 12} State M3 13y Zip Code: 38655

14) Telephone Number: { } 15} Fax Number: ( K

16} E-mail Address:

17) Preferred means of cornmunization:
{ Y E-mail
{ ) Lletler

( ) Both

Dates & Response

8§ 0 11

18) Date Coniacted 18 Date Replied f /

{ %} No Reply
{ } Replied/No interest
{ ] Replied/Have Interest

{ J Replied/Cther

Additional Information

20) Information on ofher consulting aries’ roie of interest (oplional):

This page may be copiad 1o include additiona? consuling parties.
Consulting Farties Attachments required — See instructions for deiails,

FCT Form 620
Septemibsr 2008 - Page 9



Designation of SHPOTHRO

1) Designate the Lead State Histeric Preservaticn Cfficer (SHPO) or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) based on the locaiion of 1he {ower.

EHPO/THEO
g fr. H.T. Holmes, Mississippt Department of Archives and History

i
! Name:
|

2) Youmay also designate up 1o three auditionai SHPOs/THPOs if the APEs include multiple states. i the APEs include other countries, entar ihe narie of the
National Historle Preservafion Agency ant any state and provincial Historic Preservation Agency.

SHPO/MHPO Name:

SHPC/THPC Name;

SHPOITHRPO Maime:

flesignation of SHPO/THPO Aftachments may be reguired - See instructions for details.

Certification

| ceriify that all representations on this FCC Form 620 Submission Packe! and the accompanying atiachments are true, corect, and compiete.

Party Authorized to Sign MRS Consultants, LLC. Principal investigator

First Mame: Beth M A Last Mame: Ryba Suffi

Signature: o & Date:. 8 25 41
: ! /

FAILURE 7O SiGH THIS APPLICATION MAY RESULT IN DISMISSAL OF THE APPLICATION AND FORFEITURE OF ANY FEES PAID.

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE OM THIS FOIM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE FUNISHABLE BY FINE ANDIOR IMPRISONMENT (1.5,
Gode, Titls 18, Section 1004} AND/OR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION FERMIT (U.S. Code, Title 47, Ssction
312(a 1)), ANDIOR FORFEITURE (U.8. Code, Title 47, Section 503).

FCC Form 8629
Sepiember 2008 — Page 10



ATTACHMENT 1
"¥itae are On File



ATTACHMENT 2
ATTACHMENT 7
ATTACHMENT §
ATTACHMENT 9
ATTACHMENT 10
ATTACHMENT 11
ATTACHMENT 12

See Accompanying Cultural Resource Report



Attachoeent 3. Tribal am& NHO Invelvement

Initial netification to Native American tribes/organizations was submitied through ihe
FCC Tower Construmon Notification System (TCNS). See the attached TCNMS Yst for
details.

Attackment 4, L@éa% zovernment

Correspondence was submitted o the local government agency with jurisdiction over the
project area for comment regarding potential impacts to historical or cultural sites by the
proposed action. See the attached correspondence for more information.

Attachment 5. Pablic Imvahf&ammi

" A notice requesting cominent regarding potential impacts to historical or archaeclogical
propetties by the proposed action was pu!‘-hsh@d Please see the attached nfomaﬁun for
details regarding the public notice.

Attachment 6. Additional Consulting Parties {Where Applicabls) -

Correspondence was submitted to additional consulting parties for comment regarding
potential impacts to historical or cultural sites by the proposed action. See the attachad
correspondence for more information. (Please note that no correspondence 13 included
where additional consulting parties were not identified for a project.)



Henry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc gov

Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2011 4,24 PM

To: towerinfo@enveiv.corn

Subicct: Propesed Tower Structure Info - Email D #2852331

Dear Henry A Fisher,

Thank you for submitting a notification regarding your proposed construction via the Tower
Construction Notificaticn System. Note that the system has assigned a unigue Notification ID
number for this proposed construction. You will need to refterence this Notification ID number
when you update your project’s Status with us.

Below are the details you provided fTor the construction you have proposed:
Notification Received: 88/82/2811

Netification ID: 78595

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippl / Stete of Mississippl
Consultant WName: Henry A Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.5. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State: ALABAMA

Zip Code: 35128

Phone: 285-629-38583

Email: towerianfo@envciv,.com

Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Free Standing Tower
Latitude: 34 deg 14 min 5.5 sec N

Longitude: 85 deg 22 min 45.5 sec W

Location Description: OFff of CR 434

City: Tula

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: LAFAYETTE

Ground Elevation: 125.8 meters

Support Structure: 121.2 meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 121.9 meters above ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 251.7 meters above mean sea level



s

TESIST TOM

Henry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fce gov

Sent: Friday, August 05, 2011 2:01 AM

Ton towerinfo@enveiv.com

Co: Kim.pristello@fcc.gov; diane. dupent@fcc.gov

Subjoct: NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION(S) WHICH WERE SENT PROPOSED TOWER

CONSTRUCTION NMOTIFICATION INFORMATION - Email 1 #2853855

Dear Sir or Madam:

Thank yeou for using the Federal Communications Commission®s (FCC) Tower Constructicn
Motification System (TCNS). The purpose of this electronic mail message is to inform you that
the following authorized persons were sent the information you provided through TONS, which
relates to your proposed antenns structure. The information was forwarded by the FUC to
authorized TCNS users by electronic meil and/or regular mail (letter).

Persons who have received the information that you provided include leaders or their
designees of federally-recognized American Indian Tribes, including Alaska Native Villages
(collectively "Tribes™), Native Hawailan Organizations (NHOs), and State Historic
Presaervation Officers {SHPOs}. For your convenience in identifying the referenced Tribes and
in making further contacts, the City znd State of the Seat of Government for each Tribe and
NHO, z¢ well as the designated contact persoen, is included in the listing below. We note that
Tribes may have Section 186 cultural interests in ancestral homelands or other locations that
are far removed from their current Seat of Government. Pursuznt to the Commission’s rules as
set forth in the Natienwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPAJ,
all Tribes and NHOs listed below must be afforded z reasonzble opportunity teo respond to this
notification, consistent with the procedures set forth below, unless the proposed
construction falls within an exclusion designated by the Tribe or NHO. (NPA, Section IV.F,4).

The informaticn you provided was forwarded to the following Tribes and NHOs who have set
their geographic preferences on TCNS. If the information you provided relates toc a proposed
antenna structure in the State of Alaska, the following list alsc includes Tribes located in
the State of alaska that have not specified their geographic preferences. For these Tribes
and NHGOs, if the Tribe or NHO doss not respond within a reasonable time, you should make a
reascnable effort at follow-up contact, unless the Tribe or NHD has agreed to different
procedures {NPA, Section IV.F.5}. In the event such a Tribe or NHO does not respond to a
follow-up inguiry, or if a substantive or procedural disagreement arises between you and a
Tribe or NHO, you must sesk guidance from the Commission (NPA, Section IV.G). These
procedures are further set forth in the FCC's Declaratory Ruling released on Qctober &, 2605
{FCC @5-176).
fl ;-“’?}‘

'y
1. Historic Preservation Officer Bryant J Celestine - Alshama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas -
Livingston, TX - electronic mail
Details: Please consider this notificaticon as our interest for consultation regarding your
propesal. The Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas requests an administrative fee of %269.88 for
our services including internal file searches, elder consultations, and if necessary, itravel
expenses for a site visit to complete our determination regarding your proposal. TAKE NOTE of
the following procedures as this will assist our efforts to provide your firm with the most
efficient process in returning cur determinations:

1. Submit your Foprm 628 or 621 by emall to celestine.bryant@actribe.org. Each submissicn is
logged and within 1@ days of receipt, an invoice will be returned to the emall account we

1



receive your supplementsl irnformaticn, IF YOU HAVE NOT RECEIVED THIS BY 150AYS, PLEASE
INQUIRE.

2. INCLUBE your inveice number con vour payment and submit according te the Invoice
instructions. We cannot track your payment by project number so please do not submit without
an invegice number.

3. Within 2& days of your original submission, you will receive an email response From our
Office relating to ocur determinations for your proposal. This may occur despite a delay in
fee payment. If vou have not received our determiration within 25 days, PLEASE INQUIRE.

4. IN THE EVENT OF AN OUTSTANDING BALANCE, a detsiled invoice will be submitted in place of
our determination. In this manner, your Section 186 obligations withour Tribe ARE NOT
complete until we have forwarded cur written response indicating our determination.

5. If the applicant/tower builder decides to withdraw a proposal, please advise ocur office as
sgont as possible to aveid an outstanding balance in the future and any unnecessary research
by our affice.

Thank you, Bryant 3. Celestine - Historic Preservation Officer

£
i
2. Tribal Historic Preservation Officer Michael L Tarpley - Jena Band of Choctaw Indians -
Jena, LA - electronic mail and regular mail

E

/7

3, Historic Preservation Officer Virginis Nail - Chickasaw Mation - Ada, OK - electronic mail

4, Director of Historic Preservation / THPG Terry D Coléf— Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma -
Durant, OK - electronic mail and regular wmail

Details: The Applicant may conclude that the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has no interest in 3
site if there is existing disturbance wherein the depth of the previous disturbance exceeds
the proposed construction depth (excluding footing and other anchoring mechanisms) by at
least 2 feet (Applving VI - B{2}(c}(1) of the Natianwide Programmatic Agreement concerning
Field Surveys; 'In the Mztter of Naticnwide Programmaiic Agreement Regarding the Section 166
Mational Historic Preservation Act Review Process,’ Report and Order, 26 FCC Recd. 1873, WY
Docket No. 63-128, October 5, 2884).

Furthermore, the Choctaw Maticn of Qklahoma does not have an interest in a Tower that will be
censtructea on an existing structure, developed land, or within city limits. However, any of
the above mentioned criteriz shcould be communicated to us if not evident in the initial
Notification Details. For all other towers, we request a signed field survey report that
meets the Federal guldelines set forth by the Department of the Interiorand a site location
map along with pictures for sach proiect.

Additionally, the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma has informed FCC Staff that if the Applicant
does not receive & response from the Tribe within 38 days of a TINS notification, then the
Applicant SHOULD MAKE A GOOD FAITH EFFCRT WITH A FOLLOW-UP PHONE CALL to make sure that the
tribe 1s aware of the proposed tower project. However, should construction expose buried
archaeclogical or building materizls such as chipped stone, tools, pottery, bone,historical
crockery, glass or metal Ifems, this office should be contacted immediztely @ 1-892-522-817@
ext. 2137. [n.b. Please reference the TCNS number in all cominunications that follow the
initial notificatien.]



5. MEKKD and Acting Tribzl Administrator Jennie Lillard - Kialegee Tribal Town - wWetumka, OK
- regular mail

Details: If the Applicant receives no respeonse from the Kialegee Tribal Town within 38 davs
after notification through TENS, the Kialegee Tribzl Town has ne interest in participating in
pre-construction review for the site. The Applicant, however, must immaediately notify the
Kialagee Tribal Town in the event archaeclogical properties or human reimains are discovered
during constructian,

5. THPG Earl 3 Barbry 3r - Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana - Marksville, LA - regular mail

The information you provided was alsc Torwarded to the additional Tribes and NHOs listed
below. These Tribes and NHOs have NOT set their geographic preferences on TCNS, and therefore
they are currently receiving tower notifications for the entire United States. For these
Tribes and NHOs, you are required to use reasonable and good faith efforts to determine if
the Tribe or NHO may attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties that
may be affected by its proposed undertaking. Such efforts may include; but are not limited
to, seeking information from the relevant SHPO or THPG, Indian Tribes, stats agencies, the
U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, or, where applicable, any federal agency with land holdings
within the state {NPA, Secticn IV.B). If after such reasconable and good fzith efforts, you
determine that a Tribe-or NHO may atiach religicus and cultural significance to historic
properties in the areaz and the Tribe or NHO does not respond to TCNS notification within a
reascnable time, vou should make a reasonable effort to follow up, and must seek guidance
from the Commission in the event of continued nen-response or in the event of a procedural or
substantive disagreement. If you determine that the Tribe or KHO is unlikely teo attach
religious and cultural significance to historic properties within the arez, you do not need
to take further action unless the Tribe or NHG indicates an interest in the proposed
construction or other evidence of potential interest ccomes to your attention.

Mone

The information you provided was alsc forwarded to the follewing SHPCs im the State in which
vou propose to construct and neighboring States. The information was provided to these SHPOs
as a courtesy fer their information and plarning. You nesd make no effort at this time to
follow up with arny SHPO that does not respond to this notification. Prior to censtruction,
you must provide the SHPS of the State in which vou propose to construct (or the Tribal
Historic Preservation CGfficer, if the project will be locatad on certain Tribal lands), with
o Submission Packet pursuant To Section VII.A of the NPA.

7. SHFG Lee Warner - Alabama Historical Commission - Montgomery, AL - electronic maiil

8. Deputy 5HPG Elizabeth Ann Brown - Alsbamz Historical Commission - Montpgomery, AL -
electronic mail

%. SHPG Cathie Matthews - Department of Arkansass Heritege -~ Little Rock, AR - electronic mail



18. Deputy SHPC Ken Grunewald - Department of Arkansas Heritage - Little Rock, AR -

electronic mail

11. SHPO Elbert Hilliard - Mississippl Dept of Archives & History - Jackson, MS - regular

mail

12, Deputy SHPO Kenneth H P'Pocl - Division of Historic Preservaticn - Jackson, MS -

electronic mail

If you are proposing to construct a facility in the State of Alaska, you should contact
Commission statf Tor guidance regarding your cobligations in the =svent that Tribes do not

respond to-this notification within a reasonable time.

Please be advised that the FCC cannot guarantse that the
reviewed an electronic or regular mail notification. The
the proposed tower was forwarded to the cerson{s} listed

Notification RBeceived: @8/82/2811
Notification ID: 785%%

Towsr Gwner Individual cr Entity Name: Towers of Mississippl /

Censultant Name: Henry A Fisher

Street Address; 11578 U.5. Highway 411
City: Gdenville

State: ALABAMA

Zip Code: 35128

Phone: 285-525-3868

Email: towerinfo@envciv.com

Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Frae Standing Tower

Latitude: 34 deg 14 min 9.5 sec N

Longitude: 89 deg 22 min 45.5 sec W

Location Description: Gff of (R 434

City: Tula

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: LAFAYETTE

Ground Elevation: 12%.8 meters

Support Structure: 121.9 meters sbove ground level
Gverall Structure: 121.9 meters above ground leveld

Overall Beight AMSL: 251.7 meters above mean sea level

contact{s) listed above opened and
following informaticon relating o

State of Mississippi

If you have any guesticns or comments regarding this notice, please contact the FCC using the

glectronic mail form located on the FCC's website at:

htip://wireless., fcc.gov/outreach/notification/contact-feo. ntml.

You may alse call the FCC Support Center at {877) 48B-3281 (TTY 717-338-2824). Hours are
from & a.m. te 7:86 p.m. Eastern Time, Monday through Friday {except Federal holidays). To
provide guality service and ensure security, all telephone calls are recorded.

Thank you,
Federal Communications Commission



ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35128
Envirormenial, Remediation, and Geological Consultanis

August 10, 2011

Mr. Mike Pickens, Supervisor
Lafayette County Board of Supervisors
300 N. Lamar Boulevard
Oxford, MS 38655
Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Cormunications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEGLIP1I21
Diear Mr. Pickens:

Pursuant to the requirements of the March 2005 Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (WPA) we are reguesting
comment an behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federa! Emergency Management Agency
regarding impact to historical or cultural sites listed on, or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places
{(NRHP) by construction of & wireless communications tower in Lafayette County, Mississippl.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangie “Paris, Mississippt,”
dated 1972. The site is located in the southeast % of the southwest ¥ of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West,
Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14 9.580” north and longitude 89° 22° 45.541” west. The site consists of 2
proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area, and a proposed access road located off of C ounty Road 434 pear Tuls,
Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is located in a wooded area
comypised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches diameter at breast height {dbh). The proposed access road is
approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434, Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 408-foot self supporting communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a
fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel,

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEO01P1121) in correspondence regarding this site. Please provide
comment within thirty days of the date of this letier. Thank you for your time and assistance and we lock forward to your
response. Please call me at (205) 629-3868 or email me at dearroli@enveiv.com if you have any questions or comments.
You can also send a response to vs via facsimile at {877) B47-30560.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, TNC.
A//& 59’ f(‘i ﬁﬂdﬁs‘ﬁ”

David R. Carroll

Staff Geologist

Atiachments:  Site Location Map

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Envirommental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 10, 2011

Oxford-Lafayette County Heritage Foundation
P.O. Box 622
Oxford, MS 38635
_ Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: ISEGIPTI2]
To Whom It May Concern:

Pursuant to the reguirements of the March 2005 Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on
Historic Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPA} we are
requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency regarding impact to historical or cultural sites listed on, or eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places {(NRHP)} by construction of a wireless communications tower m Lafayetie County,
Mississippl.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Peris, Mississippi,”
dated 1972. The site is located in the southeast ¥ of the southwest ¥4 of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West,
Lafayeite County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14" @.580” north and longitude 89° 227 45,5417 west. The site consists of a
proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and noithwest and is located in a wooded area
comprised mainly of hardwood species up t¢ 12 inches diameter at breast height (dbh}, The proposed access road ig
approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 440-foot self supporting commaunications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a
fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this nformation. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number {JSEGIP1041) in correspondence regarding this site. Please provide
comment within thirty days of the date of this letter. Thank you for vour time and assistance and we look forward to
your response. Please call me at (205) 625-3368 or email me at dearroll@enveiv.com if you have any questions or
comments. You ¢an also send a response to us via facsimile at (877) 847-3060.

Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

Ny
ﬁiz‘“f ”/g {@-ﬂmwgyﬁ ’

David R. Carroli
Staff Geologist

Attachments:  Site Locstion Map

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35128

Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

September 26, 2011

Mr. Greg Williamson

Mississippi Department of Archives and History
Charlotte Capers Archives and History Building
100 South State St.

Jackson, M5 39201

Subject:
Section 106 Review
MSWIN 30385 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engincers, Inc. Project No.: JSEOIP1121

Dear Mr. Willlamson:

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is requesting a Section 106 review, on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State
of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for the above referenced site.
Enclosed vou will find a copy of the completed FCC Form 620 for the project site, including all attachments.

Environmenta! Engineers, Inc. appreciatés the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEG1P1121} in correspondence regarding this site. If you have
any questions or need additional information, please contact me at (2035) 629-3268.

Sincerely,

Henry A. Fisher, P.E.
Principal Engineer

Ene. VFCOC Form 620

Phone: (205) 629-3868 - Fax: (877) 847-3060
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Cheryl Johnson

From: trackingupdates@fedex.com

Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2011 2:57 PM
To cjohnsor@etvciv.com

Subject: FedEx Shipment 795234125867 Delivered

our records indicate that the following shipment has besn delivered:

Ship (p/U} darte: Sep 27, 2011
Delivery Gate: Sep 28, 2011 Z2:50 PM
Sign for by: J.BANKS

1

Weight: 1.80 1h.

Special handiing/Services:

Mr. Greg Williamson
IRC ME Dept cf hrchives & History

U5 s
ELZ20 39201

Please do sent from an unatsended
mailibox, T 156 PM OCDT on 09/2B/2011.

To iearn more about FedEx Express, plesase wvigit cux

tracking und Bx oon Tl behall
zstor noted a ne authenticity o
estor and doe rrant the zuthenti
sst, the regu y of i
Ying results o Lo

9/28/2011



MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT of ARCHIVES AND HISTORY

PO Box 571, Jackson, MS 39205-0571
601-576-6850 ° Fax 601-576-6975
mdah.state.ms.us

A H. T Hotrmes, Director

October 19, 2011 _ Emvirenimental Engineers Inc.

T e
Henry A. Fisher, P.E. OCT 22 200
Environmental Engineers, Inc. BECEIVED
11578 US Highway 411 :
Odenville, Alabama 35120

RE: Proposed MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility, in Tula, MS, EE #
JSEO1P1121, MDAH Project Log #09-190-11 (Report #11-0500),
Lafayette County

Dear Henry:

We have reviewed your August 26, 2011, cultural resources assessment request and
August 25, 2011, cultural resources survey report by Beth Ryba, Principal Investigator,
received on September 28, 2011, for the above referenced undertaking, pursuant to our
responsibilities under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR
Part 800. After reviewing the information provided, we concur that no known
archaeological resources listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places will be affected. We concur that the proposed tower would have no
direct affect on historic architectural resources. We also concur the tower will have no
adverse indirect or visual effect on architectural resources within the APE. Although we
concur that resource # 7022 is potentially eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places, we also concur that it will not be affected. As such, we have no
reservations with the proposed project.

Please provide a copy of this letter to Ms. Ryba. If you need further information, please
let me know.

Sincerely,

Greg Williamson
Review and Compliance Officer

FOR: H.T. Holmes
State Historic Preservation Officer
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Henry Fisher

From: Henry Fisher <hfisher@envciv.com>

Sent: Mecnday, September 26, 2011 4:40 PM

To: Sryant J. Celesting (celestine hrvanm@actribe.org)

Subject: MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility TCNS 78585
Attachiments: FCC Form 620 MSWIN 30305 TCNS 78585 pdf

fr, Bryant Celestine
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas

Subject:
TCNS 78885
MEWIN 34305 B Teta Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayetie County, Mississipsi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JISEQLP1121

Dear Mr. Celestine:

I am reguasting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi tl, the State of Mississippi, and the Federa! Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA] regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Lafayette County, Mississinpi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on August 2, 2011 (TCNS 1D # 78585).

The site is depicted on the United States Geoiogical Survey 7.5-minute Topographic GQuadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1572. The site Is located In the southeast % of the southwest % of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West,
Lafaystte County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 147 9.580" north and longitude 88° 227 £5,541" west, The site consists of a
proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is located in a woaded area
comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches diameter at breast height (gbh}. The proposed access road is
approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 400-foct self-supporting communications tower and associated compound, enciosing the compound in
a fence, placament of support eguipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. | have
attached the FCC Form 620 prepared for this project.

Envirenmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, ing, project number (JSEQ1P1421) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
time and assistance and | look forward to your response. Please call us at {205} 62%-3868 or email me at
Afisher@envciv.com if you have any guestions or comments. Youd can also send a respense to us via facsimile at {877)
247-3060.

Sincerely,

Henry A, Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Gdenville, Alabama 35120
Tel {205) 529-3868

Fax (877} 847-3060



Henry Fisher

From: Bryant J. Celestine <celestine bryant@actribe.org>

Sent: Monday, Cctober 24, 2011 4:38 PM

To: 'Henry Fisher'

Subject: RE: MSWIN 30305 B Tuta Communications Facility TCNES 78585

Dear Mr. Fisher:

On behalf of Mikko Oscoia Clayton Sylestine and the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe, our appreciation is expressed on your
efforts o consult us regarding TCNS #78585 (JSEQTP1121) in Panola County.

Our Tribe maintains ancestral associations within the state of Mississippi despite the ahsence of written records to
completely identify Tribal activities, villages, trails, or burial sites. However, it is our cbjective to ensure sigrificances of
American indian ancesiry, especially of Alabama-Coushatia origin, are administered with the utmost considerations.

Upon review of your Sepiember 26, 2011 submission, no immedizstely known impacts to cultural assets of the Aiabama-
Coushatta Tribe of Texas are anticipated i conjunction with this proposal. As there hiad been significant Alabama
presence within Panola County, we request the immediately notification of the inadvertent discovery of human remains
and/or archaeciogical addifacts as well as a cease of activity in proximity to the location until all formal consuliations with
zppropriate authorities, inciuding our office, are complete.

Should you require further assistance, pleasa do not hesitate to contact us.
Sincerely,

Bryant J. Celesiine

Historic Preservation Gfficer
Alabama-Coushatta Tribe of Texas
571 State Park Rd 58

Livingston, Texas 77351

G936 - 563 - 1181

celestine. brvant@actribe.org




Henry Fisher

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov

Sent: Monday, September 12, 2011 4,34 PM

To: towernfo@envciv.com

Ca: tens foecarchive@fce.gov; gingy. nall@chickasaw nat

Subject: Reply 1o Proposed Tower Structure (Motification ID: 76585) - Email 1D #2882222

Dear Henry A Fisher,

Thank you for using the Federal Communications Commission®s (FCC) Tower Construction
Notification System {TCNS). The purposs of this email is to inform you that an authorized
user of the TCNS has replied to a proposed tower construction notification that vou had
submitted through the TCNS.

The following message has been sent te you from Historic Preservation Officer Virginia Nail
of the Chickasaw Nation in reference fto Notification ID #78595:

We do not presently know of any spec¢ific historic properties or properties of significant
relipious or sacred value. In the event your agency becomes aware of the need to enforce
other statutes we request to be notified under NEPA, MNAGPRA, AIRFA and ARPA. If you have any
guestions, please contact Ms. Gingy Neil, assistant historic preservation officer at (588}
55%9-6817, gingv.nail@chickasaw.net.

For your comvenience, the information you submitted for this notitication is detailed below.

Motification Received: 88/€2/2011

Notification ID: 78595

Tower Owner Individual or Entity Name: Towers of Mississippl / State of Mississippi
Consultant Mame: Henry A& Fisher

Street Address: 11578 U.5. Highway 411

City: Odenville

State:; ALABAMA

Zip Code: 3512@

Phone; 285-629-3868

Email: towerinfo@enveiv.com

Structure Type: UTOWER - Unguyed - Free Standing Tower
Latitude: 34 deg 14 min 9.5 sec N

Longitude: 89 deg 22 min 45.5 sec W

Location Description: Off of CR 434

City: Tula

State: MISSISSIPPI

County: LAFAYETTE

Ground Elevation: 129.8 meters

Suppart Structure: 121.% meters above ground level
Overall Structure: 121.% meters zhove ground level
Overall Height AMSL: 251.7 meters szbove mean sea level

£}
o



Henry Fisher

From: Henry Fisher <hfisher@envciv.com>

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 4:38 PM

To: Caren Johnson {cjohnson@choctawnation.com)

Subject: MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Faciiity TONS 78595
Aftachments: FCC Form 620 MSWIN 30305 TCHNS 78535 paf

Mr, Terry Cole
Chectaw Nation of Oklahoms

Subiject:
TCNS 78585
BASWIN 305305 B Tuls Communications Facility
Tulz, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQIP11ZL

Drear Mir. Cole:

i aim requesting comment on behzalf of Towers of Mississippi {l, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency {FEMA) regarding potential impacts to Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of 2 wireless communications tower in Lafayette County, Mississippl, This project was aiso submitted through the FCC
TCNS on Augest 2, 2021 {TONS 1D # 78585},

The site is depicted on the United Stetes Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1572, The site is located in the southeast ¥ of the southwest ¥ of Section 2, Townshig 10 South, Range 2 Waest,
Lafayeite County, Mississippi, at atitude 34° 14’ 9.580" north and longitude 89° 22" 45.541" west. The site consists of a
nroposed 100-foot by 105-foot lease ares, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is located in & wooded area
comprised mainly of hardwooed species up to 12 inches diameter at breast height {dbh}. The proposed access road is
aporoximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434, Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 400-foot self-supporting communications tower arid associated compound, enclesing the compound in
a fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel, [ have
attached the FCC Form 620 prepared for this project,

Environmental Engineers, inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmerital Engineers, ing, project number {JSEQIP1121} in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for vour
fime and assistance and | look forward to your response, Please call us at (205} 6529-3868 or emall me at
hiisher@envciv.com if vou have any questions or comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877)
847-3080.

Sincerely,

Henry A. Fisher
Environmental Engineers, Inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, &lgbama 35120
Tel {205) 625-2868

Fax (877) 847-3060



Henry Fisher

From: Caren Johnson <gjohnscn@choctawnalion coms
Sent: Monday, November 07, 2011 157 PM

To: Henry Fisher ihfisher@envciv.com)

Subject: 78535

November 7, 2011
Mr, Henry Fisher:

The Choctaw Mation of Oklzhoma has reviewed ceil tower(s) FCC # 78583 and based on the information provided fo the
best of our knowledge it will have no adverse effect on any historic properites in the proiect's ares of potential effect.
However, should construction expose buried archaealogical or building materials such as chipped stone, tools, pottery,
hone, histeric crockery, giass of metal items, ar should it uncover evidence of buried histeric building materials such as
rock foundations, brick, or hand poured concrete, this office should be contacted immediatzsly @ 1-800-522-6178 ext.
2218,

Singerely;

Caren Johnson
Adwministrative Assistant
Choctaw WNation of Okfahoma
F O Box 1216

Gurant, OK_ 74702-121(}
1-580-924-5280 FExf. 2133
Fax 1-580-820-3181




ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120

Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

September 26, 201 1

Mr. Michael Tarpley, THPO
Jena Band of Choctaw Indians
1052 Chinaha Hina Street
Trout, Louisiana 71371

Subject:
TCHE 78568
MEWIN 36308 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette Countly, Mississippt
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: ISEQIPI12]

Bear Mr. Tarpley:

I am requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi 1, the State of Mississippi, and the Federa! Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA)} regarding potential impacts fo Native American religious or cultural sites by construction
of a wireless communications tower in Latayette County, Mississippi, This project was also submitted through the FCC
TONS on August 2, 2011 (TCINS 153 # 78595)

The site is depicied on the United States Geclogical Survey 7.5-minwvte Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1972. The site is focated in the southeast ¥ of the southwest V2 of Section 2, Township 10 South, Eange 2 West,
Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14° 9.5380” north and longitude §9° 227 45.541” west. The site consists of a
proposed 100-foot by 106-foot lease area, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is located in & wooded area
comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches diameter at breast height {dbh). The proposed access road is
approximately 185 feet fong, and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of
construction of & 400-foot seif-supporting communications tower and associated compound, enciosing the compound in a
fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel. 1 have enclosed
the FCC Form 620 prepared for this site by MRS Censultants, LLC and Envircnmental Engineers, inc. We previously
paid the Jena Band of Choctaw Indians invoice for this site on September 21, 2011 (Invoice #11.08.22.08 paid via check
#82035). 1have enclosed a copy of this invoice and the check stub showing the date that the invoice was paid.

Environomental Engineers, Inc. appreciales the opportunity 1o provide this mformation. Please reference the
Environmentzal Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEQIF1121) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank vou for your
time and assistance and 1 look forward (o your response. Please call us at (2035) 629-3868 or email me at
hfisher(@enveiv.com if vou have any guestions or comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877)
247-3060.

Sincerely,
EI\WI}@NMENT:@J ENGINEERS, INC.

f! -‘ . ,/":} B

wmjd A fT—
emﬁv A. Fisher, P.E.

Principal Engineer

{ﬁn

Sy
o

Enclosure FCC Form 620, Jena Band of Choctaw Indians Inveoice # (Paid with check #)

Phone: {205) 629-3868 « Fax: (377) 847-3060



Page 1 of 1

Fror: (205) 629-3868 Origin ID: GZCA Ship Date: 28SEP11
HENRY FISHER FedEx@ ActiVgl 2.0LB
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, ING Baress | GAD: 4760346/INET3160

11578 U.S. Highway 411

Delivery Address Bar Code

Odenville, AL 33120

IR

J 1204 08060222
SHIP TO: (118) 992.2717 BILL SENDER Ref#  CEL?S,26.27.90,30, B NTOA
Mr. Michael Tarpley Invoice # ’
Jena Band of Choctaw Indians B‘e’p’f‘#
1052 CHINAHA HINA ST
THPO

TROUT, LA 71371

AT abht
Ll
Ii 1 Ii
| il }
1 v

THU - 23 SEP PM
PRIORITY GVERNIGHT

TﬁK#
7975 6921 7352

\ 71371

Il | XX ESFA SHV
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1. Use the 'Print’ button on this page to print your label to your laser or inkjet printer.
2. Fold the printed page along the horizontal iine.

3. Place label in shipping pouch and affix it to your shipment so that the barcode portion of the label can be read and scanned.

Warning: Use only the printed original labe! for shipping. Using a phatocopy of this label for shipping purposes is fraudulent and could
result in additional billing charges, along with the cancellation of your FedEx account number.

Use of this system constitutes your agreement to the service conditions in the current FedEx Service Guide, available on fedex.com.FedEx will not be
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Cheryl Johnson

From: trackingupdates@iedex.com

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2011 2:08 PM

To: cjohnson@envciv.com

Subject: FedEx Shipment 787568217352 Delivered

i

This tracking update has bkeen requested by:

Our records indicate that the fellowing shipment has peen delivered:

Door Tag DT1GZ803033722

Reference: CELZE, 26,27,29,30,JSE21, INTQA
Ship (B/AU) date: Sep 28, 2311

Delivery date: Sep 30, 2011 2:04 PHM

Shipiper Informaticon Reclpient Information

HENRY SHER Mr. Michael Tarpley
DNVIRONMENTAL ENCIRELDRS, INC Choctaw Indians
1 3 1 HINA ST

Y

Al

£ T i

AT Aaf
LS U

253120 5

respond tTo this messege. This email was sent from an unattended
report was generaled al approximately 2:09% PM CBT on 09/30/2011.

To learn more abcout Fedfx Express, please wisit cur website at
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Jena Band of Choctaw Indians

P.O. Box 14 e Jena, Louisiana 71342-0014 » Phone: 318-992-2717 e Fax: 318-992-8§244

Environmentai Enginsers i,

OCT 0 8 201

RECEIWVED

Qctober 3, 2011

Henry A. Fisher- Principal Engineer
Environmental Engineers, inc.
11578 US Highway 411

Odenville, Alabama 35120

Dear Mr. Fisher:

We received your payment of 5330.00 in check from number 8205 for the Site assigned 1o
TCNS #78595 Invoice # 11.08.22.08 for the construction of a communication tower located off
of CR 434 Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi. | have enclosed receipt humbered 11.08.31.04 for
your accounts receivable records.

At this time, we know of no known scared and/or ceremonial sites in the immediate area.
Although, if any cultural rescources, such as, bone, pottery, flakes or stone tools, ete, are found
during the construction please contact us immediately.

Sincerely,

iike Tarpley
THPO
Enclosures

P.0.Box 14 Ph: 318-592-1205
Jena, La 71342 fax: 318-552-8244
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Henry Fisher

From: Earl Barbry, Jr. [earii@tunica.orgl
Sent: Tuesday, May §3, 2005 5:51 PM
To: Henry Fishar

Ce: Niki Jeter

Subject: Re: HELP! - { am stuck in FCC NPA!

Mr. Fisher,

Sorry about the delay. | would like {o be notified of the cell tower requesis, etc. by email. Also, should no comments be
received from my department within the 30 day comment period, proceeding with the project can occur. | stand the same
as the other Tribes regarding immediate work sioppage and contacting this office should inadvertent discovery occur.

Thank you for taking the time to contact me and getting my input into these matters. Let me know if this response is
sufiicient or if you need a fetter on Triba! stationary mailed to you.

Sheuld you need immediate assistance, and t am out of the office, speak to my Administraiive Assistant, Ms. Amber {Nik}
Jeter - dial the number below and hit 0 to speak to her.

Many thanks,
tcarl 4. Barbry, Jr., THRO

Tunica-Biloxi Tribe of Louisiana
31B-253-0213 exi. 6851



Henry Fisher

From: Heanry Fisher <hfisher@anveciv.com>

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 4:16 PM

To: earli@tunica.org

Subjeet: MSWIN 30305 B Tulz Communications Faciiity TCNS 78585

Mir. Earl Barbry
Tunica-Bilox! Indians of Louisiana

Suhject:
TCNG 78585
RSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: J3EGIP1121

Dear Mr. Barbry:

| am reauesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississiopl 5, the State of Mississippl, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency {FEMA) regarding potential impacts to Native American reiigious or cultural sites by consiruction
of 2 wireless communications tower in Lafayvette County, Mississinpi. This project was also submitted through the FCC
TCNS on August 2, 2011 {TONS I 8 78595),

The site is depicted on the uUnitec States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangie “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1272, The site is located in the southeast % of the southwest % of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West,
Lafayetie County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14’ 9.580” north and iongitude 85° 227 45.541" west., The site consists of a
proposed 100-foot by 100-foot fease ares, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. The site siopes moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is located in 2 wooded area
comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches diameter at hreast height {dbh). The proposed access road is
approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from the east off of County Boad 434. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 400-foot self-susporting communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in
a fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. zppreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc, project number (ISEQ1P13121) in correspondence regarding this site. Thank you for your
fime and assistance. Based on the electronic mail that you sent to our office on May 2, 2005 it is my understanding that
we may assurne that the Tunica-Biloxi Indians of Louisiana concurs with the progosed project if we have net received a
comment from your office within 3¢ days of submittal of project information to your office via electronic mail. Please
cali us at (205) 622-3868 or email me at hfisher@envaiv.com if vou have any guestions orf comments. You can also send
a respanse to us via facsimile at (877) §47-3060.

Singerely,

Henry A, Fisher
Environmentai Engineers, inc.
11578 US Highway 411
Odenville, Alabama 35120
Tel {205} 623-3858

Fax {877) 847-3060






ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

August 10, 2011

Mr. Slade Lindsay

Towers of Mississippi 11
State of Mississippi

31560 Blakely Way

Spanish Fort, Alabama 36532

Subject:
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSE01P1121
Dear Mr. Lindsay:

Environmental Engineers, Inc. has completed the requested Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for
the subject parcel. The enclosed report describes our study and presents our findings.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this assessment. If you have any
questions regarding this report or if we may be of further service to you, please contact us at (205) 629-3868.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

g Contl

David R. Carroll

Staff Geologist
Enc. Phase | ESA Report (3 copies)
Cc w enc. Mr. Taylor Robinson, Towers of Mississippi I {electronic copy)

Ms. Nancy Lindsay, Towers of Mississippi I (electronic copy)

Phone: (205) 629-3868 + Fax: (877) 847-3060



ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35120
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Consultants

PHASE [ ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQIP1121

Prepared for:
Towers of Mississippi II
State of Mississippi
Spanish Fort, Alabama

August 10, 2011

Prepared by:
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

Onid? Conl oAy £ AL

David R. Carroll Anne B. Gilbert, P.E.
Staff Geologist Principal Engineer

Phone: (205) 629-3868 + Fax: (877) 847-3060
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Mr. Taylor Robinson of Towers of Mississippi II authorized a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
(ESA) for a lease portion of a larger parcel located off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi.
The Phase I study included the following services:

¢ asite reconnaissance to look for visual evidence of potential contamination;

e evaluation of land uses on surrounding properties which may have affected the project site;
e a general reconnaissance within a one-mile radius of the project site;

e review of specific environmental regulatory listings;

e review of available aerial photographs and historical records;

e review of published literature concerning site area geology, soils, and hydrology; and

e preparation of this report.

The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area and a proposed access road located off
of County Road 434 near Tula Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and
northwest and is located in a wooded area comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches
diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road is approximately [85 feet long, and enters
the site from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of construction of a 400-foot
self-supporting communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound and access road
with gravel.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance
with the scope and limitations of ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05 of the proposed MSWIN 30305
B Tula Communications Facility located off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi, the property.
This assessment has revealed no evidence of on- or off-site recognized environmental conditions in
connection with the property. Based on the results of this assessment, Environmental Engineers, Inc.
does not recommend further assessment of site soils or groundwater at this time.

1t should be noted that this section is only intended to represent a brief summary of our findings, and is
not a detailed account of all the information compiled in preparation of this report. The report should
be reviewed in its entirety prior to drawing any final conclusions as to potential environmental
conditions associated with the site.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE

The purpose of this environmental assessment is to investigate and identify recognized environmental
conditions associated with the site and/or surrounding property. Recognized environmental conditions,
as defined in the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Practice E1527-05,

include the following:

“The presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products on a
property under conditions that indicate an existing release, a past release, or a material
threat of a release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products into structures on
the properfy or into the ground, groundwater, or surface water of the property. The term
includes hazardous substances or petroleum products even under conditions in
compliance with [aws. The term is not intended to include de minimus conditions that
generally do not present a material risk of harm to public health or the environment and
that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the
attention of appropriate governmental agencies.”

1.2 CERTIFICATION

Environmental Engineers, Inc. declares that, to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we
meet the definition of Environmental Professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 CFR 312.
Environmental Engineers, Inc. has the specific qualifications based on education, training, and
experience to assess a property of the nature, history, and setting of the subject property. We have
developed and performed all the appropriate inquiries in conformance with the standards and practices
set forth in 40 CFR Part 312. We have included the qualifications for the Environmental Engineers,
Inc. personnel that participated in this assessment as Appendix A.

1.3 SITE LOCATION

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle
“Paris, Mississippi,” dated 1972. The site is located in the southeast Y of the southwest ¥4 of Section
2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West, Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14" 9.580” north
and longitude 89° 22° 45.541” west (Figure 1).

This site 1s referred to as the proposed MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility and is [ocated
off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi. The current property owners are listed by the
Lafayette County Tax Assessor’s Office as Willis N. Dabbs and Cassandra J. Dabbs, and the tax
number for the parcel containing the site is 221-02-014.00.
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2.0 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENTS

Environmental Engineers, Inc. is unaware of any previous environmental assessments of the site.

3.0 CURRENT SITE CHARACTERISTICS

3.1 SITE DESCRIPTION AND OPERATIONS

The site consists of a proposed 100-foot by 100-foot lease area and a proposed access road located off
of County Road 434 near Tula Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and
northwest and is located in a wooded area comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches
diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road is approximately [85 feet long, and enters
the site from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of construction of a 400-foot
self-supporting communications tower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a fence,
placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound and access road
with gravel.

3.2 SITE RECONNAISSANCE

Environmental Engineers, Inc. conducted a site reconnaissance on August 4, 2011. The purpose of this
visit was to observe the property and adjacent properties for evidence of recognized environmental
conditions, as stated in Section 1.1. Site photographs are included as Figures 2 through 7.

One pole-mounted transformer was noted near the proposed access road, along County Road 434. No
leaking di-electric fluid was noted on the transformer or pole, and no stained soil or stressed vegetation
was noted in the area surrounding the pole.

No evidence of aboveground or underground storage tanks (ASTs/USTs), drums, buckets, stained soil,
stressed vegetation, pits, ponds, lagoons, or noxious odors was noted at the site.

3.3 SITE UTILITIES

No utilities were observed on the site. An overhead power line that runs along County Road 434 was
noted to cross the proposed access road.

3.4 ADDITIONAL SITE INFORMATION
3.4.1 Hydrology

Based on topographic interpretation, surface water runoff from the site is expected to flow generally
west or northwest towards an unnamed tributary of Potlockney Creek. Groundwater beneath the site is

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment

MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility

Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.. JSEOIP1121




inferred to flow toward the west and may be present at perhaps greater than 20 feet below ground
surface (bgs). :

3.4.2 Geology

According to the Mississippi Geological Survey, Geologic Map of Mississippi. dated 1969 and
reprinted 1985, the site is underlain by the Wilcox Formation. The Wilcox Formation consists of
irregularly bedded fine to coarse sand, more or less lignite clay, and lignite, and includes the bauxite
bearing Fearn Springs member at the base.

3.4.3 Soils

Based on the USDA’s Soil Survey of Lafavette County., Mississippi, issued May 1981, site soils are
classified as Maben-Smithdale-Tippah association, hilly. This map unit consists of steep, well-drained
and moderately well-drained soils that occur on rough uplands. The Maben soil formed in stratified
shaly clay and loamy sediments on lower side slopes next to drainageways. The Smithdale soil formed
in loamy material on the steep upper parts of side slops. The Tippah soil formed in a thin mantle of
loess underlain by clay on ridgetops and on the lower part of the steep side slopes.

Typically, the surface layer of the Maben soil is yellowish-brown fine sandy loam about five inches
thick. To a depth of about 20 inches, the subsoil is yellowish-red clay. From 20 to 40 inches,
yellowish-red silty clay with brownish mottles is present. Below this, to a depth of 60 inches is
stratified red, brown, and gray clay loam and partially weathered shale.

Typically, the surface layer of Smithdale soil is brown sandy loam about 12 inches thick. The upper
part of the subsoil, to a depth of about 40 inches, is yellowish-red sandy clay loam. The lower part of
the subsoil, to a depth of 80 inches, is red sandy loam with a few pockets of uncoated sand grains.

Typically, the surface layer of Tippah soil is yellowish-brown silt loam about three inches thick,
underlain by about nine inches of yellowish-red silty clay loam. Below this, it is silty clay mottled in
shades of red, brown and gray.

It should be noted that information listed in Section 3.4 of this report is for the general area of the site,
and is not intended as a substitute for site-specific geotechnical and/or hydrological information.

4.0 CURRENT AREA CHARACTERISTICS

4.1 ADJACENT PROPERTIES

Properties adjacent to the site were observed to determine if there was any visible evidence of off-site
land uses that might adversely affect the site. The site is immediately surrounded by wooded [and.
County Road 434 is located east of the site.
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4.2 PROPERTIES WITHIN 1,000-FOOT RADIUS

Properties within a 1,000-foot radius of the site were observed to determine if there was any visible
evidence of off-site land uses that might adversely affect the site. Properties surrounding the site in all
directions are listed below:

North Wooded land, utility right-of-way, then wooded land.

East Wooded land, County Road 434, single-family residence, then wooded land.

South Wooded land. Two single-family residences are located along County Road 434, southeast of
the site.

West Wooded land, utility right-of-way, then wooded land.
4.3 AREA UTILITIES

According to Mr. Willis Dabbs, current site owner, electrical service in the area of the site is provided
by Northeast Mississippi Power and Electric Association, water is provided by Mount Comfort Water
Association, and telephone service is provided by AT&T.

4.4 AREA GEOLOGY AND HYDROLOGY

According to the Mississippi Geological Survey, Geologic Map of Mississippi, dated 1969 and
reprinted 1985, the area surrounding the site is underlain by the Wilcox Formation. The Wilcox
Formation consists of irregularly bedded fine to coarse sand, more or less lignite clay, and lignite, and
includes the bauxite bearing Fearn Springs member at the base.

Based on topographic interpretation, surface water runoff and groundwater beneath the area
surrounding the site are expected to flow toward Potlockney Creek.

5.0 SITE HISTORY — 1925 TO PRESENT

5.1 PROPERTY OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Property ownership information was reviewed in an effort to determine past ownership of the site.
Property ownership information available at the Lafayette County Courthouse in Oxford, Mississippi is
listed in the table on the following page. [t should be noted that this information does not constitute a
formal chain-of-title.
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Property Ownership Information

Years of Ownership Property Owner
5/10/1994 — Present Willis N. Dabbs and wife Cassandra J. Dabbs

6/30/1993 - 5/10/1994 Charles A. Davis and wife Sheila J. Davis
6/14/1993 — 6/30/1993 Othal Gene Wilson

1/21/1953 — 6/14/1993 Willilam W. Watkins or the William W. Watkins

and Lucille B. Watkins Benefit Trust

3/22/1946 — 1/21/1953 R. C. Henderson

12/22/1945 — 3/22/1946 Alvis Johnson and wife
2/15/1925 —12/22/1945 J. N. Hodge, et al

Unknown — 2/15/1925 V. H. Oswalt, et al

5.2 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS

Aerial photographs dated 1974, 1985, 1996, 2006, and 2010 inciuding the subject site were examined.
All aerial photographs depict the site as being wooded land. Copies of the aerial photographs
examined are included in Appendix B.

5.3 SANBORN FIRE INSURANCE MAPS
The site is located outside the Himits covered by Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps.
5.4 SITE INTERVIEWS

A telephone interview was conducted with Mr. Willis Dabbs, current site owner, regarding ownership
and past use of the site. Mr. Dabbs stated that he had owned the property for approximately 15 years,
and has lived approximately %4 mile north of the site for the last six years. According to Mr. Dabbs the
property containing the site has been wooded land since he has owned the property. Mr. Dabbs said
that to his knowledge there has never been any storage tanks of any kind, structures, or drums or
buckets of chemicals stored at the site.

6.0 AREA HISTORY — 1974 TO PRESENT

6.1 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS

Aerial photographs dated 1974, 1985, 1996, 2006, 2007, and 2010 including properties surrounding the
site were examined. All aerial photographs depict properties surrounding the site as predominantly
wooded land. The single-family residences located east and south east of the site are visible in the
1996 through 2010 aerial photographs. The utility right-of-way north and west of the site, and County
Road 434 east of the site are both depicted in all of the aerial photographs reviewed. The portions of
the aerial photographs examined are included in Appendix B.
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6.2 SANBORN FIRE INSURANCE MAPS

The area surrounding the site is located outside the limits covered by Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps.

7.0 ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATORY INFORMATION

Federal and state environmental regulatory records were reviewed by Environmental Engineers, Inc. to
determine the environmental regulatory status of facilities identified within specific distances of the
subject site. The databases reviewed and search radii for each database are designated by the ASTM
Standard Practice E1527-05. FirstSearch Technology Corporation (FirstSearch) compiled this
information (Appendix C). Descriptions of the acronyms used for each database are presented in the
FirstSearch report,

7.1 SITE ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATORY INFORMATION

The subject site is not listed on any existing federal or state environmental regulatory databases.
7.2 GEOCODED SITES

FirstSearch identified no facilities as being located within the search radii designated by ASTM.
7.3 NON-GEOCODED SITES

Due to inadequate address or other facility identifier information, FirstSearch could not plot some of
the facilities contained within the federal and state databases on a map. However, these facilities are
identified in the list of non-geocoded sites provided by FirstSearch. This summary was reviewed by
Environmental Engineers, Inc. to determine if any of the facilities on or surrounding the site was
included on this list. The review indicated the facilities listed as non-geocoded were located outside
the ASTM search distances of the site or were not topographically upgradient of the site.

7.4 REGULATORY INTERVIEWS

A telephone interview was conducted with Mr. Raleigh Sprouse, Hazardous Material Technician with
the Lafayette County Fire Department (LCFD), regarding hazardous material or other environmental
emergency response in the vicinity of the site. Mr. Sprouse stated that he has been with the LCFD for
eight years and the LCFD Engine 6 facility is approximately one half mile from the site, Mr. Sprouse
said to his knowledge there has been no response to hazardous materials or environmental emergencies
in the vicinity of the site.
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8.0 ASTM/AAIL USER QUESTIONAIRE

According to the ASTM E1527-05/EPA All Appropriate Inquiry (AAI) Standard, in order to gualify
for one of the Landowner Liability Protections (LLPs) offered by the Small Business Liability Relief
and Brownfields Revitalization Act of 2001 (the “Brownfields Amendments™}, the user must provide
the following information (if available) to the environmental professional. Failure to provide this
information could result in a determination that “all appropriate inquiry” is not complete.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. contacted Mr. Taylor Robinson of Towers of Mississippi I to provide
the required information. The ASTM/AAI user questionnaire and Mr. Robinson’s answers are
summarized in the following paragraphs.

(1.) Environmental cleanup liens that are filed or recorded against the site (40 CFR 312.25).
Are you aware of any environmental cleanup liens against the property that are filed or recorded
under federal, tribal, state or local law?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of any such liens.

(2.) Activity and land use limitations that are in place on the site or that have been filed or
recorded in a registry (40 CFR 312.26).
Are you aware of any AULS, such as engineering controls, land use restrictions or institutional
controls that are in place at the site and/or have been filed or recorded in a registry under federal,
tribal, state or local law?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of any land use limitations at the site.

(3.) Specialized knowledge or experience of the person seeking to qualify for the LLP (40 CFR
312.28).
As the wuser of this £ES4 do you have any specialized knowledge or experience related to the
property or nearby properties? For example, are you involved in the same line of business as the
current or former occupants of the property or an adjoining properity so that you would have
specialized knowledge of the chemicals and processes used by this type of business?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he did not have specialized knowledge or experience related to the
property or nearby properties.

(4.) Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market value of the property if it were not
contaminated (40 CFR 312.29).
Does the purchase price being paid for this properiy reasonably reflect the fair market value of the
property? 1f you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered whether the lower
purchase price is because contamination is known or believed to be present at the properiy?
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Mr. Robinson indicated that there was only a leasehold interest in the property, which is at fair
market value for the purposes they intend.

(5.) Commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property (40 CFR
312.390).
Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property
that would help the environmental professional to identify conditions indicative of releases or
threatened releases? For example, as user,

(a). Do you know the past users of the properny?
Mr. Robinson stated that he was unaware of the past user of the property.
(b). Do you know of specific chemicals that are present or once were present at the propersy?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of specific chemicals formerly or currently
present on the property.

(c). Do you know of spills or other chemical releases that have taken place at the properny?

Mr. Robinson indicated he was not aware of spills or other chemical releases on the
property.

(d). Do you know of any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the property?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was unaware if any environmental cleanup had occurred at
the site in the past.

(6.) The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the
property, and the ability to detect the contamination by appropriate investigation (40 CFR
312.31).

As the user of this ESA, based on your knowledge and experience related to the property are
there any ebvious indicators that point to the presence or likely presence of contamination at the

property?

Mr. Robinson indicated that he was not aware of any obvious indicators that point to the presence
or likely presence of contamination at the property.
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9.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Environmental Engineers, Inc. performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance
with the scope and limitations of ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05 of the proposed MSWIN 30305
B Tula Communications Tower located off of County Road 434 near Tula, Mississippi, the property.
This assessment has revealed no evidence of on- or off-site recognized environmental conditions in
connection with the property. Based on the results of this assessment, Environmental Engineers, Inc.
does not recommend further assessment of site soils or groundwater at this time.

10.0 REFERENCES / INFORMATION SOURCES

Research and evaluation of the environmental conditions at the site and surrounding properties
included utilization of the following sources:

. Geologic information published by the United States Geological Survey and the Geological Survey
of Mississippi.

2. USGS 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,” dated 1972.

3. Soils information and an aerial photograph from the USDA’s Soil Survey of Lafayette County,
Mississippi, issued May 1981.

4. Acrial photographs available at the USDA’s Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
office in Oxford, Mississippi, Google Earth, and Mapcard.com Internet website.

5. Telephone interview with Mr. Willis Dabbs, current site owner, regarding past history and use of
the site and local utility providers.

6. Review of environmental regulatory report for the site prepared by FirstSearch Technology
Corporation, having Project Number JSEO1P1121 and dated August 3, 2011.

7. Telephone interview with Mr. Raleigh Sprouse, Hazardous Material Technician with the Lafayette
County Fire Department, regarding hazardous materials responses or other environmental
emergency responses in the vicinity of the site.

8. Review of AAI Questionnaire results provided by Mr. Taylor Robinson of Towers of Mississippi
1.

Phase I Environmenial Site Assessment

MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility

Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi

Environmental Engineers, Inc. Profect No.: JSEOIPI112]

(B



10

11.0 SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS

This Phase 1 ESA has been conducted in accordance with the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase [ Site Assessment Process, designation E1527-05.

Historical and environmental information pertaining to the subject site has been included in this report
to the extent that such information is “publicly available” and “practically reviewable,” as defined in
the above-referenced standard practice manual, within reasonable time and monetary constraints.

Conclusions stated herein are based upon publicly available information and other documented
sources. Environmental Engineers, Inc. assumes no responsibility for inaccurate information that is
not otherwise obvious in light of information of which Environmental Engineers, Inc. has actual
knowledge.

Services not within the scope of this study include, but are not limited to, the following:

e an investigation of mining structures under the project site;

* an investigation of potential asbestos-containing materials at the site;

» an investigation for potential jurisdictional wetlands on the site;

» an investigation for potential mold in any onsite structures;

» an investigation of the likelihood of sinkhole activity around the site; and

s an investigation for the presence of unacceptable levels of radon-producing elements in surface
soils on the project site.

This report may be relied upon by Towers of Mississippi 11, the State of Mississippi, and their [enders,
subject to the terms and conditions included as Appendix D. No other person may rely on this report
without written authorization from Environmental Engineers, Inc.

This assessment is intended to reduce, not eliminate, the level of environmental uncertainty associated
with the site. Environmental Engineers, Inc. is not responsible for the conclusions made by others
based on this assessment.
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View from the center of the proposed tower looking toward the west.
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View of County Road 434 from the proposed access road. View is toward the north.
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View across County Road 434 from the proposed access road. View is toward the east.

View of'-C-)ounty Road 434 from the proposed acs road. View is toward the south.
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View of the pole-mounted transformer, near the proposed access road.
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David R. Carroll
Staff Geologist

EXPERTEISE:
Experience conducting NPDES inspections, permitting, and sampling, soil/grovudwater sampling
and site remediation activities

Experience conducting Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessments, completing National
Environmental Policy Act Assessments. and conducting UST removal and closure

PROJECT EXPERIENCE:

e Performed UST removal and Closure on sites throughout Alabama.
e Performed NPDES compliance inspections, permitting, and sampling for construction sites in
Lauderdale, Colbert, Limestone, Franklin, Lawrence, Marion, Winston, Morgan, St. Clair and

Jefferson counties in Alabama.

e Conducted Phase | Environmental Siie Assessmenis for real esiaie transactions
throughout Alabama, Mississippi, Georgia, and Louisiana.

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY:

Staff Geologist, TTL, Inc., Florence, Alabama
04/1999 — 12/2002

Staff Geologist, Environmental Engineers, Inc. Odenville, Alabama
09/2010 - Present

EDUCATION:
Bachelor of Science in Professional Geology, 1998 from University of North Alabama.

CERTIFICATIONS:

Qualified Credentialed Stormwater Inspector
40-Hour OSHA Training



Anne B. Gilbert, P.E.
President/Principal Engineer

EXPERTISE:

Responsible for Phase 1 and Phase 1I Environmental Site Assessments, UST Closure
Assessments, UST site investigations, preparation of a Confirmatory Sampling Workpian
for a RCRA facility, Confirmatory Sampling at a RCRA facility, groundwater and soil
sampling, development of Best Management Practices Plans for industrial facilities and
construction sites, NPDES compliance inspections and sampling for both induostrial and
construction sites, and management and supervision of over 40 local stormwater facilities
as well as 700 locations for Jefferson County. Responsible for preparation of Asbestos
Abatement Plans for schools and commercial and industrial facilities. Responsible for
Asbestos Surveys at schools and commercial, industrial, and residential sites.

Geotechnical Investigations including laboratory testing and engineering analysis.

Preparation of Toxic Release Chemical Inventory Reporting Form R’s, preparation of
EPCRA Tier 1T reporting forms, compliance with local, state, and federal regulations and
reporting requirements for solid waste, hazardous waste, air, groundwater, and

stormwater.

PROJECT EXPERIENCE:

e Project Manager for geotechnical investigations involving shallow and deep
foundations, sinkholes, and rock anchors throeghout the Southeastern United States.

e  Site Geotechnical engineer and Project Manager for repair of a collapsed 10 diameter
sewer liite in Ensley, Alabama.

e Project Manager for Phase | and II ESAs: conducted and managed environmental site
assessments for real estate transactions throughout the Southeastern United States.

e Project Manager for UST Closure Assessments: conducted and managed UST
closure assessments throughout the State of Alabama.

e Project Manager for NPDES Permitting: supervised compliance for industrial
facilities and construction sites throughout Jefferson and Shelby Counties in the State
of Alabama.

e Project Manager and supervisor for NPDES Permitting: supervised compliance for
over 40 industrial facilities and construction sites throughout Jetferson and Shelby
Counties in the State of Alabama. Also, supervisor for inspection of 700 outfalls in
Jefferson County for Jefferson County during 1995.

¢ Project Manager for preliminary investigation on possible contaminated facility that
was Alabama Underground Storage Tank (AUST) trust fund eligible,

¢ Project Manager for an Fmergency Response incident at a facility in Bessemer,
Alabama.

e Responsible for compilation and implementation of a Confirmatory Sampling
Workplan at a RCRA facility located in Jefferson County, Alabama,

#  Responsible for preparation of an Asbestos Abatement Plan to be implemented at an
off-shore oil drilling platform.



EMPLOYMENT HISTORY:

Project Engineer, Gallet & Associates, Inc. Birmingham, Alabama
1991- 1/98; Engineering Aide, 1990-1991

Environmental Engineer, 1.8, Pipe and Foundry Company — North Birmingham Plant,
2/98 - 11/99

Engineer, Environmental Engineers, Inc., Odenville, Alabama
1/1999 - Present

EDUCATION
Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering, University of Alabama, Tuscaloosa, 1991

CERTIFICATIONS:

Professional Engineer certification - Alabama, 1997
Professional Engineer certification - Georgia, 2000
Professional Engineer certification - Tennessee, 2003
Professional Engineer certification - South Carolina, 2003
Professional Engineer certification - North Carolina, 2005
Protessional Engineer certification - Mississippi, 2005
Professional Engineer certification - Texas, 2005

40-Hour OSHA trained, 1995

AHERA Inspector/Management Planner certification, 1998
AHERA Asbestos Abatemertt Project Designer, 1999
Lead-Based Paint Inspector/Risk Assessor certification, 2007
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COUNTY ROAD 434

OXFORD MS 38655

Job Number: JSEQ1P1121

Target Property: MSWIN 30305 B TULA FACILITY

PREPARED FOR:

Environmental Engineers
11578 US Hwy 411
Odenville AI. 35120

08-03-11
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Tel: (407) 265-8900

Fax: (407) 265-8904

Environmental FirsiSearch is a registered trademark of FirstSearch Technology Corporation. All nghts reserved.




Environmental FirstSearch
Search Summary Report

Target Site:  COUNTY ROAD 434
OXFORD MS 38655

FirstSearch Summary

Database Sef Updated  Radius Site 1/8 1/4 1/2 1/2> Zip TOTALS
NPL Y 06-10-11 1.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NPL Delisted Y 06-10-11 0.50 0 ] 0 0 - 0 0
CERCLIS Y 05-31-11 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
NFRAP Y 05-31-11 0.50 0 ] 0 0 - 0 0
RCRA COR ACT Y 07-11-11 1.00 0 ] ] 0 0 0 0
RCRA TSD Y 07-11-11 0.50 ] ] 0 0 - 0 0
RCRA GEN Y 07-11-11 .25 0 0 0 - - 8 8
RCRANLR Y 07-11-11 0.25 0 0 0 - - 1 1
Federal Brownfield Y 07-05-11 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
ERNS Y 07-18-11 0.15 0 0 0 - - G 6
Tribal Lands Y 1-01-96 1.00 0 0 0 0 0 1 H
State/Tribal Sites Y 07-01-%1 1.00 0 ¢ 0 0 0 2 2
State Spills 50 Y NA 0.25 0 0 0 - - 0 ]
State/Tribal SWL Y 07-27-07 0.50 0 ] 0 0 - 4 4
State/Tribal LUST Y 06-01-11 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 2 2
State/Tribal UST/AST Y  06-01-11 0.25 0 1, 0 - - 45 41
State/Tribal EC Y 07-01-11 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 0 0
State/Tribal 1C Y  07-01-11 0.25 ] 0 0 - - i 1
State/Tribal VCP Y 07-01-11 0.50 0 0 0 0 - i 1
State/Tribal Brownfields Y 07-01-11 0.50 0 0 0 0 - 3 3
State Other Y 01-01-07 0.25 0 0 0 - - 3 3
FI Map Coverage Y  07-14-08 0.12 0 0 - - - 1 0
Federal IC/EC Y 05-16-11 0.50 0 0 0 0 - ] 0
- TOTALS - 0 0 0 ] 0 73 73

Motice of Disclaimer

Due to the limitaticns, constraints, inaccuracies and incompleteness of governmeni information and eomputer mapping daia currently available 1o FirstSearch
Teehnology Corp., certain conventions have been ulilized in preparing the locations of all federal, state and local agency sites residing in FirstSearch Technology
Corp 's databases. All EPA NPL and state landfill sites are depicted by a reetangle approximating their tocation and size. The boundaries of the rectangies represent
the eagiern and western most Jongitudes; the norihern and southern most latiiudes. As such. the mapped areas may exceed the actual arcas and do not represent the
actual houndaries of these properties. Ail other sites are depicted by a point representing their approximate address Jocation and make no attempt to represent the
actual areas of the associated property. Actuai boundaries and locations of individual properties can be found in the files residing al the agency responsible for such
information,

Whaiver of Liability

Although firstSearch Teehnology Corp. uses its best efforts to research the aetual locatton of cach site, FirstSeareh Teehnology Corp. does not and 2an not warrant
the accuracy of these sites with regard ro exact jocafion and size. All authorized users of FirsiSearch Technology Corp.'s services procecding are signifving an
understanding of FirstSearch Teehnology Corp.'s searching and mapping conventions. and agree to waive any and all liability claims assoeiated with search and
map results showing incemplete and or inaceurate site locations.




Environmental FirsitSearch
Site Information Report

Request Date: 08-03-11 Search Type: COORD
Requestor Name: David R Carroll Job Number: JSEGTPI121
Standard: AAl

Target Site: COUNTY ROAD 434
OXFORD MS 38655

Demographics

Sites: 73 Non-Geocoded: 73 Population: NA
Radon: -0.1-2.2PCUL

Site Location

Decrees (Decimal) Degrees {(Min/Sec) UTMs
Longitude: -89.379316 -89:22:46 Easting: 280856.55
Latitude: 34.235994 34:14:10 Northing: 3790688.644
Flevation: 415 Zone: 16
Comment

I Comment:MSWIN 30305 B TULA FACILITY

Additional Requests/Services

Adjacent ZIP Codes: 0 Mile(s) Services:
ALy
Code  City Name ST DBist/Dir  Set Reguested? Date
Fire Insurance Maps No
Aerial Photographs No
Historical Topos No
City Directories No
Title Search/Env Liens Ne
Municipal Reports No
Online Topos No




Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report

COUNTY ROAD 434
OXTFORD MS 38655

JOB: ISEOIP1I21

Target Property:
& MEWIN 30305 B TULA FACILITY

TOTAL: 73 GECCODED: 0 NON GEOCUDED: 73 SELECTED: 0O

Map ID DB Type Site Name/ID/Status __Address - Dist/Dir  ElevDiff Page No.

UST B and 8 CONCRETE COGMPANY HIGHWAY 6 EAST NON GC N/A N/A
2963/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

RCRAGN CARBINET SPECIALITIES 33 COUNTY ROAD 166 NON GC NiA N/A
MSROU0103838/VGN OXFORD MS 380653

SWL OXFORD SANITARY LANDFILL UNKNOWN NON GC N/A 1A
LND-C.55/CLOSED OXFORD M5 38653

OTHER NATIONAL CLANDESTINE LABORATOR 1425 N LAMAR AVE NON GC N/A NiA
NCLRMS-234 OXFORIY MS 38655

OTHER NATIONAL CLANDESTINE LABORATOR 994 HIGHWAY 334 NON GC N/A N/A
NCLRMS-112 OXNFCRD MS 38655

OTHER NATIONAL CLANDESTINE LABORATOR 594 HIGHWAY 334 NON GC N/A N/A
NCLRMS-0609-1534/NOT REPORTED OXFORD MS 38655

UsT A and B GROCERY OLD HIGHWAY ¢ FAST NONGC A N/A
8574/ FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

SWL LAFAYETTE CO/OXFORD TRANS. ST LINKNOWN NON GC N/A N/A
TRA-A-15ACTIVE OXFORD MS 38653

UST AVENT S DAIRY INC NGRTH LAMAR HIGHWAY 7 NORTH NON GC N/A N/A
2807FACILITY INACTIVE OXNFORD MS 38655 -

SWL CITY OF OXFORD CLASS | RUBBISH UNKNOWN NON GC N/A N/A
RUB-A1-2W/ACTIVE OXFORD MS 38633

UST B-QUIK 77 HIGHWAY 6 EAST NON GC N/A N/A
BES2/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38635

UsT BILLY T 8 BAIT SHOP HURRICANE RD NON GO N/A N/A
§56VFACILITY INACTIVE GXFORI MS 38635

UsT BOB S TEXACO HIGHWAY 6 WEST NON GO N/A N/A
2063 FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38635

UST BP 334 HIGHWAY 334 NCN GC N/A N/A
1272V/FACILITY ACTIVE OXFORD MS 386355

UsT BST OXFORD CGLD TAYLCGR RD NGN GC N/A N/A
9IG8/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38635

LiST CUMMINS INSURANCE COMPANY HIGHWAY 30 EAST NON GC N/A N/A
FIS93/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFGRD MS 38653

UST DISTRICT It CFFICE COLLEGE HILL RD NON GC N/A N/A
2680/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS§ 386355

LST ABBLEVILLE STATION PUMP STATION RD NONGC N/A NIA
268 V/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

ERNS 233 FOREST GREEN DRIVE 233 FOREST GREEN DR NONGC  N/A N/A
NRC-908037/MOBILLE OXTORD MS 38653

RCRAGN CENTERPOINT ENERGY OXFORD 399 HIGHWAY 6 W NONGC N/A N/A

MSROC0104026/VGN

OXTFORD MS 38655



Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report

Target Property: COUNTY ROAD 434 JOR: ISEQIPII121
OXFORD MS 38653 MSWIN 30303 B TULA FACILITY
TOTAL: 73 GEOCODED: 0 NON GEQCODED: 73 SELECTED:
Map ID DB Type Site Name/ID/Status Address . Dbist/Dir _Elevisif Page No.

RCRAGN GRISANTI REBEL MOTORS LP HIGHWAY ¢ WEST NONGC WA Nia
MS1IG334 15050/ VGN OXFORD MS 38655

RCRAGN MARKS ! HOUR CLEANERS HIGHWAY 6 WEST NON GC N/A N/A
MSDORI 919079/ VGN OXFORD MS 38655

RCRAGN MICHAEL § SUPER LUBE COUNTY ROAD 419 NON GC N/A Ni&
MSROGOGO39IXSGN OXFORD MS 38635

RCRAGN NORTH MISSISSIPPI CONVEYOR CO. HIGHWAY 7 RD NON GC N/A NiA
MSROGO003707/VGN OXFORD MS 33655

RCRAGN SHERWIN WILLIAMS COMPANY MISS. HIGHWAY 6 WEST NON GC 1A N/A
MSDO00827246/VGN OXFORD MS 385655

SWL LAFAYETTE CO/OXFORD TRANSFER UNKNOWN NON GC N/A N/A
TIR-COL-78 OXFORD M8 38635

RCRANLR  BELK FORD-MERCURY TOYOTA. INC, 447 BTATE HIGHWAY 6 NONGC  N/A N/A
MSDY81919137/NLR OXFORD MS 38655

UsT FREEMAN TRUCK LINE HIGHWAY 7 NORTH NONGC  N/A NiA
3978/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD M$ 38655

ERNS MILLER TRANSPORT INC HIGHWAY 310 NONGC  N/A NiA
43186 T/HIGHWAY RELATED OXFORD MS 38633

ERNS p-C ANCHOR BEACH LANDING STRIP  NON GC N/A NiA
22486 1/FIXED FACILITY OXFORD MS 38655

ERNS RYDER INTEGRATED LOGISTIC HIGHWAY 6 AND OLD COLLOSEUM NON GC N/A N/A
ST1342/HIGHWAY RELATED OXFORD MS 386535

ERNS SEE LAT and LONC UNKNOWN NON GC N/A N/A
NRC-839296/PIPELINE OXFORD M5

ERNS CORTENY RD NON GC N/A NIA
206372/FIXED FACILITY OXFGRD MS 38653

STATE CHAMBERS (SEE WHIRLPOOL CORP) UNKNOWN NONGC  NA N/A
MSST-1205-156 OXFORD MS 38655

STATE RAINBOW CLEANERS UNKNOWN NON GC N/A NiA
MEST-0411-032/ACTIVE OXFORD MS 38555

RCRAGN WAL-MART STORE 69% W IACKSON AVE NON GC NIA N/A
MSRO0DIO043T/VGN OXTFORD MS 38655

UST W B WHITE HIGHWAY 334 NON GC NA N/A
2802/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD M35 38653

UST PHILLIPS 66 011684 N LAMAR BLVD NONGC  N/A N/A
2633/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38653

usT REBEL INC HIGHWAY 6 WEST NON GC N/A N/A
A512/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38855

UST ROSS N BOATRIGHT SR RT4 BOX 203 NON GC N/A N/A

3249 FACILITY INACTIVE

OXFORD MS 38653



Environmental FirstSearch
Sites Summary Report

Target Property: COUNTY ROAD 434
OXFORD MS 38655
TOTAL: 73 GEOQCODED: 0

Map D DB Tvpe

Site Mame/1D/Status

JOB:

NON GEQCODED: 73

Address

ISE01P1121
MSWIN 30305 B TULA FACILITY

Elevbiff Page No.

UST

UST

UsT

UST

UST

UsT

LUsT

LUST

BROWNFIELD

BROWNFIELD

BROWNFIELD

TRIBALLAND

VCP

UST

UST

INSTCONTRO

UST

UST

UST

SOUTH CENTRAL BELL OXFRMSPL
HOTIFACILITY INACTIVE

STARNES GROCERY
FIA3FACILITY INACTIVE

STOP-A-MINUTE
§378/FACILITY INACTIVL

DWAIN ACKER
12180/FACILITY INACTIVE

THRIFTY SELF SERVE
8364/FACILITY INACTIVE

OXTORD CHEVR(ON WEST
{2777FACILITY ACTIVE

BSTOXFORD
G298/CLOSED

LAFAYETTE COUNTY DISTRICT 3
3994/CILOSED

CHAMBERS (SEE WHIRLPCOI. CORP)
MSST-1205-156

OXFORD CITY OF WATER SUPPLY
ST-666

WATER WELL OXFORD
51-954

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS CONTA
BIA-38635

RAINBOW CLEANERS
MEST-0411-032/ACTIVE

SUE § DELL and GROCERY
3356/FACILITY INACTIVE

LAFAYETTE COUNTY DISTRICT 3
3994/FACILITY INACTIVE

WHIRLPOOL CORP/CHAMBERS CORP.
ST-9RZANSTITUTIONAL CONTRO

FIAINES GARAGL
9639/FACILITY INACTIVE

HURRICANE LANDING
B362TACILITY INACTIVE

JEFF 8§ GROCERY
2ROVFACILITY INACTIVE

IIM CREGAR INC
2B0G/FACTLITY INACTIVE

HIGHWAY 6 WEST
OXFORD MS 38633

HURRICANERD
OXFORD M8 38655

JACKSON AVE
OXFORD MS 38655

PO BOX 1032
OXFORD MS 38635

HIGHWAY 7 NORTH
OXFORD M5 38033

431 HIGHWAY &
OXFORI} M8 38653

OULD TAYLOR RD
OXFORD MS 38655

HIGEWAY 7 NORTH
OXFORD MS 38655

UNKNOWN
OXTORD MS5 38655

UNKNOWN
OXFORD MS 38635

UNKNOWN
OXFORID MS 38635

UNKNOWN
MS 38633

UNKNOWN
OXFORD MS 38655

HIGHWAY 7
OXTFORD MS 38655

HIGHWAY 7 NORTH
OXFORD MS 38635

UNKNOWN
OXFORD MS 38633

OLD HIGHWAY 7 NORTH
OXFORD MS 38653

HIGHWAY HWY
OXFORD M5 33635

HIGHWAY 30 17 MI NE OXFORD
OXFORD MS 38633

HIGHWAY 6 WEST
OXFORD MS 38653

SELECTED:
Dist/Dir
NONGC N/A
NON GC N/A
NON GC N/A
NON GO NiA
NON GC /A
NON GC N/A
NON GC NIA
NON GC N/A
NON GC N/A
NON GC N/A
NONGC N/A
NON GC N/A
NON GC NiA
NONGC N/A
NON GC N/A
NON GC N/A
WNON GC N/A
NOKN GC N/A
NON GC N/A
NON GGC N/A

N/A

N/A

N “[A

NIA

N/A

N/A

N tﬂ'ﬁ

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NIA

N/A

N/A

N/A

NiA

NiA

N/A

NIA



Target Property:

Environmental FirsiSearch
Sites Summary Report

COUNTY ROAD 434
OXFORD MS 38655

JOB:
MSWIN 30305 B TULA FACILITY

ISEDIP)12]

TOTAL: 73 GEQGCODEDx: 0 MNON GEQOCOBED: 73 SELECTED: 0
Map ID DB Type Site Name/ID/Status Address Dist/Dir ElevDiff Page No.

UST JIM S GROCERY RT & NON GC N/A N/A
8ST5/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 386355

UST JOE BENNETT CONSTRUCTION COMPA RT 7 ROX 927 NON GC N/A NiA
ASBUTACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

UsT PARKER GROCERY HIGHWAY 6 RT 4 BOX NON GC N/A N/A
4449/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

UST KITCHEN AID INC OLD TAYLOR RD NONGC N/A N/A
837TI/EACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

UST OXFORD MAINTENANCE HQ MSHD OLD TAYLOR RD NON GC N/A N/&
2864/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

UsT LAFAYETTE COUNTY MAINTENANCLE S 142 HIGHWAY 7 NON GC N/A N/A
10934/FACILITY ACTIVE OXFORD MS 386355

Ust LAFAYETTE COUNTY SCHOOL BUS SH HIGHWAY 334 NON GC N/A N/A
IF93/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38633

st LAMAR BURCHFIELD NHWY 6 ON COUNTY NON GC N/A N/A
2728/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38653

UsT MARCHBANKS 1415 WEST JACKSON NON GC N/A N/A
12735/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38655

UsT MISSISSIPPl MATERIALS SHOP OLD HIGHWAY 7 NORTH NONGC N/A NiA
2060/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38653

USsT MURIHY MARINE CCOLLEGE HILLRD NON GC NIA N/A
1066/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38635

UST ENDEVCO INC HIGHWAY 6 WES' NON GC N/A N/A
2087/FACILITY INACTIVE OXFORD MS 38633

UST KING FARM RT 1 BOX 263 NON GC N/A N/A

ZT2SFACILITY INACTIVE

OXFORD MS 38635



Environmental FirstSearch Descriptions

NPL: EP4 NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST - The National Priorities List is a list of the worst hazardous waste
sites that have been identified by Superfund. Sites are only put on the list after they have been scored using the
Hazard Ranking System (HRS), and have been subjected fo public comment. Any site on the NPL is eligible for
cleanup using Superfund Trust money.

A Superfund site is any land in the United States that has been contaminated by hazardous waste and identified
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as a candidate for cleanup because it poses a risk to humnan
health and/or the environment.

FINAL - Currently on the Final NPL

PROPOSED - Proposed for NPL

NPL DELISTED: FEP4  NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST Subset - Database of delisted NPL sites. The
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Poliution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the EPA
uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300,425 (e), sites may be deleted from the NPL
where no further response is appropriate.

DELISTED - Deleted from the Final NPL

CERCLIS: £PA COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM (CERCLIS)- CERCLIS is a database of potential and confirmed
hazardous waste sites at which the EPA Superfund program has soine involvement. It contains sites that are
either proposed to be or are on the National Priorities List (NPL) as well as sites that are in the screening and
assessment phase for pessible inclusion on the NPL.

PART OF NPL- Site is part of NPL site

DELETED - Deleted from the Final NPL

FINAL - Currently on the Final NPL

NOT PROPOSED - Not on the NPL

NOT VALID - Not Valid Site or Incident

PROPOSED - Proposed for NPL

REMOVED - Removed from Proposed NPL

SCAN PLAN - Pre-proposal Site

WITHDRAWN - Withdrawn

NERAP: EPA COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM ARCHIVED SITES - database of Archive designated CERCLA sites
that, to the best of EPA's knowledge, assessment has been completed and has determined no further steps will be
taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL.). This decision does not necessarily mean that there is
no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that, based upon available information, the location is not
judged to be a potential NPL site.

NFRAP — No Further Remediai Action Plan

P - Site is part of NPL site

D - Deleted from the Final NPL

F - Currently on the Final NPL

N - Not on the NPL

O - Not Valid Site or Incident

P - Proposed for NPL

R - Removed from Proposed NPL

S - Pre-proposal Site

W - Withdrawn

RCRA COR ACT: FEP4 RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
SITES - Database of hazardous waste information contained in the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Information (RCRAlnfo), a national program management and inventory system about hazardous waste
handiers. In general, all generators, transporters, treaters, storers, and disposers of hazardous waste are required
to provide information about their activities to state environmental agencies. These agencies, in turn pass on the
information to regional and national FPA offices. This regulation is governed by the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended by the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendmenis of 1984,

RCRAIlnfo facilities that have reported violations and subject to corrective actions.



RCRA TSD: EPA  RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM
TREATMENT, STORAGE, and DISPOSAL FACILITIES. - Database of hazardous waste information
contained in the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information (RCRAlInfo), a national program
management and inventory system about hazardous waste handlers. In general, all generators, transporters,
treaters, storers, and disposers of hazardous waste are required 1o provide information about their activities to
state environmental agencies. These agencies, in turn pass on the information to regional and national EPA
offices, This regulation is governed by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended by
the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984.

Facilities that treat, store, dispose, or incineratc hazardous waste.

RCRA GEN: EPAMA DEPCT DEP RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY
INFORMATION SYSTEM GENERATORS - Database of hazardous waste information contained in the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information (RCRAInfo}, a national program management and
inventory system about hazardous waste handlers. In general, all generators, transporters, treaters, storers. and
disposers of hazardous waste are required to provide information about their activities to state environmental
agencies. These agencies, in turn pass on the information to regional and national EPA offices. This regulation is
governed by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA}, as amended by the Hazardous and Solid
Waste Amendments of ) 984,

Facilities that generate or transport hazardous waste or mect other RCRA requirements.

I.GN - Large Quantity Generators

SGN - Small Quantity Generators

VGN — Conditionally Exempt Generator,

Included are RAATS (RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System) and CMEL (Compliance Monitoriug &
Enforcement List) facilities,

CONNECTICUT HAZARDQUS WASTE MANIFEST — Database of all shipments of hazardous waste within,
into or from Connecticut, The data includes date of shipment, transporter and TSD info, and material shipped
and quantity. This data is appended to the details of existing generator records.

MASSACHUSETTES HAZARDOUS WASTE GENERATOR -- database of generators that are regulated
under the MA DEP.

VON-MA = generates less than 220 pounds or 27 gallons per month of hazardous waste or waste oil.

SOQN-MA = generates 220 to 2,200 pounds or 27 10 270 gallons per month of waste oil.

LQG-MA = generates greater than 2,200 Ibs of hazardous waste or waste oil per month.

RCRA NLR: EP4 RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM SITES
- Database of hazardons waste information contained in the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Information {RCRAInfo), a national program management and inventory systemn about hazardous waste
handlers. In general. all generators, transporters, freaters, storers, and disposers of hazardous waste are required
to provide information about their activities to state environmental agencies. These agencics, in turn pass on the
information to regional and national EPA offices. This regulation is governed by the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended by the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984.

Facilities not currently classified by the EPA but are still included in the RCRAlInfo database. Reasons for non
classification:

Failure to report in a timely matter.

No longer in business.

No longer in business at the listed address.

No longer generating hazardous waste materials in quantities which require reporting.

ERNS: EPA/NRC EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SYSTEM (ERNS) - Database of incidents
reporled 1o the National Response Center. These incidents include chemical spills, accidents involving
chemicals (such as fires or explosions), oil spills, transportation accidents that involve oil or chemicals, releases
of radioactive materials, sightings of o0il sheens on bodies of water, terrorist incidents involving chemicals,
incidents where illegalty dumped chemicals have been found, and drilis intended to prepare responders to handle
these kinds of incidents. Data since January 2001 has been received from the National Response Systern
database as the EPA no longer maintains this data.

Tribal Lands: DOIBIA INDIAN LANDS OF THE UNITED STATES - Database of areas with boundaries
established by treaty, statute, and {or) executive or court order, recognized by the Federal Government as
territory in which American Indian tribes have primary governmental authority. The Indian Lands of the United
States map tayer shows areas of 640 acres or more, administered by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Included are



Federally-administered lands within a reservation which may or may not be considered part of the reservation.
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFIARS CONTACT - Regional contact information for the Bureau of Indian Affairs
offices.

Tribal Lands: MS BCI CHOCTAW INDIAN TRIBAL LANDS - database of Mississippi Choctaw Indian
tribal land boundaries. The database includes information on boundary name and acreage.

State/Tribal Sites: MDEg CERCLA/UNCONTROLLED SITES FILE LIST - database of information on
both CERCLA sites as well as facilities defined as a site, facility, plant, or location where hazardous or toxic
wastes have been released to the environment and, due to existing regulations, there is no Federal progran
which can handle the problem.

State/Tribal SWE: MDEQ SOLID WASTE LANDFILLS LIST - database of active and closed rubbish
sites; active, inactive and closed municipal solid waste landfills; waste tire facilities and transfer stations.

State/Tribal LUST: MDEQ MISSISSIPPI UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK RELEASE TANK SITES
- database of all sites with either a suspected release or confirmed releases.

State/Tribal UST/AST: MDEQ/FEP4 MISSISSIPPI UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK REGISTERED
TANK SITES - database of underground storage tank facilities, tanks, and owners.

TRIBAL LAND UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS - database of underground storage tanks that are
reported to be on Native American lands.

State/Tribal EC: MDEQG BROWNFIELD INVENTORY Subset - dalabase of CERCLA/uncontrolied sites
file list that have engineering controls,

State/Tribal §C: MDEQ BROWNFIELD INVENTORY Subset - database of CERCLA/Amcontrolled siles
file list that have institutional comntrols.

State/Tribal YCP: MDEQ CERCLA/UNCONTROLLED SITES FILE LIST (SUBSET, VOLUNTARY
EVALUATION PROGRAM}- Uncontrolled Site Voluntary Evaluation Program, which allows accepted parties
the opportunity to participate tn a program that will expedite the evaluation of site information. An uncontrolled
site is a site, facility, plant, or [ocation where hazardous or toxic wastes havebeen released into the environment
and there is no federal envirorunental program which canhandle the problem.

State/Tribal Brownfields: MDEQG BROWNFIELD INVENTORY - database of CERCLA/uncontrolled sites
file list.

RADON; NTES NATIONAL RADON DATABASE - EPA radon data from (990-199] national radon
project collected for & variety of zip codes across the United States.

State Gther: US DOJ NATIONAL CLANDESTINE LABORATORY REGISTER - Database of addresses
of some locations where law enforcement agencics reported they found chemicals or other items that indicated
the presence of either clandestine drug luboratories or dumpsites. In most cases, the source of the entries is not
the U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department™), and the Department has not verified the entry and does not
guarantee its accuracy. All sites that are inciuded in this data set will have an id that starts with NCLR.

Fl Map Ceverage: FPROPRIETARY FIRE INSURANCE MAP AVAILABILITY - Database of historical
fire insurance map availability.



Environmental FirstSearch Database Sources

NPL: EPA Environmental Protection Agency

Updated quarterly

NPL DELISTED: EPA Environmental Protection Agency

Updated guarterly

CERCLIS: EPA Environmental Protection Agency

Updated quarierly

NFRAP: EPA Environmenial Protection Agency.

Updated quarterly

RCRA COR ACT: EPA Environmental Protection Agency.

Updated quarterly

RCRA TSD: EP4 Environmental Protection Agency.

Updated quarterly

RCRA GEN:  EPA/MA DEP/CT DEP  Environmental Protection Agency, Massachusetis Departiment of
Environmental Protection, Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection

Updated quarterly

RCRA NLR: EPA Envirommental Protection Agency

Updated quarterly

ERNS: EPA/NRC Environmental Protection Agency

Updated annually

Tribal Lands: DOI/BI4 United States Departiment of the Interior

Updated annually

Tribal Lands: MS BCT Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians

Updeated when availabie



State/Tribal Sites: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

State/Tribal SWL: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated annually

State/Tribal LUST: MDEQ Mississippl Department for Environmental Quality, Office of Pollution Control,
Groundwater and Solid Waste Division

Updated guarterly

State/Tribal UST/AST: MDEQ/EPA Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated quarierly

State/Tribal EC: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

State/Tyribal IC: MDEQ Mississippl Department Tor Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

State/Tribal VCP: MDEQ Mississippi Departrient for Environmental Quality

Updated quarterly

State/Tribal Brownfields: MDEQ Mississippi Department for Environmental Quality

Updated gquarterly

RADON: NTIS Environmental Protection Agency, National Technical Information Services

Updated periodically

State Other: US DOJ U.S. Depariment of Justice
Updared when available
FE Map Coverage: PROPRIETARY Library of Congress
Catalogue of Maps Published by Sanborn Mapping and Geographic Information Service in February 1988®
ProQuest

Ceher internally produced datasets

Updated guarierly



Environmental FirsiSearch
Street Name Report for Streets within .25 Mile(s) of Target Property

Target Property: COUNTY ROAD 434 JOB: ISE0IP1121
OXFORD MS 38655 MSWIN 30305 B TULA FACILITY
dtreet Name Dist/Dir Street Name Dist/Dir

County Road 434 0.05NE
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HISTORICAL FIRE INSURANCE MAPS

NO MAPS AVAILABLE

08-03-11
JSE01P1121
COUNTY ROAD 434
OXFORD MS 38655

A search of FirstSearch Technology Corporation's proprictary database of historical fire
insurance map availability confirmed that there are NO MAPS AVAILABLE for the Subject
Location as shown above. ‘

FirstSearch Technology Corporation's proprietary database of historical fire insurance map
availability represents abstracted information from the Sanbom® Map Company obtained
through online access to the U.S. Library of Congress via local libraries.

Copyright Policy & Disclaimer

Certain Sanbom® Fire Insurance Maps are copyrighted material and may not be reproduced without the
expressed permission of the Sanborn Map Company. FirstSearch Technoelogy Corporation warrants that it
will employ its best efforts to maintain and deliver its information in an efficient and timely manner.
Customer acknowledges that it understands that FirstSearch Technology Corporation obtains the above
information from sources FirstSearch Technology Corporation considers reliable. However, THE
WARRANTIES EXPRESSED HEREIN ARE IN LIEU OF ALL OTHER WARRANTIES, either expressed
or implied, including without limitation any implied warranty of merchantability or fitness or suitability for
a particular purpose (whether or not FirstSearch Technology Corporation may know, have reason to know,
or have been advised of such purpose), whether arising by law or by reason of industry custom or usage.
ALL SUCH OTHER WARRANTIES ARE HEREBY EXPRESSLY DISCLAIMED.



N Environmental FirstSearch

1 Mile Radius
ASTM Map: NPL, RCRACOR, STATE Sites

COUNTY ROAD 434 , OXFORD MS 38655
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.5 Mile Radius

N Environmental FirstSearch
‘”’@8 ASTM Map: CERCLIS, RCRATSD, LUST, SWL

COUNTY ROAD 434 , OXFORD MS 38655
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Source: 2003 U.S. Census TIGER Files
Target Site (Lahtude: 34.233994 Longitude: -89.379516) i
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Environmental FirstSearch

4¢

.25 Mile Radius Euvisvumensl SREY
= ASTM Map: RCRAGEN, ERNS, UST, FED IC/EC, METH LABS FIRSTS!;*”
COUNTY ROAD 434 , OXFORD MS 38655 d

Targer Site (Latitude: 34.235994  Longitzde: -89.379316) oo

Identified Site. Muluiple Sites. Recepior ..

Source: 2005 U.S. Census TIGER Files
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Environmental FirstSearch

.25 Mile Radius
Non-ASTM Map: No Sites Found

COUNTY ROAD 424 , OXFORD MS 38655
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GENERAL CONDITIONS
Environmental Services

Paymeat Terms ~ Payment 15 due vpon recelpl of our inveice I paymeni is not yecaived wilhin 30 days Gom the inveice dale, Client agrees o pay 2 fnance charge on the principal amount of the past due aceount of one and one-
half pzreent per month, and al! cost of coileciion. ineluding altormey fees. If ote and one-half percenl per month exceads the mexinuin allewad by law, the charge shall antomatically be reduced 1o the maximum legaliy allowable

I the event Clignt veguests sermmahion of the services prior o comeletion, a termination charge m an amount ned e exceed oty percent of afl ch
at the drserction of Envirenmeznlal Enginecrs, Inc
ar requirememe of thard parties, additional of

s meurred through e date services &
(Consultant} be mads. IF duning the execubon of the services, Consultant s required {o stop operationg as & result of changes in 1he scope of
es wili be applicablz

¢ fopped plus any shutdown coss may,
services such as reguesls by the Clian

General Natwve OF Enviranmenial Services — The Consultant’s basic services compris: he speaic einvironmenisl aotnities set forth i Propasal  The consuitant sl access the site pursuew to the scope of services set forth
Proposal ConsuMart agrees to seive to perium the services set Yonh in the Agreement in accordance with generally accepred professional prachees. in the same or sunilar Jocalites, refated 1 the nature of the work accompiished,
at the lime [he services are pecformed. Consnllant makes no warranties whatsoever, whether exprest or implied regarding (1 seivices (o be parformed by ¢ heteunder. Consaitant’s services zre intendad io sofely beretlt the cliem

Scope of the Consultani’s Basic Services — The environmenral services shall consist of these 1asks enumerated in the Proposal to this Agreemenr. The scope of work oullined in the Proposul represents & minmum pgram 2f (his
ime, As the results of the investigatinn beeome known, other tems andfor sampling may be recommentied 10 the Client for witien approval as Additioual Services, In general, an increased frequency of sumpling and testmg will
rimpiave e apintons reached in (he Consultant's report. Because geolopic and soil tonnations are inhereatly random. vanable, and tdaierminale in nawre, the professional services rendered by the Consullant and opiniors
provided with respect to suel services under this agresment (including opinions regarding potential cleanup Gosts}, are not griarsiiead o be & represenlation of acteal @ile condibans er contamymation or costs, which are alse mibject
1w change with linte as a resilt nf notural or man-made processes. Consuhaut wili provide Client with a writien (“Repon”} conceming the services pedurmed The Report wall preseni such findings and conclusiuns as the
Consiltant niay reasonably roake wilh Ihe informanon vathered in aocordance witk (us Agreement  In preparting the Reporr, Consuliant inay review and interpiet cenan Information pravided to it by (hini pasmies, inciuding
cavernment authoriBes, registries of deeds, tesang laberatonias, and other ennifias, Consullant wii nut conduct #n independent evaluation of the accuracy or complefeness of such informatinm, and shal! not be tesponsible for any
errars or amissions contained in suckh information. The repert and oter iastruntents of services are prepared for, aud made avarable for the sofe nee of, the Client. and the cortents thereof niay nol be used or reliad upon by any
other person wili:ont e express wiriten corsent gud ethonzatinn nf the Consnltaot.

Additional Services of (he Consuitunt - I mntually agreed m wrthog by 1he Cliem and the Consullant. the Consultant shall perform or obtamn the services of ethers w perlorm the activities enumerzated n the Proposal o this.
Agrepment. Additiondl Services are natincluded &5 parl of Basic Services and wall be paid by die Client as proveded in Payment Terms

Services Excluded by itre Consiltant - Services rot expressly set forth in writing a¢ Basic or Additonal Services and listed @ the Proposal lo this Agreement are oxclutied from the scoge of the Consultant’s services, and the
Congullant assumes nu duty to the Client 1o perforis such services. The services to be performed by the Congulrent shall not include an analvsis or degermmmmn by the Conguliant as 10 wheiher the Chenl s 1n compliance with
federal, state, or local faws, siafmes, ordinances. o regulations  The Conswltant’s services shall not [nelude directly or indirectly sinring, arranging for or asivally transpornng, disposing. weatng or monilenng hazsrdous
sobstances, hazardous matenals, hazardous wastes nv hazardous eils. The Censuliant’s senvices shall not include an independent inalysis of work cornductzd and informaticn provided by indepeudent laboratories o other
independent contractors retained hy the Consultant conceming the Cousullant’s services provided (o the Cheni. Unless ntherwise sneoifical by listed iz the Proposai. the Consuliant’s services axclude testing for the presence of
asbestos, mold. pobvehilorinated biphenyls (PCBs). radon gas, any aitbome pofiutants, underground niines or

Responsibilities ef the Client — The Chem shall pravide sl informiation v the possession. custody, or control which retates to the site, iis present and prigr uses, ar 18 activitles at the site which may bzar upon ihe services of the
Consntant under this Agraernent, including, bur not limited o, the followsng (1) 1 legai description of the site. including boundary lines and e site pian, (i) identificarion of the locadon nf utilfnes, underground tanits, and other
structures and the rowming thereof at the site, includiug avalable plans of the sile: and (in} a dascnphon of acuvities which were conducled at the site at any thme by the Clienr or by any person or entity which wonld relatz o the
servicss provided by the Consultant. The Client shall be fully responsible tor obtaning Ihe necessaiy andionizations to alfow te Consubiant. iis agents, subconlractors arnd represeniatives, 10 have access 1 the site and buildings
teraon ai ressonable hmes thronghonl contract performance by the Consulant  Conguliant vall 1ake reasonahie precautions to mintmize damage to the site {rou use of squspment, hul unavoidable damage or aheralion may occur
and Client hereby releases and indernmifies Cnnsultant and agrees 10 assume respon iy for sich wnavoidable damage or aheration. To the extant required Dy law, Clieni agrees 1o assume responsibuity for persenat and prepeny
damages due to Consultant’s interferaince with subiertancan sruciuces such as pipes, tanks, and uliifty Jires that are not correetly shown on tie documents provided above by Client 1o Consultent. The services, informaleon, and
niher dlata vequired by e Secton o be furnished by the Cliem shail be at fhe Clien's expense, and the Conswltant inay rely upon ali data furnished by the Client and the aceursey and corpleteness thereo!

Client understands and egrees that the discovery of eertain tnnditions by Conssltant iney resull w econeniic loss 10 Client/propenty owmer andfor regalatory oversipht Client agrees yhar Consultant 5 not raspoasi
any loss resslbing rom & “deciesse inr the markel vaiue of the progerty described ik e Proposal. Client Burther sgress thal Consuliant s not responmble or itable fnr any costs associated with correntive ar rl.'nedms ACHONS [2Cess:
at thesile. Unless inofuded i Propozal. Client alse agrees ia Consuitant s not respansible for disclosures, nonfications, or repons that may be requered 10 be mads 1 therd panies (ncluding appropriate povernment dulllmlfit.s)

Consulmani’s Insnrance — Consullant shail obtan. If reasonably available, (1) srawiory Workers' Compensation/Empiuyers Liabilily coverage: (2) Cowmercial General Liability. {3) Automobile Ligbility: and {4) Professional
Ligbility tnsnrance coverage in policy amounts of not less than 51,000,060, Cnasultant agress to issus cerrficates of insurance evidencing sush poticies upon wrilten Jequest

Limétation of Responsibility — CLHINT HEREBY AGREES THAT TQ THE FULLEST EXTERT PERMITTED BY LAW THE CONSULTANT'S TOTAL LIABILITY TO CLIENT FOR ANY AND ALL INJURIES,
CLADPMS, LOSSES, EXPENSES, OR DAMAGES WHATSOEVER ARISING OUT OF OR IN ANY WAY RELATING TO THE PROIECT, THE SITE. OR THIS AGREEMENT FROM ANY CAUSE OR CAUSES
INCLUDING BUT NOT LEMITED TO IHE CONSULTANT S NEGLIGENCE, ERRORS. OMISSIO? TRICT LIABILITY. BREACH OF CONTRACT, OR BREACH OF WARRANT SHALL NOT FXCEED THE
GREATER OF THE TOTAL AMOUNT PAID BY THE CLIENT FOR THE SERVICES OF THE CONSULYANT UNDER THIS CONTRACT OR $50.040.00. WHICHEVER {8 GREATER  1f Clienr prefers to have higher
limits on professtonal Hahility, Consultant agrees to nereass the s up 10 3 maamum of §1,000,000.00 vpon Client’s wrilien request a1 the tme of secepling Progosal provided dial (hemt agrees tn pay an addisional
consideramon of four pereent of our fotal fee, or ¥1.000, 00, whichever 1§ greater Client and (he Considban agree thar (o the fullest extent pemmied by faw the Consultant shall not be liabie to Chent for any special. indireci or
consequental damages whatzoever, whether caused by the Cousn.ram s neghgence, errors. omissions. strict llahlht) breach of contract, breach of “almuls of other Tause of canses whatsoever. To e fudiest extent jrermitted by
taw, Clent agrzes 1o defend, sndemnity, and hoid Consultanl. i agents, subcontraciars, and employees barmiess from and agawst any and all clains, defense costs, including stiorney’s fees, damages, and othar iwbthies snsing
out nf or ta any way related to the services to be performed by Consultant hereunder, Consullent’s repnits or récommendations concerning this Agreement of Consnltant’s presence on the projeci properiy, provided thar Clieng shall
not indenmify Consnliant agmnst Labiliry for damages 1o tha exlent caused by the neglizence or trientional tm=canduct of Consullani, Hs agents, subeonirserors, of employees

Dispuies Resoludion - All claims, disputes. aisd other martteis in conroversy hetween Consuiiant and Client anging oul of or in any way related to this Agreemenl (other than g result of Client’s falure to pay amounts due
hereunder) will be submutted [0 “altemale dispote resolutiont” {ADR) such as medinfion and/or arbirration, before and as a condinon precedant to other remedies provided by law. i g dispule of law srises weinied (0 he servicas
nrovided under this Agrsemeit and that dispute requnres hhigalion as provided above, then: (8) Clanl assents 1o personal junisdiction 1 e Siate nf ConsuMant’s principal piace of busmess; (b) The claim wall be brougly and tnedin
judicial junsdiction of the cour! of he county wheie Consuliant’s principle place of business is focated snd Chent waives the right ro remove the achon (¢ any niher county or jndiciai jensdictien; and (<} The prevaiting party wili
e enlilied to recovery ol all reasenable ensts incurred. including siaff time, court costs, attomey’s fees. and expert withess fees. zad other clam-relagd expenses

Discovery of Emanticipated Pollutants Risks - I, while parforming the services, polhnants are discovered that pose unantcipated niske, if is hereby agreed thai the seape of services, schedule, and lhe estimared project cose wali
¥ pate ) 1 P Pol ‘ pose U b . Al ap ; 5t pro

Ge recontidered and that this cenlracl shali immediately become subject (o re-neyotation oF tefruination. In the evenl that the Agreemert is termnated becaise of the discavery of pollutasts posing unanticipated nsks, 1112 agreed

! " Y d 2 t 2 : Lailse ¥y al p SUS E D! gree

that Consnltant shall be paid for total charges for labor perfonned and retimbursable charges meuned e the date of tenmington of thes Agreement. ineluding, if oecessary, any addidonal jabor or reimbursable charges incurred in
dernobilinng  Clizn also agrees ihat the discavery of unanticipated huzardous snbstances may niake il necessary for Consultant to take immiediate ineasnres 1 protect healib and safety  Consuitent agrees fo wmify Client as soon as
pracleaily possiizle should unanticipaied hazardons substances or suspecied hazardons substances be encountered, Client suihorzes Conusuitans 1o rake messures thal in Consuilant’s sole Judg) are justified to presenve and
pratect the health and salery of Consultani’s personnel and the public  Client agrees 10 compensate Consullant for the additional cost of working lo protect employees’ ard the publie’s health and salety

Disposttion of Samples and Eqnipmem— N samplzs of L.npoﬁi:rcd s0il and rock will be kept by Consuilant fonger than trty (30} days alter submission of the Anal report unless agreed otherwise in the event that samples andior
materials contais or ere suspected lo contain substances or constients lazardous or defnmental to Realth, safety. or the envirnamen as delined by federal, stare, or focal stzwles, ragulations. or ordinances. Consultant will, after
complelion of tesiiog (1) rerum such samples and matenials o elient, or (2) reach an sgreerent in ‘writing 1o have such samples and materssls progedy disposed in aceordance wilr applicahle laws. ¢ agrees to pay ali cnsls
associaled with Uhie sierage, wansport, and drposal of samples and materials. Client recopnizes and agrees thal Consullant is aciing as a bailee and at ne fme assumes GUs 1o said waste Al 1b(=ra!0r\, and freld eaqupment
comsnenzied n s forming the required services will be cleaned at Chent's expense. Curtaminated consumables will be disposed ol and replaced al Client’s expense  Equprrnr (including tools) whiel cannot he reasonahly
deconlgrnaled shall becnme the property and responsibilicy of Client. All such squipmant shal} be defrvered to Clieni or disposed of itt 4 rnanner sirmiar 1o that mdicated for hazardows vamples  Cliens agrees fo pay the [ inarkes
valuz of any such sguiprrent which cannel reasonably he decontaniinated

Reporis. Reconunendations, and (wnership of Docnments — Reports, recommendations. 2nd olher malenais resalting from Coasubani’s efforts are intended solely for purposes of iz Agreament; any reuse by Client nr nthers
for pueposes okeside of Uns Agreenen: or any failure w foliow Consnliant’s recontmendations. withoul Consultant’s wiitien permussion, shall be at the user's sole risk. Cliest will Tumnishh such reports, date, studies. plans,
spewficangns, docoments, and olber informarion desried necessary by Comsultant for proper performance of 1is services  Conswliant may rely vpon Clieal-provided doenmsents in performing the services required nnder
Agrecment; however, Consultam assunies no respongibiiily or liabihty for their accuracy. Client-provided documents will remain property of Client. All repens, Feld notes. calculanons, esumares. snd offrer doctmanis wincls are
prewred as instrurnenis of service. shall reman Consuliant’s ;\roperly and Consuftan| shal! rean copynzhis to these matenials  Consultant will rewain afl pestinent recerds relating to services performaed for a period of six yenrs
following sulimssion of a report durinig which period the records will be mads avarlabie to Cirent at al! reasnnabic times

is

Termination - This Agreement nizy be ternuraled by either pasty by seven (7) days wailen notice m the event of substantial faifure to perform in accordance wilk Ihe lerms of the Agreemeni by the other party throngh no Tault of
the termiinanng party. {1 (his Agreemest 1s tormmicated, 1 is agreed that Conzuhiani shall be pard for tota! charges Tor labor performed 1o the termination notce date, plus reimbursabie charges.

Force Majeure - Neither party to this Agreemeni will be liable to the othes pasiy for delays in perfornung e seraces, noy for (e direct or indirect cost resniting from such defays that may result from Tsbor stnkes, riots. war, acms
of severnmertial authorities. extraordinary weather condirions or other natural catasirophes, ot any ¢zuge beyond the reasonable control or cortemplabon of either party.

Severability and Snurvival ~ Any element of this Agreeren tater held 1w violate a law shall he deemed void, and all remaining provisions shall continue 1n force. However, Client and Consufiant wall in geed faih artempl 1o
replace any 1nvalid or unenforceable provision with one iar 5 valid ang anforceabie. and whick comes &s close as possible lo expressing the iatent of the onignal provision. All terms and condidens of (s Agresment alincating
Lability betwveer: Chiest and Consattart shall survive the completion of the services hereender and the terinematen of this Aprecment.

Assigniment - Consuitant shall net defegale any duties, nor assign any rights or clasms wrrder this Apreemsnt, nor snb any part ol the work authonzed, withowl prios consent of {lient
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC,

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 35128
Environmental, Remediation, and Geological Censultants

August 10, 2011

Mr. Mike Pickens, Supervisor
Lafayette County Board of Supervisors
300 N. Lamar Boulevard
Oxford, MS 38655
Subject:
MSWIN 30305 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette County, Mississippi
Environmental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQ1P1121
Dear Mr. Pickens:

Pursuant to the requirements of the March 2005 Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on Historic
Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Communications Commission (NPA) we are requesting
comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippi, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency
regarding bmpact to historical or cultural sites listed on, or ehigible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP) by construction of 2 wireless communications tower in Lafayette County, Mississippi.

The site is depicted on the United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1972, The site is located in the southeast % of the southwest ¥ of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West,
Lafayeite County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14° 5.58%" north and longitude 85° 227 45.541” west, The site consists of a
proposed 100-foot by 100-foot Jease area, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is fccated in 2 weoded area
comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches diameter at breast height {dbh). The propesed access road is
approximately 185 feet long, and enters the siie from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 400-foot self supporting communications fower and associated compound, enclosing the compound in a
fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEGIP1121) in correspondence regarding this site. Please provide
comment within thirty days of the date of this letter. Thank you for your time and assistance and we iock forward to vour
response. Please call me at {205} 629-3868 or email me at dearrollilenveiv.com if you have any guestions or comments.
You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877} 847-3060.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
ﬁ;‘}f‘?‘}' A F i i—iﬁé@-%j&”
David B. Carroll

Staff Geslogist

Adachments:  Site Location Map

Phone: (205) 629-3868 « Fax: (877) 847-3060
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.

11578 US Highway 411, Odenville, Alabama 3512¢
Environmenial, Remediation, and Geological Consuitants

August 10, 2011

Oxford-Lafavette County Heritage Foundation
P.C. Box 622
Oxeford, MS 38655
Subject:
MSWIN 30303 B Tula Communications Facility
Tula, Lafayette Connty, Mississippi
Envirommental Engineers, Inc. Project No.: JSEQIPTIZ]
To Whom It May Concern:

Pursuant to the requirements of the March 2005 Nationwide Programmatic Agreement for Review of Effects on
Historic Properties for Certain Undertakings Approved by the Federal Cominunications Commission {(NPA) we are
requesting comment on behalf of Towers of Mississippi, the State of Mississippt, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency regarding impact (o historical or cultural sites listed on, or eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places (MNRHP) by construction of a wireless communications tower in Lafayette County,
Mississippi.
The site is depicted on the United Siates Geological Survey 7.5-minute Topographic Quadrangle “Paris, Mississippi,”
dated 1972, The site is located in the southeast V4 of the southwest ¥ of Section 2, Township 10 South, Range 2 West,
Lafayette County, Mississippi, at latitude 34° 14° 9.580” north and longitude 89° 227 45.541” west. The site consists of a
proposed 106-foot by 100-foot lease area, and a proposed access road located off of County Road 434 near Tula,
Mississippi. The site slopes moderately downward toward the west and northwest and is jocated in & wooded area
comprised mainly of hardwood species up to 12 inches diameter at breast height (dbh). The proposed access road is
approximately 185 feet long, and enters the site from the east off of County Road 434. Proposed activities consist of
construction of a 400-foot self supporting communications tower and associated compound, enciesing the compouna in a
fence, placement of support equipment within the compound, and covering the compound with gravel.

Environmental Engineers, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide this information. Please reference the
Environmental Engineers, Inc. project number (JSEGIP1041} in correspondence regarding this site. Please provide
comment within thirty days of the date of this Jetter. Thank you for vour time and assistance and we look forward o
vour respense. Please ealf me at (205} 629-3868 or email me at dearrollEienveiv.com if you have any questions or
comments. You can also send a response to us via facsimile at (877) 847-2060.

sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERS, INC.
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David R. Carroll
Staff Geologisi

Attachments:  Site Location Map

Phone: (205) 629-3868  Fax: (877) §47-3960
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THE STATE OF MISSISSIPP
LAFAYETTE COUNTY

Personally appeared hefore me, a notary
public in and for sald county and State, the
undersigned

Tim Phillips

Who, after being duly sworn, deposes and
says that he is the Co-Publisher of the Oxford
Eagle, a newspaner published dally in the City
of Oxford, in said county and State, and that
the said newspaper has been pub lished for
more than one year and that | 3
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& tiue copy of which is hereto attached was
published for L. consecutive

weeks in said newspaper as follows:
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