Table 1-1. Exanple of an EA outli ne:

Concentrat ed Ani nal

Feedi ng Operati ons

I nformati on on CAFO General Permt
Proj ect Description
Af fected Environnent
Predicted Environnental |npacts

1. Surface Water Resources
Ground Water Resources
Air Qality; Odor
Noi se; Public Health
Land Use Changes; Economi cs
Cul tural Resources

FI oodpl ai n/ Wt | and Resour ces

Prime Farnl ands

© ® N o o0 ~ W D

Endanger ed Speci es

,_\
e

Currul ative Effects

EPA's Alteratives

Recomendat i on

Coor di nati on and Consul tation

Mai ling List for Environmental Assessnent
Ref er ences

Appendi X A - NPDES Ceneral Permt
Appendi x B - Waste Managenent Pl an
Appendi x C - Coordination Letters

Figure 1. Location nap

Figure 2. Project nap

Figure 3. Gound water map

Figure 4. Wnd rose (velocity/direction statistics) for odor assessnent
Figure 5. Soil survey

Table 1. Sunmary of soil types and characteristics
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Table 1-2. Exanple of an EA outli ne:

Sur face Coal

M ne.

| NTRODUCTI ON

1.1 lIdentification of proposed project
1.2 Project actions

2. | MPACTS TO AIR, SO L AND WATER RESOURCES
2.1 dimate and air quality
2.2 Landforns, soils and geol ogy
2.3 Surface water quantity and quality
2.4 Floodpl ain managenent; WId and Scenic Rivers
2.5 Gound water quantity and quality

3. I MPACTS TO PLANT AND ANI MAL RESOURCES
3.1 Vegetation
3.2 Wldlife
3.3 Aquatic resources
3.4 Wetlands protection
3.5 Threatened and endangered species

4. MPACTS TO HUVAN RESOURCES

.1 Historical/archeol ogi cal resources
2 Land use and site reclamation

3 Prime farm ands

4 Soci 0- econom cs

5 Infrastructure

6 Noise, aesthetic and lifestyle

7 Blasting and ot her hazards

8 Waste disposal; public health

Rl ottt o o s

5. CUMULATI VE | MPACTS

6. CONCLUSI ONS
6.1 EPA's alternatives
6.2 Summary of inpacts
6.3 Conpliance history

7. SUPPORTI NG | NFORVATI ON
7.1 Scoping and coordi nhati on process

7.2 Docunentation and preparation: references

Appendi x A.  Coordination Letters

Figure 1-1 Regi onal nap

Fi gure 1-2. Locati on map

Fi gure 2-1. Cunul ati ve hydrol ogi c i npact area map
Table 2-1 Surface water quality

Table 6-1 | npact natrix

Table 7-1 Coordi nati on

T-2



Table 2-1. Exanples of environnmental changes caused by a project.

These exanpl es provide an overview of effects which occur from many types of
projects; effects not listed here may also occur. The extent of effects wll
depend on many factors, including project size and design (see Table 2-2), and
characteristics of the environnental setting (see Table 2-3).

1. Effects on the site. Projects always directly and indirectly change the project site.
The nmpbst common changes result when project construction and/or operation physically disturbs
Landforns, soils and soil properties, soil stability/erodibility, ftoodplains, streamchannels,
river banks, shorelines, ground water, flows of water, water bodies, microclinmate, plants,
animals, mgration corridors, habitats, breeding areas, feeding areas, resting areas,
archeol ogi cal sites, historic sites, Land use, recreational value, utility Lines and other
natural and man-nade features.

2 . Effects on neighbors. This category includes all the changes that m ght be observed by persons
who Live or work near a project site. Anpbng the nost common types of effects are air em ssions
(from a stack; fugitive dust; equipnent exhausts), noise from various types of equipnent,
increased traffic to and from a site, discharge of water pollutants, and relocation of
utilities. Depending on the project, there also may be effects such as odor, light, heat,
vibrations from blasting, radiation, electronmagnetic radiation, visual change (aesthetics),
reduced access, drawdown of the water table, runoff of drainage waters, relocation of hones.

3 . Use of resources. Projects typically consume energy, chemcals and raw naterials (including
mnerals and, in sonme cases, plants and aninmals); and the use of resources usually differs
mar kedl y between project construction and project operation. EPA considers any Large-scale or
unusual consunption of resources to be a potential environmental inpact. Resource issues also
ari se when the resources being used are scarce; or when they include hazardous materials which
require special handling in order to ensure that adverse environnmental changes do not occur. it
is inportant to recogni ze when a project will foreclose the future use of a resource or site.

4 . disposal of waste products. Both project construction and project operation typically generate
wast e products which are di sposed of on-site (sonetines by burning), transported off-site (such
as to a landfill, recycling center, or hazardous waste di sposal site), or discharged into the
air, surface water, ground water or soil. Exanples of such products are: wastewater (including
ef fluent which is subject to NPDES requirenents), stormwater, waste heat, sludge, hazardous
wastes, and nornmal garbage and trash. The handling of waste products often is subject to
federal and/Qr state permitting regul ations.

5 . Social and econonic inpacts. Projects coomonly bring benefits in jobs and i nvestment, but al so
costs, such as public costs in providing roads or other infrastructure for the project (power;
wat er supply; sewerage; solid waste services; police and fire protection etc.), along with
changes in tax base and Land val ues. Sone projects stinulate growth, affect popul ation, cause
rel ocations of facilities and/or people, inpact lifestyles, and/or nodify social and community
cohesion. Mst projects Lead to a direct change in Land use; use can change again after the
project is closed. Public health effects and costs are included in this category and can
include any increases in the risk of accidents or disease which affect project workers, and
persons living or working near a site. There may be secondary effects, such as




Tabl e 2-1. Conti nued.

(5) Land use changes induced because the project is built; inpacts related to project-related
traffic; and spin-offs resulting fromcreation of new jobs and popul ati on (such as increased need
for schools, parks, hospitals, housing).

6 . Cunulative inpacts. Any of the above effects can become nore inportant if simlar or related
effects are being caused by other projects in the sane area (see discussion in text). One
exanple of such a cumulative inpact is when several different projects a L t dispose of
wast ewat er through Land application, with a net adverse effect on the quality of ground water
that is greater than if only one project were operating. Another exanple is when nmany strip
m nes col |l ective[ cause the Loss of nore woodl and habitat acreage than one nine atone. Bot h
exanpl es are cases where nmultiple projects collective[ encroach on the assinilative or carrying
capacity of the environment. Wen a project makes fundamental changes to the structure of the
environment, and/or to the natural processes at work in a particular setting, there is a
particular risk that environmental functions will be significantly effected.

Certain cunul ative issues are regional in character and usually are dealt with in an EID only
if the project is likely to have a regional-scale inpact (or a very marked |ocal inpact).
Exanpl es include: biodiversity; ecosystem managenent and restoration; acid rain; global
war m ng; ozone depl etion; sustainable devel opnent.

7 . Special issues. Certain categories of environmental changes are subject to special Laws and
nmust be eval uat ed t hrough speci fied coordi nati on procedures. Exanples are inpacts to endangered
speci es, wetlands, prine farm ands and archeol ogi cal sites. This Handbook contains a section
whi ch di scusses the special coordination requirenments. Effects on unique resources and features
deserve consideration, even if there are no Laws or regulations which afford the special
protection to these resources and features.

T-4



Table 2-2. Elenments of a good project description (for NPDES permits).

THE PROQIECT DESCRI PTI ON SHOULD EXPLAI N WHO | S RESPONSI BLE FOR THE PROQJECT, WHY THE PRQIECT | S BEI NG
DONE, WHERE, WHEN AND HOW THE PRQIECT WLL BE BU LT AND OPERATED, AND SOMVE | NDI CATION COF THE
MAGNI TUDE CF VARI QUS ACTIVITIES. THE DESCRI PTI ON SHOULD BE QUANTI FI ED, WHEN POSSI BLE.

A. Basic project data

1. Omner/operator. Cearly identify the owner of the project, the operator (if not the owner),
with nailing addresses, telephone (+fax) nunbers and the nane of a contact person.

2. Purpose and need. State the project purpose (i.e., what activity is to be acconplished, and why
that activity is beneficial); and the need for the project (i.e., given the statement of
purpose, why is this particular project needed).

3. Location. Location information should indicate township-range-section-subsection (if known) or
anot her type of geographic Locator (such as UTM coordinates); distance/direction to nearby
communities (if siteis inrural Location), and nei ghborhood or quadrant (if in urban Location).
if multiple Locations are involved, this nmust be clearly explained.

4. Maps. I nclude a nap showi ng where the project is Located in relationship to regional features
such as county and state boundaries, nmajor rivers and wat ersheds, and/or Large comunities. A

second map shoul d show the project in the context of its inmmediate environs. |n nmany cases, a
site layout also will be useful. See Chapter 3 for insights on preparation of maps.
5. Phases: schedul e. Characterize all phases of the project, including pre-construction,

construction, operation, closure and post-closure. For subjects discussed subsequently in this
table, be sure to provide relevant information for each phase. |Include the timng (season) and
duration of activities in sufficient detail to determne the time of year when construction wll
occur, and the hours of the day and/or night when construction and operation wll occur.

6. Land use at the project site should be characterized for project stages. Structures or
activities which create barriers to the novenent of people or aninals should be identified; this
includes tenporary obstructions to access during project construction and/ or mai ntenance.

7. Facilities. identify major project facilities and their operational characteristics, wth
quantifications (e.g. dinensions, rates). For exanple, EIDs on confined animal feeding
operations need to identify the kinds and nunbers of animal s under managenent at one tinme, and
over. tinme. EIDs on coal nmines need to identify the acreage disturbed, the rate of coat m ning,
and the total mine tonnage.

8. Identify infrastructure which nay be needed to directly support a project, such as new utility
Li nes, transportation upgrades or expanded energency response facilities.

9. Resource uses, including energy (other than nornal for a hone or business), water (especially
if fromlocal wells) and naterials (especially hazardous chenicals) should be identified, with
consi deration as appropriate of the entire life cycle of a resource (especially transportation
to and storage on a site). Materials of concern include fertilizers, pesticides, solvents,
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

toxic and radi oactive substances. (Materials used for purposes of, and in quantities for, a
typi cal hone or office need not be identified.) Descriptions of industrial activities and sone
other project types benefit froma flow chart show ng i nmportant processes.

Wastes. identify sources of waste products and |locations of all points (stacks, outfalls,
landfills) where waste products are rel eased to the environnment; describe control technol ogi es
and nmonitoring prograns. |If the applicant directly handles final disposal, then details on
the nethod are needed; an exanple would be to provide a water and nutrient bal ance for

proj ects which di spose of wastewater through Land application.

10a. if the project may cause neasurable emi ssions to the air, these em ssions should be
characterized whether regul ated or not. Project descriptions often fail to identify fugitive
dust enissions (e.g. from cleared Land, stockpiles) and vehicle exhausts (e.g. if heavy
equi prent is used on site during construction or operational phases of the project).

1n. Effluent (wastewater, stormwater) which is the subject of NPDES permit regul ation should
be described, along with its quantity and (pre-treatment) quality, howit wll be collected,
where and how it will be treated, and where and how it wll be discharged.

1Cc. Solid and other wastes (except trash and garbage typical of every hone or office) should
be characterized as to quantity, quality and method of discharge or disposal.

If not otherw se discussed, other inpact-generating activities should be characterized.

This probably will include many aspects of project construction, including plans to reroute
streans, alter soils, clear or burn vegetation, create a fill, create an inpervious surface,
modi fy a steep slope, spray a pesticide or otherwi se change natural fornms and processes.
For both the construction and operation phases, it would include a characterization of noise
sources and, possibly, sources of vibration, odor, Light, heat, or radiation. Another exanple
is to quantify any special truck or enployee traffic related to the project.

Di scuss the soci oecononi c aspects of a project, such as jobs created (nunber and type),
wor kf or ce denogr aphi cs, anount and type of capital investnents, and anount and categories
of tax paynments and tax abatenents. if the new jobs will Lead to immigration of new

popul ation, this nust be indicated, and the discussion wilt need to consider infrastructure
needs of this population. Any plan to relocate or displace people, residences, businesses
or utilities must be noted.

Provide details on all nitigation neasures, including avoidance, mininization, restoration,
conpensati on, best nanagenent practices, and pollution prevention. Any pollution controls and
moni toring not discussed for wastes (item 10, above) al so should be presented.

Proj ect descriptions should include a tabulation of environmental pernits required for project
operation, including federal and state air and water quality permts, and any permits rel ated
to hazardous naterials. -

Proj ect features which have I ed to concerns at sinilar projects should be identified. Exanples
could include blasting; interception of wunderground mne workings; risks of industrial
accidents; disruption of a |ocal economc activity (such as tourism; operation of vibrating
equi prent; dewat eri ng of groundwater.
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Tabl e 2-3. Environnental setting.

RESQURCES LI STED I N THI' S TABLE MAY NEED TO BE | DENTI FI ED AND BRI EFLY CHARACTERI ZED | N ORDER TO ASSESS
ENVI RONMENTAL | MPACTS.  THE ORGANI ZATION OF THE TABLE IS BASED ON THE OVERALL APPROACH OF THI S
HANDBOOK, AND | S NOT' A MANDATORY QUTLI NE FOR THE ENVI RONVENTAL SETTI NG SECTI ON CF ANY EID. SEE ALSO
APPENDI X C FOR | DENTI FI CATI ON OF SPECI FI C RESOURCE | TEMS.

1. Earth resources. This category includes art the solid features at and near the earth's
surface, including Landforms, slopes, soils, geology, mneral resources and natural hazards;
with details on these features (e.g. soil properties, slope stability) as needed. |nportant
processes (such as erosion) are included. Landforns which are water-rel ated are di scussed
under item 3, below, but in an EID nay be discussed with other terrain features.

2. Air_resources. Resources conventionally included in this category include clinate and
weat her (nmany different paraneters might be included, but especially those relating to water
bal ance, grow ng season or atnospheric stability) and anbient air quality for regul ated
pol lutants, and other pollutants if appropriate (including but not Limted to air toxics and
emi ssions inpacting acid rain and/or global warnming). Discussions typically will reference
applicable air quality anmbient standards, regul ati ons and pl ans.

Subj ects such as noise (e.g. anbient noise levels, existing noise sources, sensitive
receptors, regulations and criteria), odor, heat and Light are sonetinmes included in the
"air', category, because effects are generally transmtted through the atnosphere.

3. Water resources. Typically includes all aspects of surface and ground water, beginning with the
basi ¢ physical setting (drainage network; floodplains and channels; shorelines and bathynetry
of | akes and estuaries; aquifers and aquifer properties; ground water flow system). WII also
i ncl ude key measures of water quantity (e.g. runoff, lowflowconditions; recharge) and quality
(large nunber of paraneters may be included, and there usually are conparisons to stream or
drinking water standards). As with earth resources, the setting goes beyond physical features
to include processes and other dynamic features of the environnent, such as the overall flow
regine. Usually includes relevant attributes of water nanagenent, such as water supply, water
use, water rights and wat6r quality standards and regul ati ons, coastal zone managenent pl ans,
etc.

4. Bi ol ogi cal resources. Wile some discussion of key plant and ani mal speci es nay be appropriate
(especially protected species), the biological setting should concentrate on the principle
ecosystens and habitats of an area, with an enphasis on how these habitats function to provide
bi ol ogi cal productivity and diversity. D scussions of vegetation typically enphasize features
important to the support of fisheries and wildlife; and wldlife habitat discussions may
consi der both I'ife-cycle functions of habitat (breeding, mgration, nesting) and |ife-sustaining
functions (feeding and cover). Unique areas, transition zones (edges) and other resources of
speci al significance should be included. Wen appropriate, the harvesting of biological
resources (agriculture, forestry, fisheries etc.) should be included.
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Tabl e 2-3. Cont i nued.

5. Cul tural and aesthetic resources. Sections on cultural resources typically include a di scussion
of project-specific archeol ogical and historic sites, with sone narrative context explaining
their significance. Aesthetic resources nay consi der many el ements of human |ifestyl e and val ue
of which visual and scenic resources are but one exanple

6. Land use. In addition to describing existing and (no-action) projected Land use patterns, an
EI D may consider special subjects such as prime farn ands; and nay reference |ands which are
reserved for special uses (e.g. National or State Parks and Forests; WId and Scenic Rivers
W | derness areas; scientific preserves). Land use discussions nay al so consi der subjects such

as [and val ue, property rights and zoning; and conformance with official plans. The subject
of infrastructure, discussed here under item7, is sonmetines included with Land use

7. Socio-econonic resources. This category includes human popul ation (size, distribution
density, ethnic and other characteristics) and econonic characteristics (e.g. enploynent,
i nvestnent, income, taxes) of the project area, broken down by economic sector if
appropriate. Discussions of infrastructure typically are included here, or in their own
section, and can deal with any of a nunber of public and private services and facilities which
are essential or useful to nodern life, including but not Limted to transportation, utilities,
housi ng, school s, parks, police and fire protection, health services, water supply, wastewater
servi ces, stornmnater nmanagenent and solid waste. By extension, the infrastructure discussion
may extend to issues such as traffic (where projects nay have a short or Long-terminpact on
access or traffic levels), energy resources (e.g. energy use and conservation at a project)
and hazardous naterial s (managenment and di sposal)

8. O her_environnental factors. This catch-all category includes any of the many subjects which

may be inportant to specific Elds. Subj ects often found include public health (risks of
acci dents or disease); and other permts (identifying all the other environnmental permts which
a project has or will obtain). Speci al i zed subjects may be needed; an exanple would be

"radiation", for projects in which radon or other radioactive materials are a possible issue
Projects (existing or proposed) which may interact with the project discussed in the EID will
need to be described, to provide the foundation for assessnent of cunul ative inpacts. There is
no specified area for identification of such projects. For sone types of projects, a radius of
a fewmles is sufficient; for others, the perspective is an entire watershed. The key is to
identify those projects which generate inpacts which accunulate to the inpacts of the project
whi ch is the subject of the EID.

Refer to Appendi x C for additional suggestions about ElID subjects
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EXH BI T 10. EXI STI NG ENVI RONVENTAL, SOCI AL AND ECONOM C CONDI TI ONS

ENVTRONVENTAL CONDI TI ONS

Geol ogy: Mountai ns and basins, or bol sons, are the two maj or geologic units In the area. The proposed project is entirely on the flat
surface of the Hueco Bol son, between the Franklin and Hueco nountains. The nountains contain upfaulted and tilted sedimentary and
i gneous rocks; the bolson is a downfaulted structural depression, partially filled with deposits eroded frofn the adjacent uplands.
Deposits range in thickness fromless than 100 feet near the nountains to about 9,000 feet towards the center of the basin. Deposits
occur as irregular |enses of sedinent which can be traced laterally For short distances.

There are no geologic resources in the imediate project area other than ground water. Geologic hazards include subsidence and
possi bl e noderate-size earthquakes. Bol son deposits which experience water-level declines may undergo conpaction and eventual
subsi dence of the land surface. Recent surveys downtown indicate no problem has yet occurred.

Topography: There are no outstanding land Forns in the project area. The proposed route generally runs across contours, from
27000 feet at Montana Avenue to 3,930 feet at Railroad Drive. Extremes in relief are on the order of 20 feet vertical per 1000
feet horizontal, with a range of 0 to 2 percent.

Terrain: Mesquite-stabilized humocks predomi nate, Interspersed with relatively bare, w nd-scoured depressions. Hummocks average
6 to 10 feet tall, with round to oblong basal dianeters 2 to 3 tines the height. Hunmock size decreases along the proposed route
approachi ng Railroad Drive.

Soils: The Hueco-Wnk Association is the Hueco basin soil group. Soils are nearly level and gently sloping, with fine sancty |oam
subsoi | noderately deep over caliche. Well-drained Hueco soils predom nate; runoff is slow Hueco soils have a brown | oany fine sand
surface layer, wi nnowed by the wind, about four inches thick, that is mldly alkaline and noncal careous. The subsoil is brown and
yel | owi sh-brown cal careous fine sandy | oam about 22 inches thick. Indurated caliche occurs at a depth of two to three feet, with a
simlar thickness. Caliche is exposed on sonme roads, where orientationis simlar to general wind direction (E-W. Soil perneability
is 2.00 to 6.30 inct)es per hour down to the caliche. Shrink-swell capacity is |ow. Hueco soils are unsuitable as a sand and gravel
source and good for road fill. There is a noderate hazard of blowi ng soil.

Meteorology/Clinmate: Climate is sem-arid, with hot summer days (ave. daily max. 95 F. in June), noderate w nter days (ave. daily min.
30 Fin January), Towhunidity, and high evaporation. Freezing tenperatures may occur Nov@ through March. Precipitation ranges from
2 to 18 inches/year, averaging about 8 inches/year nostly as brief, summer thunderstorns; maxi num24 hour/ 100 year frequency rainfall
i:i less than 4 inches. @vls rare, as is fog (less than three days/year). Dust storns nay be a hazard to driving in spring, when
surface winds at Biggs Field are predominantly fromthe west and southwest, w th wi ndspeeds over 12 nph (capabl e of bl owi ng dust) about

40% of the tine.

Met eor ol ogi cal conditions are domi nated by regional high pressure (stable air) In the winter and | ow at nospheric pressure (unstable
air) in the sumrer. The result is a high frequency of |owlevel tenperature inversions in the fall and winter (40-50% of the tine
on the average), in turnresulting in "stagnant" air and trapping of pollutants. Pollutants are dispersed in the spring by wind, and
in the summer are carried aloft by convective activity which sonetines results in afternoon thundershowers.

Hydrol ogy: There are no well-defined surface drainage features in the project area. Drainage is to low spots through sandy soils.
Surface runoff is slow and soils are well drained. Gound water |Is at a depth of 350 feet, and is recharged mainly from sources
outside of the imediate project area.

Veget ati on: Proposed Loop 375 runs through an association of plants and aninmals typical of the region. The association Is often
re%errea to as a mesqui te Hummock unit of the Chi huahuan Desert. The unit is characterized by nmesquite-stabilized sand dunes and pl ants
of the Lower Sonoran |ife zone. The npbst common plants al ong the proposed route are nmesquite shrubs, four-wi nged saltbush, snakeweed,
condal ia, narrow|eaf yucca and sand sagebrush.

The route drops slightly In elevation from east to west and very subtle changes occur In species densities and association
conposition. At the west end closer to the Franklin Muntains, nore grasses occur and rhantany, |arrea and nornon tea are nore com
non. The west end of the right-of-way al so contains a greater nunber of disturbance indicator plant species, probably due to a greater
concentration of military activity near the base. A depression near the east end of the proposed | oop contains higher concentrations
of condalia and four-wi nged sal tbush than along the route in general. The east end al so contains nunerous refuse heaps fromillegal
dunpi ng.

Wldlife: Animals associated with the proposed |oop route are typical of the area. Dominant species of mammals include coyotes,
Jackrabbits, cottontails, kangaroo rats, grasshopper mice, and spotted ground squirrels. Prinary avifauna are nourning doves, desert
sparrows, |oggerhead shrikes and roadrunners. Common reptiles are side-blotched and whiptail lizards. Ecological studies in 1983
t)y Richard Smartt, Ph.D., in conjunction with the Ft. Bliss Environmental Office, indicate popul ations of small vertebrates to the
within the normal range of variation for this part of the Chi huahuan Desert.

Visual : The project area gives a 3600 view, through clear dry air, of flat horizons edged with distant nountain sil houettes. Colors
are blanched: |ight brown soils, blue-green vegetation and di stant grey nountains. The scene is typical of the semi -arid southwest.
Mbst noticeable are the relatively nearby Franklin Muntains to the west, which appear barren of vegetation and noderately rough in
texture. COccasional jet contrails and power |ines are the only human i npacts vi sabl e on the horizon, plus the distinct |inear pattern
of Northeast El Paso’s najor streets laid out on the alluvial fan of the Franklin nountains. Locally, tank trails and illegal dunping
occur infrequently.

Table 3-5. Narrative table, environnental setting (Texas hi ghway)
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EXH BIT 10. EXI STI NG ENVI RONMENTAL, SOCI AL AND ECONOM C CONDI TI ONS (cont i nued)

SOCI PL_AND ECC) NOM C CONDI TI ONS

1980 US Census characteristics for the study area census tracts (Exhibit 11) are summarized bel ow. Data for the census tract which
surrounds the proposed Railroad Drive interchange (Tract 2.02) are provided separately, as are data for the Southeast study areals
county part, directly east of Loop 375.

caTYy NORTHEAST Tract 2.02 only SOUTHEAST County part only

Housing Units, Total 134, 368 I, 64 2,335 6,470 112

% owner - Cccupi ed 59% 72% 82% 75% 80%

Medi an Val ue, Owner-Cccupi ed $399000 $38, 100 $36, 500 $49, 800 $25, 600
Popul ation, Total 4259259 36, 864 79814 20,619 286

Spani sh origin 63% 33% 30% 44% 59%

Bl ack 3% 6% 6% 4% 1%
I ncome, Medi an $14, 232 $16, 866 $16, 548 $20, 056 $16, 875

Bel ow poverty |evel 17. 7% 11. 6% 8. 7% 4. 6% not rptd
Unenpl oyed 7.9% 9.1% 8. 6% 5.1% 10. 6%

Land tenure and housing. NE: Most homes in this established, residential area were built in the 1960's or earlier, although nore
than73 percent of the population has noved into the area since 1960, the year Loop 375 was proposed. Residential areas directly
adj acent to the proposed interchange (Exhibit 4) have been built since 1983. SE: Nearly all land within 1.5 mles of the proposed
interchange is vacant. The few homes in the area are located in a devel opment of single fanmily homes and nobile hone courts about
one nmile east of the proposed southeast interchange (county part); all househol ders have noved into the area since 1960.

Popul ation growth characteristics. NE_ Specific projections are not available for the study area, but npbst growth can be expected

to occur as infill to existing devel opnent, particularly north of the study area. SE. This is El Paso's fastest grow ng area, though
devel opnment has not yet reached Loop 375. El Paso’s planning departnent expects the vicinity of the proposed interchange to begin
devel opnent within the next ten years and by 2007 the area will be |argely devel oped.

Transportation. NE_ The 1990 El Paso Transportation Plan indicated that Dyer Street and McCombs are the principal arterials in the
project area. These two streets intersect each other near Transnountain about one nile west of the proposed Railroad Drive
interchange. Transnountain is a part of the freeway/expressway system Railroad Drive is a minor arterial, and as shown on Exhibit
4, there are few other streets in the vicinity of the proposed interchange. The closest bus service is up McConbs to Transnountain.
SE. Montana Avenue (US 62/100)which is the southeast terminus of the proposed project, is listed as a part of the area
freeway/ expressway system as is existing Loop 375. However, existing traffic |loads are very light. There are no nmjor or ninor
arterials near the proposed Intersection, and no bus service to the area.

Recreation, public institutions, comunity facilities. NE There are 8 elementary schools and 3 high schools in the area. Parkland
H gh School and Parkland M ddl e School are Tocated on Transmountain near the proposed interchange(Exhibit 12). In both cases the
school grounds abut the highway, are fenced, and access is fromside streets, not Transnmountain. Oher facilities are an energency
clinic, fire station and police station near the intersection of MConbs and Transmountain. A community college and library are
located in the southwest portion of the study area. There are seven nei gborhood parks and one district park in the study area.
The district park, Castner Range Park, is near the community college. SE: The only public facility in the vicinity of the proposed
interchange is Evergreen Cenetary, about one quarter mile to the east. As devel opnent approaches Loop 3-75, the city anticipates no
probl emin providing services.

Cultural /aesthetic characteristics. NE The northeast is a diverse residential area, with strip comercial devel opment al ong Dyer
Street. Residential areas range from new devel opnents of |arger homes concentrated in the western part of the study area along the
Franklin Muntain foothills to nixed areas of npbile home courts, apartments and single famly units and a public housing project.
Sout hwest of the proposed interchange are new, wel| kept, smaller hones and to the northwest are apartnent conpl exes. The vacant |and
is fairly flat with little vegetation. SE: The vicinity of the oroi)osed interchange is characterized by flat, vacant land. Along
Mont ana Avenue, the@ are scattered commercial uses, including an auto sal vage yard, and sone residential devel opnent consisting of
a mxture of nobile hons and single fanmi |y hones.

Land and inprovenents; tax base. NE:_ Approximtely 44 acres would need to r3e acquired for the proposed Railroad Drive interchange.
The property i s undevel oped and zoned for c@cial/industrial use. SE At the Mntana interchange approxi mately 3.2 acres woul d need
to be acquired. The land is currently zoned residential and has been subdivides, although it has not been developed. The City
Pl anning Departnent plans for the zoning in the vicinity of the interchange to be changed fromresidential to comercial.

Business,industry services. NE_The nmain business area is along Dyer Street. Industrial uses are concentrated near the railroad
tract. Mbst industrially-zoned I'and i s undevel oped al t hough just south of the proposed interchange is a Safeway Distribution Center.
Ft. Bliss is also a major enploynent center for area residents. SE. There are a few scattered commercial enterprises al ong Mntana.
South of the study area is a najor, developing center for industry, including several industrial parks.

Tabl e 3-5. Cont i nued
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