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The Arkansas Department of Transportation (ARDOT) Environmental Division reviewed the
referenced project and has determined that the project falls within the definition of a Tier 3
Categorical Exclusion as defined by the ARDOT/FHWA Memorandum of Agreement on the
processing of Categorical Exclusions. The following information is included for your review and,
if acceptable, approval as the environmental documentation for this project.

The City of Jonesboro (Jonesboro) is proposing to widen a segment of Highway 49 and improve
the Highway 49 at Parker Road intersection in Jonesboro. The purpose of the proposed widening
project is to improve capacity, improve the current level of service, and to accommodate future
traffic growth. Highway 49 and Parker Road are primary roadways in Jonesboro, and their
intersection is heavily traveled. Figure 1 shows the project location. All existing and proposed
roadways and shoulders are, and will be, paved. The existing cross sections are described below.

Highway 49, north of Parker Road intersection - Open shoulders and a total of six lanes.
Southbound - two 12’ wide through lanes, one 11’ wide left-turn lane, and one 11° wide right-turn
lane. Northbound - two 12 wide northbound through lanes. These lanes are within Interstate 55
(I-55) right of way.

Highway 49, south of Parker Road intersection - Curb and gutter and a total of six lanes.
Southbound - two 12’ wide through lanes. Northbound - two through lanes (one 11’ wide and one

12° wide); one 11’ wide left-turn lane; and one 11’ wide right-turn lane. The right of way width
is 130°.

Parker Road, west of the Highway 49 intersection - Open shoulders and a total of three lanes.
Westbound — one 11” wide through lane. Eastbound - one 11° wide through/right-turn lane and
one 11’ wide left-turn lane. The right of way is width is 70°.

Parker Road, east of the Highway 49 intersection - Open shoulders and a total of three lanes.
Westbound - one 12” wide through/left-turn lane and one 12’ right-turn lane. Eastbound - one 12’
wide through lane. The right of way is width 1s 60°.

The proposed cross sections are described below.

Highway 49, north of Parker Road intersection - Open 8’ wide shoulders and a total of eight
lanes. Southbound - two 12’ wide through lanes; one 12’ wide right-turn lane; and two 11’ wide
left-turn lanes. Northbound — two 12’ wide through lanes and one 12’ wide right-turn lane. No
sidewalks or bike lanes would be constructed. The right of way would be within I-555 right of
way.

Highway 49, south of the Parker Road intersection — 8’wide shoulders with curb and a total of
eight lanes. Southbound - two 11’ wide through lanes. Northbound — three 11° wide through
lanes; one 11’ wide right-turn lane; one 12’ wide left-turn lane; and one 12’ wide channelized area.
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Figure 1. Project Location
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A 5’ wide sidewalk on both sides of the roadway would be constructed, although bike lanes would
not. The right of way width would be 165°.

Parker Road, west of the Highway 49 intersection — 8’wide shoulders with curb and a total of
five lanes. Westbound - one 11” wide through lane. Eastbound — two 11° wide through lanes and
two 12° wide left-turn lanes. A 5’ wide sidewalk on both sides of the roadway would be
constructed, although bike lanes would not. The right of way width would be 70’south of the
centerline, within I-555 right of way north of the centerline.

Parker Road, east of the Highway 49 intersection - 8’wide open shoulders and a total of six
lanes. Westbound - one 11° wide through lane; one 12 wide right-turn lane; one 11° wide left-turn
lane; and one 11’ wide channelized area. Eastbound —two 12’ wide through lanes. No sidewalks
or bike lanes would be constructed. The right of way width would be 70’south of the centerline
and within I-555 right of way north of the centerline.

Approximately 0.94 acre of permanent right of way will be required for this project, along with
approximately 0.1 acre of temporary construction easement.

Design data for the project is as follows:

Design Year | Average Daily Traffic | Percent Trucks Design Speed
(mph)
40 (Highway 49)
2020 23,050 7 35 (Parker Road)
40 (Highway 49)
2040 32,066 7 35 (Parker Road)

There are no relocations, wetlands, environmental justice issues, prime farmland, floodplains, or
endangered species associated with this project. No impacts to cultural resources are anticipated.
Correspondence from the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) is provided in Appendix A.
Field inspections found no evidence of existing underground storage tanks or hazardous waste
deposits. An unnamed tributary of Higginbottom Creek runs under Parker Road within the project
area, therefore a Section 404 Permit is required. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers issued a
Nationwide Permit for this project, which is included with all other agency correspondence in
Appendix A.

This project has been determined to generate minimal air quality impacts for Clean Air Act criteria
pollutants and has not been linked with any special mobile source air toxic (MSAT) concerns. As
such, this project will not result in changes in traffic volumes, vehicle mix, basic project location,
or any other factor that would cause a meaningful increase in MSAT impacts of the project from
that of a no-build alternative.
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The screening level noise analysis completed for this project is provided in Appendix B. Minor
noise impacts to three residences are predicted. However, noise mitigation would not be feasible
or reasonable. The ARDOT Environmental Verification Checklist for Consideration of Potential
Impacts Assessments Form is found in Appendix C.

The Jonesboro hosted a Public Meeting for this project at the Municipal Center on December 7,
2017. The public comments resulting from this meeting are found in Appendix D.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
MEMPHIS DISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINEERS
167 NORTH MAIN STREET B-202
MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 381031884

August 24, 2017

Mr. Tim Alexander

Fisher Arnold Engineering Integration
9180 Crestwyn Hills Drive

Memphis, Tennessee 38125

Dear Mr. Alexander:;

This is in reference to your request dated July 6, 2017, for our Preliminary Jurisdiction
Determination (PJD) and your request for a Nationwide Permit verification dated August
17, 2017, along a roadway improvement project at Highway 49 and Parker Road in
Jonesboro, Arkansas, as shown on the enclosed map. Our PJD is that the unnamed
tributary of Higginbottom Creek may be waters of the United States. Based onour PJD a
Section 404 permit would be required. However, as proposed your project meets the
criteria of Nationwide Permit (NWWP) No. 14 for Linear Transportation Projects pursuant to
Federal Register, Volume 82, Number 4, dated January 6, 2017.

The PJD is included for concurrence. If you agree with this PJD, please sign the form
and return it to the address listed above. If the PJD is not returned within 30 days of the
date of this letter, we will assume your concurrence. A PJD cannot be appealed. If you
object to this PJD, please see Section |.E. of the attached Notification of Administrative
Appeal Options and Process and Request for Appeal form, on how to proceed or call the
Memphis District, Regulatory Branch for assistance at the number listed below.,

This verification is valid until the NWP is modified, reissued or revoked. All of the
existing NWPs are scheduled to be modified, reissued or revoked prior to March 18, 2022
It iz incumbent upon you to remain informed of changes to the NWPs. We will issue a
public notice when the NWPs are reissued. Furthermore, if you commence or are under
contract to commence this activity before the date that the relevant NWP is modified or
revoked, you will have 12 months from the date of the modification or revocation of the
NWP to complete the activity under the present terms and conditions of this NWP

The attached general and state conditions must be met. Note specifically General
Conditions 8, 12, 18 and 20 conceming management of water flows, soil eresion and
sediment control, endangered species and historic properties. If all conditions cannot be
met an individual permit may be reguired.

This permit conveys no property rights, either in real estate or material or any exclusive
privileges. Furthermore, no injury to property or invasion of rights or any infringement of
federal, state or local laws or regulations is authorized,









Appendix 2 - PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (PJD) FORM
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PJD: August 2, 2017

B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PJD: Tim Alexander, 8180 Crestywyn Hills Drive, 38125

C. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: \\/M-2017-222

D. PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

(USE THE TABLE BELOW TO DOCUMENT MULTIPLE AQUATIC RESOURCES AND/IOR
AQUATIC RESQURCES AT DIFFERENT SITES)

State: Arkansas County/parish/borough: Craighead City: Jonesboro
Cenler coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):

Lat: 35.807283° Long.: -90.716340°
Universal Transverse Mercator: | JTM 15

Name of nearest waterbody: Higginbottom Creek

E. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
[[] Office {Desk) Determination. Date:
Field Determination. Dale(s): August 2, 2017
TABLE OF AQUATIC RESOURCES IN REVIEW AREA WHICH “MAY BE™ SUBJECT TC REGULATORY

JURISDICTION.
Site Latitude Longitude Estimated amount | Type of aguatic Geographic authority
number | (decimal (decimal of aguatic resource | resource {i.e., wetland | to which the aquatic
degrees) deqrees) in review area vs. non-wetland resource “may be"
{acreage and linear | waters) subject (i.e., Section
feet, if applicable) 404 or Section 10/404)

1 ]35.807283°|-90.716340°| 100 linear feet|non-wetland waters| Section 404




1} The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional aguatic resources in
the review area, and the requestor of this PJD is hereby advised of his or her option
fo request and obtain an approved JD (AJD) for that review area based on an
informed decision after having discussed the various types of JDs and their
characteristics and circumstances when they may be appropriate.

2) In any cireumnstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or a
Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring “pre-
construction notification” (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting NWP or
other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an AJD for the
activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware that: (1) the permit applicant has
elected to seek a permit authorization based on a PJD, which does not make an
official detarmination of jurisdictional aquatic resources; (2) the applicant has the
option to request an AJD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit
authorization, and that basing a permit authorization on an AJD could possibly result
in less compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; {3} the
applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than accepling the terms
and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4) the applicant can
accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to comply with all the terms and
conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation requirements the Corps has
determined to be necessary, (5) undertaking any activity in reliance upon the subject
permit authorization without requesting an AJD constitules the applicant’s acceptance
of the use of the PJD; (6) accepting a permit authorization (e.q., signing a proffered
individual permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps permit
authorization based on a PJD constitutes agreement that all aguatic resources in the
review area affectad in any way by that activity will be treated as jurisdictional, and
waives any challenge to such jurisdiction in any administrative or judicial compliance
or enforcement action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federal court; and (7)
whether the applicant elects to use either an AJD or a PJD, the JD will be processed
as soon as practicable. Further, an AJD, a proffered individual permit (and all terms
and conditions contained therein), or individual permit denial can be administratively
appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331. If, during an administrative appeal, it
becomes appropriate to make an official determination whether geographic
jurisdiction exists over aquatic resources in the review area, or to provide an official
delineation of jurisdictional aquatic resources in the review area, the Corps will
provide an AJD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable. This PJD finds
that there "may be"waters of the U.S. andfor that there “may be" navigable waters of
the U.5. on the subject review area, and identifies all aquatic features in the review
area that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following
infarmation:



SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for PJD {check all that apply)

Checked tems should be included in subject file. Appropriately reference sources
below where indicated for all checked items:

Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor:
Map:See application package dated July 11, 2017

[[] Data sheets preparedisubmitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor.
[] Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.
[ ] Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report, Rationate:

|:| Data sheets prepared by the Corps:
[[] Corps navigable waters' study:
(W) US. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: Craighead County, AR; ORM2 Maps
USGS NHD data.
(W] USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.
[l U.5. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name; _"'eman & Jonesboro Quadrangle; ORM2 Maps |

[] Matural Resources Conservation Service Soll Survey. Citation:

[[] mational wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name:
Il Statellocal wetland inventory map(s):
(] FEMA/FIRM maps: .
[ ] 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: {Mational Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1928)
Photographs: [ll] Aerial (Name & Date): Google Earth various dales

or [[] Other (Name & Date):
|:| Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter;
[} Other information (please specify):

IMPORTANT NOTE: n this form has not necessaril
beean fi he Corps and should not he relled upon for later jurisdictional
determinations.

A—»W%M/ ( ]é ﬁzéé“gg 9/507
Signature and date of Signature and date of
Regulatory staff member person requesting PJD
completing PJD (REQUIRED, unless abtaining

the signature is impracticable)’

! Districts may establish bmaframes for requestor to return signed PJD forms. I the reguestor does not respaond
within the established time frame, the distict may presumea concurrence and no additional follow up &
necassary pior to inalizing an action
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Bowlby & Associates, I@

S04 Autumn Springs Court, #11
Frankllm, Tannessass 37067-5278
(&1a) T71-3006, Fax (&15) 771-3406
cpathong@ib owibyass oclales. com

October 12, 2017

bAr. Tim Alexander, Project Manger
Fisher Amiold

8180 Crestwryn Hills Drive

hemphis, TH 38125

Cear Mr. Alexander:

Subject: Soreening Level Noise Analysis
Highway 49/Parker Road Intersection Improvements
lonesboro, Arkansas
ARDOT lob # 100879

As directed by Arkansaz Department of Transportation Environmental Division staff we hawe
conducted 3 screening level noise analysis on the Highway 49/Parker Road Intersection
Innprovements project. This letter serves as our reporting on that analysis.

Fundamentals of Sound and Noise

"Moise” is defined as an unwanted sound. Sounds are described as noise if they interfere with
a&n activity or disturb the person hearing them. Sound is measured in a logarithmic wnit called 3
decibel [dB). The human ear is more sensitive to middle and high frequency sounds than it is to
lowe frequency sounds, s sound levels are weighted to more closely reflect human perceptions.
These "A-weighted” sounds are measured using the decibel unit dB{A). Because the dB(A) is
based on a logarithmic scale, 3 10 dB(A) increase in sound level is generally perceived as twice as
lowd while a 3 dB{A] increase is just barely perceptible to the human ear.

Sound levels fluctuate with time depending on the sources of the sound audible at a specific
location. In addition, the degree of annoyance assooated with certain sounds varies by time of
day, depending on octher ambient sounds affecting the listener and the activities of the listener.
The time-vanying fluctuations in scund levels at a fixed location can be quite complex, so they are
typically reported wsing statistical or mathematical descriptors that are a function of sound
intensity and time. A commonly used descriptor of the equivalent scund level is Leg, which
represents the eguivalent of a steady, unvarying level over a defined period of time containing
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the same level of sound energy as the time varying noise environment. Leg(h) is a sound level
averaged over one hour. For highway projects, the Leg(h) is commonly used to describe traffic-
generated sound levels at locations of outdoor human use and activity (such as residencas).

Noise Impaoct Criteria

Traffic noise impacts take place when the predicted traffic noise levels approach or exceed the
noize abatement standard, or when the predicted traffic noize levels exceed the existing noise
level by ten dB(A) (decibels on the A-scale]. The noise abatement standard of 67 dB{A) is used
for sensitive noise receptors such as residences [Activity Category B), and exterior frequent
human use areas near schools, churches, parks and cemeteries [Activity Category C). The noise
abatement standard of 72 dB[A) is used for sensitive commercial noise receptors, such as outdoor
seating areas of restaurants or office buildings. The term “approach” is considered to be one
dB{A] less than the noise abatement standard.

Traffic noise analyses

Thiz Type | project of roadway improvements includes adding a third northbound throush lane
on Highway 43, beginning approximatehy 300 feet south of Parker Road and terminating in a
dedicated right turn lane at the Interstate 555 {I-355) southbound ramp terminal. A second
eastbound left turn lane will be added to Parker Road. A second southbound left-turn lane will
be added on Highway 43. The westbound thru and left-turn movements on Parker Road will be
separated. Fimally, a second eastbound trawvel lame on Parker Road between Highway 49 and
Highway 141 will be added. This report contains a “Soreening Level” traffic noise analysis utilizing
the Federal Highway Administration's Traffic Moise Model 2.5 (TNM)], proposed roadway
imformation, and projected traffic volumes for 2040,

Traffic noise analyses were performed for the project utilizing THM to caloulate traffic noise levels
from the proposed 6-lane cross-section of Highway 4% and the proposed 3-lame cross-section of
Parker Road. The 6-lane section of Highway 49 consisted of five 11-foot paved travel lanes, thres
northbownd and two southbound, with one 11-foot center tum lane. The 3-lane section of Parker
Road consisted of two 11-foot paved travel lanes eastbound with one 11-foot paved travel lane
westbound. The Parker Road THM run also contained the 4-lane cross section of 1-555. An armay
of receivers was placed at 10-foot intervals away from Highway 4% and Farker Road to determine
the approximate distance from the proposed edge of roadway pavement (EOP) to the 65 dB(A)
traffic noise level. The model assumed an at-grade condition, no intervening buildings, and a
"grass" default ground type.

The design spesd of 45 mph was used for Highway 49, The posted speed of 40 mph was used for
Parker Road, and the posted speed of 65 mph was used for [-555.
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Effects of Project

The traffic noise predictions for the project resulted in the following distances to impact for
Category B and C land uses:

®* 130 feet from Highway 45
* 135 feet from Parker Road (this distance includes the traffic noise from 1-555)

There is one single family residence within 130 feet of Highway 49. There are two single family
residences within 135 feet of Parker Road. Traffic noize from 1555 is 3 major contributor to the

noise environment along Parker Road. The distance to & predicted impact from [-555 alone is
155 feet fromn Parker Road.

Im summary, our analysis predicted three single family residences as impacted by the project.
Traffic Noise Abotement

Since moise impacts are expected to result from the project, noise abatement may be needed.
Based upon ARDOT's Palicy on Highway Traffic Noize Abatement, it is generally not feasible to
provide noise abatement on non-access controlled roadways. The need to provide access to the
roadway from adjacent properties may reguire further noise abatement analysis.

To avoid noise levels in excess of impact lewels, any future receptors should be located a
minimum of 10 feet beyond the predicted distance to noise impact is projected to cocur. This
distance should be used as a general guide and not a specific rule since the noise will vary
depending upon the roadway grades and other noise contributions.

Any excessive project noise, due to construction operations, should be of short duration and hawve
a minimum adverse effect on land uses or activities associated with this project area.

Im compliance with Federal guidelines, a copy of this analysis will be transmitted to the East
Arkamsas Planning and Development District for possible use in present and future land use
planning.
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CITY OF JONESBORO
CITIZEN COMMENT FORM - SUMMARY

AHTD JOB NUMBER 100879
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS FOR HIGHWAY 49 AT PARKER ROAD
CRAIGHEAD COUNTY

LOCATION:
MUNICIPAL CENTER
MAIN LOBBY
4:00 - 7:00 P.M.
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2017

Yes Mo
6 0 Do you feel there is a need for the intersection improvements at the intersection of the
Highway 49 at Parker Road?
Comment (optional).

6 0 Do you feel that the proposed design presented at this meeting will improve the traffic
flow through the area? Please explain.

0 6 Do you know of any envirommental constraints, such as endangered species, hazardous
waste sites, existing or former landfills, or parks and public lands in the vicinity of the
project? Please note and discuss with City of Jonesboro staff.

Do you have any concerns related to the proposed design (e.g. change in access, etc.) or
4 2 suggestions for additions/modifications?
Comments:

Yes — Consider better lane marking for southbound traffic traveling left

Yes—  When traveling west on Parker Rd between 1B and 49, many times it's difficult to turn left to
access Sonic, Home Depot, 17 Care, etc. This leads to people sitting at a total stand still in that
narthern most lane with traffic approaching them from behind.

4 Do you feel that the proposed design will result in any impacts (Beneficial or Adverse)
on your property and/or community (e.g. economic, environmental, social, etc )? Pleass
explain.

Comments:
Beneficial
Mot Sure

Beneficial — Allows better safe traffic flow for emergency vehicles

Siv [6) Comment forms returned.
Twenty-six (26) attendees.

Mote:

- Some comment forms were not marked yes or no
- A comment form regarding the entire project is attached






Yes No
D l___] Do you have any cancerns related to the proposed design (e.g. change in access, etc.) or
suggestions for additions/modifications?

D D Do you feel that the proposed design will result in any impacts (Beneficial or Adverse)
on your property and/or community (e.g. economic, environmental, social, etc.}? Please
explain,

It is often necessary for the City of Jonesboro to contact property owners along potential routes, If you
are a property owner along or adjacent to the route under consideration, please provide information
below. Thank you.

Name : (Please Print)

Address: Phone: ( ) -

E-mail:

Please make additional comments here.






















CITY OF JONESBORO

CITIZEN COMMENT FORM

AHTD JOB NUMBER 100879
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS FOR HIGHWAY 49 AT PARKER ROAD
CRAIGHEAD COUNTY

LOCATION:
MUNICIPAL CENTER
MAIN LOBBY
4:00 -7:00 P.M.
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2017

Make your comments on this form and leave it with City of Jonesboro personnel at the meeting or mail
it within 15 days to: City of Jonesboro, Engineering Department, P.O. Box 1845, Joneshoro, AR 72403 or
Emazil; clight@jonesbhoro.org.

Yes No

D Do you feel there is a need for the intersection improvements at the intersection of the
Highway 49 at Parker Road?

Comment (optional).

[E/ D Do you feel that the proposed design presented at this meeting will improve the traffic
flow through the area? Please explain.

D B/ Do you know of any environmental constraints, such as endangered species, hazardous
waste sites, existing or former landfills, or parks and public lands in the vicinity of the
project? Please note and discuss with City of Jonesboro staff.

{Continued on back)



Yes No
D g Do you have any concerns related to the proposed design (e.g. change in access, etc.) or
suggestions for additions/modifications?

Q/[:] Do you feel that the proposed design will result in any impacts r Adverse)
social, etc.)? Please

on your property and/or community (e.g. economic, environmental,
explain,

It is often necessary for the City of Jonesboro to contact property owners along potential routes. If you
are a property owner along or adjacent to the route under consideration, please provide information
below. Thank you.

Name : {Please Print)

Address: Phone: ( ) -

E-mail:

Please make additional comments here.




CITY OF JONESBORO

CITIZEN COMMENT FORM

AHTD JOB NUMBER 100879

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS FOR HIGHWAY 49 AT PARKER ROAD

CRAIGHEAD COUNTY

LOCATION: .
MUNICIPAL CENTER
MAIN LOBBY
4:00 —7:00 P.M.
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2017

+Make your.comments-on this form and leave it witﬁ City of Jonesbaro personnel at the meet'ing or mail.

. ft within 15 days to: City of lonesboro, Engineering Department, P.O. Box 1845, lonesboro, AR 72403 or
Email: clight@jonesboro.org,

Ye

No
A
M O

=N

Do you feel there is @ neéd for the intersection lmprovements at the intersection of the
Highway 49 at Parker Road?
Comment {optional).

Do you feel that the proposed design presented at this meeting will improve the traffic
flow through the area? Please explain. _ See ¢£¢¢rzg J i"wj

Do you know of any environmental constraints, such as endangered species, hazardous
waste sites, existing or former landfills, or parks and public lands in the vicinity of the
project? Please note and discuss with City of Joneshoro staff.

[Continued on back)



Yes No

A

Do you have any concerns related to the proposed design (e.g. change in access, etc.) or
suggestions for additions/modifications? J&AMLJ < g;‘f

Do you feel that the proposed design will result in any impacts {Beneficlal or Adverse)

on your property and/or gpmmunity (e/.f. economic, environmental, social, etc.)? Please
explain. __ JS@= 4%&4 < ﬁ

It is often necessary forthe City of Jongsbare to contact prop'erty owners along potential routes. If you
.are'a property owneralong or adjaceiat to the route under consideration, please provide information
below. Thank you. '

Name : (Please Frint)
Address: - } Phone: ( ) -
E-mail:

Please make additional comments here.







APPENDIX E

Roadway Design Request Form



Date Sent: April 19, 2019

ROADWAY DESIGN REQUEST

Job Number 100879 FAP No. NHPP-9227(67)

County _Craighead

Job Name Hwy49/Parker Rd. Inters. Impvts. (Jonesboro) (S)

T. Alexander/ K.
Jason MacDonald, P.E. Environmental Staff Clancy
Widen a segment of Highway 49 and improve the Highway 49 Parker

Design Engineer

Brief Project Description Rd intersection

A. Existing Conditions:
Highway 49, north of Parker Road intersection

Roadway Width: 70’

Number of Lanes and Width: 6 (4x12’
2x11)

Sidewalks? No Location:

Bike Lanes? No Location:

Highway 49, south of Parker Road intersection

Roadway Width: 57

Number of Lanes and Width: 5 (3x11’,
2x12)

Sidewalks? No Location:

Bike Lanes? No Location:

Parker Road, west of the Highway 49 intersection

Roadway Width: 32

Number of Lanes and Width: 3X 11
Sidewalks? No Location:
Bike Lanes? No Location:

Parker Road, east of the Highway 49 intersection

Roadway Width: 36

Number of Lanes and Width: 3 X12’
Sidewalks? No Location:
Bike No Location:
Lanes?

B. Proposed Conditions:
Highway 49, north of Parker Road intersection

Roadway Width: 94’

Number of Lanes and Width: 8 (6x12’,
2119

Sidewalks? No Location:

Bike Lanes? No Location:

Shoulder Type/Width:

Existing Right-of-Way:

Width:

Width:

Shoulder Type/Nidth:

Existing Right-of-Way:

Width:

Width:

Shoulder Type/Width:
Existing Right-of-Way
(North of CL wiin 1555 ROW):
Width:

Width:

Shoulder TypeA\idth:
Existing Right-of-Way
(North of CL wiin 1555 ROW):
Width:

Width:

Shoulder TypeANidth:

Proposed Right-of-\Way:

Width:

Width:

Open’

Joined by 1555 ROW

Curbed

130°

Open

70’ South of CL

Open

60’ South of CL

Open &

Joined by 1555 ROW




Highway 49, south of Parker Road intersection

Roadway Width: 90’ Shoulder Type/Width: Curb 8

Number of Lanes and Width: 8 (6x11° Proposed Right-of-Way: 165’
2x12)

Sidewalks? Yes’ . Both Width: 5’
Location: _.

sides
Bike Lanes? No Location: Width:
Parker Road, west of the Highway 49 intersection
Roadway Width: 57’ Shoulder Type/Width: Curb 8’

Number of Lanes and Width: 5 (3x11’,  Proposed Right-of-Way 70’ South of CL
2X12) (North of CL wiin I555 Row):

Sidewalks? Yes . Both Width: 5’
Location: .
sides
Bike Lanes? No Location: Width:
Parker Road, east of the Highway 49 intersection
Roadway Width: 70’ Shoulder Type/Width: Open &
Number of Lanes and Width: 6 Proposed Right-of-Way 70" South of CL
(4x12’, (North of CL wiin 1555 Row):
2x11)
Sidewalks? No Location: Width:
Bike Lanes? No Location: Width:
C. Construction Information:
If detour:  VWhere: No detour Length:  No detour
D. Design Traffic Data:
2020 ADT: 23,050 2040 ADT: 32,066 % Trucks: 7
Design Speed: 40 m.p.h. Hwy 49
Design Speed: 35 m.p.h. Parker Rd

E. Approximate total length of project: Highway49 - 0.267 mile(s)
Parker Rd - 0.554  mile(s)

F. Justification for proposed improvements:  To improve capacity, improve the current level of
service and accommodate future traffic growth.

G. Total Relocatees: 0 Residences: 0 Businesses: 0

H. Have you coordinated with any outside agencies (e.g., FHWA, City, County, etc.)? Yes

Agency/Official Person Contacted Date
Arkansas Historic Preservation
Program Tim Dodson July 11, 2017
USFWS Melvin Tobin July 17, 2017
ADEQ Lazendra Hairston August 9/2017
USACE Roger Allan August 24, 2017






