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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) ElI Paso District is proposing improvements to
Interstate Highway (I) I-10, I-110, United States Highway (US) 54, and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border
Highway) between Yandell Drive and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) in El Paso County,
Texas. In accordance with 23 CFR §771.111(f), the logical termini of the project have been defined as
Yandell Drive and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway). The proposed project would not
predetermine or preclude future work on |-10, 1-110, US 54, or Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border
Highway); therefore, it has been determined that the project has independent utility. The purpose of
this Environmental Assessment (EA) is to study the potential environmental consequences of the
proposed project and determine whether such consequences warrant preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). The EA has been prepared to comply with TxDOT’s environmental review rules
and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The EA will be made available for public review and
TxDOT will consider all comments submitted. If TxDOT determines there are no significant adverse
effects, a finding of no significant impact (FONSI) will be issued and made available to the public.
Project location maps are provided as Figures 1 and 2 in Appendix A. Figures 3.1 through 3.5 provide
existing and proposed typical sections. The engineering schematic and layout of the proposed project
are included in Appendix G. Representative photographs of the project area are included in
Appendix D.

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
21 Existing Facility

The existing facility within the project limits consists of the 1-10, I-110, US 54, US 62 (Paisano Drive),
and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) facilities, as well as eight existing interchanges. Within
the project limits, I-10 is an east-west divided facility, with eastbound lanes varying between three and
five lanes and westbound lanes varying between four and six lanes. The existing I-110 is a horth-south
divided facility that varies between two and three lanes in both directions. (Because I-110 is a spur
route for I-10 which transverses east-west, I-110 is referred to as an east-west route. Therefore,
reference to “westbound” I-110 is actually southbound and “eastbound” I-110 is northbound.) US 54
is a north-south divided facility that varies between two and three lanes in each direction within the
project limits. US 62 (Paisano Drive) is an east-west facility that generally consists of three travel lanes
in each direction. Within the project limits, US 62 (Paisano Drive) is a divided facility west of US 54,
transitioning to signalized intersections and left-turn bays as traffic travels east. Loop 375 (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway) is an east-west divided facility that varies between two and three lanes in
each direction.

The eight existing interchanges consist of: one four level interchange at I-10/1-110/US 54; one three
level interchange at I-110/US 62; one direct-access interchange at US 54/Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez
Border Highway); three diamond interchanges at US 54/US 62 (Paisano Drive), I-10/Copia Street, and
[-10/Raynolds; and two half-diamond interchanges at US 54/E. Yandell Drive and US 54/Montana.

Currently, there is no direct connection to facilitate travel between |-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez
Border Highway) with the exception of the existing loop ramp that connects northbound US 54 to
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westbound I-10. Traffic must utilize 1-110, US 62 (Paisano Drive), US 54, and various city streets in
order to connect to and from I-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway), as described below:

o Traffic traveling eastbound along [-10 wishing to access eastbound Loop 375 (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway) must exit to I-110, take the ramp to US 62 (Paisano Drive), travel
east along US 62 (Paisano Drive), turn right onto the Gateway South Boulevard, and enter
from the ramp onto Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) eastbound.

o Alternately, traffic traveling eastbound along Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway)
wishing to access eastbound I-10 must travel to northbound US 54, exit to I-10 westbound,
utilize Copia Street to access the |-10 eastbound frontage road, and take the eastbound I-
10 ramp.

o Traffic traveling westbound along I-10 wishing to access westbound Loop 375 (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway) must exit to Raynolds Street, travel north along Raynolds, turn left
onto Yandell Drive, travel west along Yandell, turn left onto Gateway South Boulevard, and
enter US 54. Once on US 54, traffic can access westbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border
Highway).

To access the Bridge of the Americas Port of Entry (POE) from I-10, traffic currently exits southbound
onto I-110. Traffic can either utilize 1-110 to access the POE directly, exit I-110 onto US 62 (Paisano
Drive) and utilize the US 62 (Paisano Drive)/I-110 interchange, or utilize local surface streets in the
neighborhood northwest of the POE to access the US 62 (Paisano Drive)/I-110 interchange.
Many vehicles chose to access the POE using US 62 (Paisano Drive) in an effort to jump the queue
(a.k.a., traffic line) on 1-110.

2.2 Proposed Project

In order to improve connections to and from |-10 and address queuing and congestion associated with
the POE, the proposed project would construct or modify six direct connectors between [-10 and
various other highways and one direct connector from US 54 to I-110, and would reconfigure the I-
110/US 62 (Paisano Drive) interchange.

The six I-10 direct connectors are:

e FEastbound I-10 to Southbound US 54 Direct Connector

This connection facilitates movement from eastbound 1-10 to eastbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez
Border Highway) via US 54, and includes the widening of US 54 mainlanes as well as utilizing the
eastbound I-10 to westbound I-110 direct connector.

e Eastbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) to Eastbound I-10 Direct Connector

This connection facilitates movement from eastbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) to
eastbound I-10, and includes the widening of the existing eastbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border
Highway) to northbound US 54 direct connector and this connection also ties into the existing
eastbound I-110 overpass.
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e Westbound I-10 to Southbound US 54 Direct Connector

This connection facilitates movement from westbound |-10 to westbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez
Border Highway) via US 54.

e Southbound US 54 to Westbound I-110 Direct Connector

This connection facilitates movement from southbound US 54 to westbound I-110, and eventually on
to the POE. The proposed connection moves the existing direct connector from south of the I-10/US
54 interchange to north of that interchange. Further, the proposed entrance to the direct connector
will now be an optional exit from the southbound US 54 to eastbound I-10 direct connector, and would
require widening of the existing southbound US 54 direct connector.

e Eastbound I-10 to Westbound I-110 Direct Connector

This connection facilitates movement from eastbound I-10 to the POE. The improvement requires
widening of the existing eastbound I-10 to northbound US 54 direct connector, in order to provide a
separate lane for traffic traveling to the POE via I-110.

e Westbound I-10 to Westbound I-110 Direct Connector

This connection facilitates movement from westbound [-10 to the POE, and it involves the
reconstruction of a portion of existing bridge structure.

These improvements would provide users direct routes from 1-10 to both Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez
Border Highway) and the POE that currently do not exist. In addition to these direct connectors, the
proposed project would reconfigure the existing three-level interchange at I-110 and US 62 (Paisano
Drive) by removing a level and removing all existing connections from US 62 (Paisano Drive) to I-110
and the POE. This reconfigured interchange would also include enhanced pedestrian facilities and
improved accessibility for the Findley Avenue community. As part of the proposed project, access from
Stevens Street to I-110 and the US 62 (Paisano Drive) interchange would also be removed. The
removal of the US 62 (Paisano Drive) and Stevens Street access points is intended to relieve traffic
congestion associated with the POE on local surface streets.

Along with these improvements, the proposed project would also include reconfiguring some of the
merging lanes along 1-110 and US 54. The proposed improvements would require 0.14 acre of
additional right-of-way and approximately 0.81 acre of temporary construction easements. The project
would require the removal of some existing bridge columns, including some with murals. TxDOT has
and will continue to coordinate with interested community members about potential impacts to murals
and opportunities for additional murals in the future. (See Section 5.6 Community Impacts for more
details.)

In accordance with 23 CFR §771.111(f), the logical termini of the project have been defined as Yandell
Drive to Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway). The proposed project would not predetermine or
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preclude future work in the project area; therefore, it has been determined that the project has
independent utility.

The proposed project is consistent with the El Paso Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)’'s
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) Amended Horizon 2040, adopted in October 2013 and
updated in April 2017, and the 2017-2020 State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP), amended
in April 2017 (Appendix B). The proposed project would be funded with state and federal funds for a
total projected cost of $108,263,792.

3.0 PURPOSE AND NEED
3.1 Need

The proposed project is needed due to:

1) lack of direct connection between I-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway),

2) substantial congestion and queuing due to the proximity of I-110 access points to the POE,
and

3) increased travel demand in the project area, particularly at the POE.

As described in detail in Section 2.1 Existing Facility, there is currently a lack of direct connections
between |-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway), and traffic must utilize 1-110, US 62
(Paisano Drive), and US 54 in order to make that connection. I-10 between N. Luna Street and
Raynolds Street is a heavily traveled east-west corridor and a major connector that serves statewide
and regional traffic as well as traffic within the City of El Paso. I-110 is a congested highway carrying
traffic between the United States and Mexico which facilitates the daily transportation of workers and
significant trade between nations. Existing demand and future growth are expected to increase
congestion and delays.

3.2 Supporting Facts and/or Data

According to projections, travel demand will only continue to increase as traffic volumes are expected
to rise over 31 percent within the next 20 years. Projected annual average daily traffic (AADT) volumes
provided by Traffic Planning and Programming (TP&P) in the years 2022 and 2042 are shown in
Table 1.

Table 1. No-Build Annual Average Daily Traffic

Facility Location 2022 AADT 2042 AADT
I-110 No-Build At Bridge of the Americas 40,500 53,200
. Between US 62 (Paisano Drive)

I-110/US 54 No-Build and SH 20 55,700 73,000
US 54 No-Build North of I-10 129,000 169,500
US 62 (Paisano Drive) No-Build West of I-110 18,700 24,500
US 62 (Paisano Drive) No-Build East of US 54 20,300 26,700
Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border

Highway) No-Build West of US 54 21,000 27,600
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Table 1. No-Build Annual Average Daily Traffic
Facility Location 2022 AADT | 2042 AADT

Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border
Highway) No-Build
Source: TP&P, 2016

East of US 54 42,100 55,300

According to the I-10 Interstate Access Justification Report (April 2018), the current annual hours of
expected delay within the corridor during the PM peak hour is approximately 262,000 hours and is
expected to increase to 1,612,000 hours in the year 2042. This results in a 515 percent increase in
annual hours of delay in the PM peak hour. This exponential increase in delay and congestion is
primarily due to the effect of the queuing at the POE that backs up traffic toward I-10. Traffic models
indicate that in the year 2042 queuing from the POE is expected to extend beyond the existing I-10/I-
110 Direct Connectors to the I-10 Eastbound/US 54 Northbound and 1-10 Westbound/US 54
Northbound direct connectors and ultimately to the I-10 mainlanes. Southbound US 54 mainlane
congestion is expected to extend more than two miles north of the existing access point to I-110.

3.3 Purpose

The purpose of the proposed project (the Build Alternative) is to reduce congestion along 1-110, US 54,
and US 62 (Paisano Drive) caused by queuing from the POE and thereby improve connections between
[-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway).

4.0 ALTERNATIVES
4.1 Build Alternative

The Build Alternative (Alternative 9), as described in Section 2.2, would provide new connections
between I-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway), adjust existing connections, and improve
the 1-110 and US 62 (Paisano Drive) intersection. The Build Alternative would meet the need and
purpose of the project by reducing congestion along I-110, US 54, and US 62 (Paisano Drive) caused
by queuing from the POE and improving connections between I-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border
Highway).

4.2 No-Build Alternative

Under the No-Build Alternative, the existing facilities would operate as they currently do and normal
maintenance activities would continue. There would be no substantial adverse environmental impacts
associated with this alternative. However, the No-Build Alternative would not reduce congestion or
improve connections; therefore, it would not address the need and purpose of the proposed project.
The Build Alternative is the preferred alternative; however, the No-Build Alternative is carried forward
in this EA to provide a baseline for comparison to the Build Alternative.

4.3 Alternatives Evaluation

The alternatives analysis utilized three screening steps to evaluate alternatives, ultimately resulting in
the identification of a Recommended Preferred Alternative, or the “Build Alternative.” As part of this
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alternative screening process, multiple Project Workgroup (PWG) meetings comprised of state/local
officials and area stakeholders were held. Furthermore, three public meetings were conducted to
provide project information and solicit additional public feedback. Feedback from the PWG and public
was evaluated and considered while refining alternatives.

Conceptual Alternatives Analysis

Prior to the development of alternatives, options and variations of each potential connection in the
study area were considered. Eight alternatives were developed by combining these various
connections to form a complete project. The alternatives were categorized into three types based on
their characteristics: direct connectors, slip ramps and combination alternatives. These conceptual
alternatives were presented to the PWG for feedback.

In response to the feedback received, refinements were made to the existing eight Conceptual
Alternatives and three additional Conceptual Alternatives were developed to specifically avoid the
Lincoln Center Building, resulting in a total of 11 conceptual alternatives. These alternatives, including
the No-Build Alternative, were analyzed and evaluated using a qualitative alternatives evaluation
matrix. This matrix compared the 11 alternatives on three primary criteria: traffic mobility, engineering
and potential environmental impacts. The results of this qualitative Alternatives Evaluation Matrix can
be viewed in Appendix C.

Viable Alternatives Analysis

As a result of the alternatives evaluation, one direct connector, one slip ramp, and two “combination”
alternatives were recommended to be carried forward into the next screening step. These alternatives
included alternatives 1, 5, 9, and 11. This recommendation and the alternatives analysis process were
presented to the PWG and to the public in Public Meeting #1.

Refinements were made to the alternatives based on engineering judgment and public feedback,
including a refinement to the 1-110 and US 62 (Paisano Drive) interchange which was included as part
of all of the viable alternatives. This proposed improvement was included in order to address the
public’'s concern regarding truck traffic and congestion from the POE affecting adjacent neighborhoods
and queuing on US 62 (Paisano Drive).

Alternative 1

This alternative provides the three desired connections (eastbound Loop 375 [Cesar Chavez Border
Highway] to eastbound I-10, eastbound |-10 to eastbound Loop 375 [Cesar Chavez Border Highway],
and westbound |-10 to westbound Loop 375 [Cesar Chavez Border Highway]) with three long single
lane elevated direct connectors (on structure). US 62 (Paisano Drive) access to I-110 was removed,
and no new weaving sections or difficult merges were created in Alternative 1. The AM Peak Period
simulation for this alternative showed very little queuing and congestion. The PM Peak Period
simulation for this alternative showed significant congestion on the southbound US 54 to westbound
I-10 direct connector, and queues from the POE spilling back past the merge point of the southbound
US 54 to westbound I-110 ramp.
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Alternative 5

Alternative 5 provides the two |-10 to Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) connections by first
tying into southbound US 54, which continues on to eastbound and westbound Loop 375 (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway). A single lane elevated direct connector (on structure) connects eastbound
Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) to eastbound I-10. US 62 (Paisano Drive) access to I-110
was removed in Alternative 5. One new weaving section is introduced along southbound US 54
between where the eastbound I-10 to southbound US 54 direct connector ties into southbound US 54
and where the southbound US 54 to westbound I-110 ramp diverges from southbound US 54. The AM
Peak Period simulation for this alternative showed queuing on the southbound frontage road to
southbound US 54 ramp in the I-10/US 54 interchange and on the US 62 (Paisano Drive) exit ramp
from westbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) (queues spill back from the signalized
intersection). The PM Peak Period simulation for this alternative showed significant congestion on
southbound US 54 from just north of the I-10/US 54 interchange to the US 62 (Paisano Drive) exit
ramp. This may be due to the queue spilling back from the POE to the diverge point of the southbound
US 54 to westbound I-110 ramp. Congestion on southbound US 54 also causes a small queue to form
on the westbound I-10 to southbound US 54 direct connector.

Alternative 9

Alternative 9 provides the two |-10 to Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) connections by first
tying into southbound US 54, which continues on to eastbound and westbound Loop 375 (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway). A single lane elevated direct connector (on structure) connects eastbound
Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) to eastbound I-10. US 62 (Paisano Drive) access to I-110
was removed in Alternative 9. Access to westbound I-110 was streamlined in this alternative. The
existing southbound US 54 access to westbound I-110 was removed and replaced by a direct
connector which was added to the I-10/US 54 interchange. This access was moved north to prevent
gueues beginning at the POE from spilling back to and congesting the southbound US 54 main lanes.
The proposed collector-distributor that becomes westbound [-110 begins at the south end of the I-
10/US 54 interchange, where direct connectors from eastbound I-10, westbound I-10 and southbound
US 54 merge together. No new weaving section or difficult merges were created in Alternative 9. The
AM Peak Period simulation for this alternative showed queuing on the US 62 (Paisano Drive) exit ramp
from westbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) (queues spill back from the signalized
intersection). The PM Peak Period simulation for this alternative showed queues on westbound 1-110
from the POE spilling back just past the US 62 (Paisano Drive) overpass. This was by far the least
spillback from the POE during the PM Peak Period among the four viable alternatives.

Alternative 11

This alternative provides the two I-10 to Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) connections by first
tying into westbound I-110 and then providing a ramp between westbound I-110 and southbound US
54. Asingle lane elevated direct connector (on structure) connects eastbound Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez
Border Highway) to eastbound I-10. US 62 (Paisano Drive) access to I-110 was removed in Alternative
11. One new weaving section is introduced along westbound I-110 between where the eastbound I-
10 to westbound I-110 direct connector ties into westbound 1-110 and where the westbound 1-110 to
southbound US 54 ramp diverges from westbound I-110. The AM Peak Period simulation for this
alternative showed significant congestion along southbound US 54 between where the US 62 (Paisano
Drive) exit ramp diverges from southbound US 54 to Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway). The
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PM Peak Period simulation for this alternative showed significant congestion along the collector-
distributor that leads to the southbound US 54 to westbound I-10 direct connector. Queues beginning
at the POE spill back onto the southbound US 54 to westbound I-110 ramp and onto the westbound I-
110 collector-distributor.

A Viable Alternatives Evaluation Matrix was developed and used to identify the Recommended
Preferred Alternative. To ensure that the Recommended Preferred Alternative met the purpose, need,
and goals and objectives of the project, the following evaluation criteria were defined:

e Added Connectivity

e Ease of Congestion/Improved Mobility

e Improved Queuing at Port-of-Entry

e Improved Mobility during planned I-10 Reconstruction
e Maximizing Existing Assets

e Minimize Impacts to the Environment

e Engineering/Safety Considerations

The results of the viable alternatives evaluation revealed that each alternative fared better in different
criteria. The results from the Viable Alternatives Evaluation can be viewed in Appendix C. Insert 1
provides a summary of these results. Each goal and objective was rated on a scale 0-5, with O being
worst and 5 being best.

Insert 1 Alternatives Evaluation Summary

-
- wn (<)} -
[} (] (] (]
2 2 2 2
© = - - -
b © © [} ©
3 = = = £
5 3 2 s 2
Overall Scoring Criteria 2 < = = =
Goals & Objectives
<% | Add connectivity (0-5, 5 = Best) 0 4 1 5 3
Ease Congestion/Improve Mobility in the Study Area (0-5, 5 = Best) 1 4 3 5 5
Improve queuing impacts approaching the Port of Entry (0-5, 5 = Best) 1 3 3 5 4
.:,1’;"‘ Minimize impacts to the environment (0-5, 5 = Best) 5 3 4 3 4
Improve mobility during planned I-10 reconstruction projects (0-5, 5 = Best) 0 4 3 5 4
3‘ Maximize existing assets (minimize reconstruction) (0-5, 5 = Best) 5 2 4 3 4
3 Engineering/Safety Considerations (0-5, 5 = Best) 3 4 3 4 2
Goals & Objectives Summary 15 24 21 30 26

As shown in Insert 1, the No-Build Alternative performed the worst, followed by Alternatives 5 and 1.
Alternative 11 performed moderately well, but scored low in Engineer/Safety Considerations due to its
reduced weaving sections. Overall, Alternative 9 solved all of the mobility issues for the 2042 design
year while providing the safest facility when compared to the others. These results were presented to
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the PWG and shown to the public in Public Meeting #2. A majority of the comments from the second
public meeting were focused on the public favoring Alternative 11 due to the minimal impacts to the
environment, specifically the amphitheater near the Lincoln Center Building. The design team
assessed these comments and began to review the Direct Connector in Alternative 9, which spanned
the Lincoln Center amphitheater. Alternative 9 was identified as the recommended preferred
alternative and the design team was able to adjust the alignment to avoid the amphitheater.

5.0  AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

In support of this EA, the following technical reports were prepared:

e Community Impacts Assessment Form

e Archeological Background Study

e Biological Evaluation Form/Tier 1 Site Assessment Form
e Hazardous Materials Initial Site Assessment (ISA)

e Project Coordination Request (PCR) for Historical Studies Form
e Historic Resources Research Design

e Historic Resources Survey Report (HRSR)

o Traffic Noise Analysis Technical Report

e Indirect and Cumulative Impacts Report

e Documentation of Workgroup Meetings

e Documentation of Public Meetings

These technical reports, maps showing the project location and design, and other information
regarding the project are on file and available for inspection Monday through Friday between the hours
of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. at the TxDOT EI Paso District Office at 13301 Gateway Boulevard West, El
Paso, TX 79928.

5.1 Right-of-Way/Potential Displacements

The Build Alternative would require approximately 0.14 acre of additional right-of-way and 0.81 acre
of temporary construction easements. The proposed right-of-way and easements could require that
one commercial building, located at 3931 Frutas Avenue, would potentially be displaced. The building
is not known to be currently occupied and the use of the structure is not apparent from field
observations or internet research. Right-of-way acquisition and relocation would be conducted in
accordance with the Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970.

The No-Build Alternative would not require the acquisition of right-of-way or relocations.

5.2 Land Use

The project is located in south-central El Paso near the international border with Mexico. Land use
adjacent to the proposed project is urban and includes residential, commercial, light industrial, and
recreational properties. Lincoln Park, Chamizal National Memorial Park, Concordia Cemetery, Temple
Mt. Sinai Cemetery, B’nai Zion Cemetery, Evergreen Cemetery, St. Francis Xavier Church, Zavala
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Elementary, the El Paso Zoo, and the Bridge of the Americas POE are located within or near the project
area. (Appendix D provides representative photographs of the project area.) Figures 4.1 and 4.2 from
the Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form in Appendix F provide an overview of the
proposed project and adjacent land use, businesses, and community features.

The proposed project is an existing transportation corridor and the proposed improvements are
primarily limited to the existing right-of-way; therefore, the Build Alternative is not expected to result in
direct or indirect changes to land use in the project area.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in changes to land use.

5.3 Farmlands

Coordination with the National Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) for the Farmland Protection
Policy Act (FPPA) would not be required for the Build Alternative because the project is not located in
areas mapped as prime, unique, statewide or locally important by the NRCS Web Soil Survey or Census
Bureau.

The No-Build Alternative would not require coordination with the NRCS.

54 Utility/Emergency Services

Several utilities (including gas, electric, sewer, and water mains) are located adjacent to the project.
Adjustment or relocation of these and other utilities would be necessary and would be handled so that
no substantial interruption in service would occur.

The Build Alternative is not expected to result in an increase in response time of emergency services
in the project area. Temporary detours and changes in access would occur during construction;
however, access to adjacent neighborhoods would be maintained throughout the construction phase
of the project. TXDOT will coordinate with the El Paso Fire Department and emergency services as
necessary during construction to avoid delays in service and response times during the construction
phase and after project completion. In an effort to improve emergency access, the proposed design
includes an access gate from I-110 to San Antonio Road that will restrict access to only emergency
vehicles. In addition, the center barrier along 1-110 will also include an access gate for emergency
vehicle use.

The No-Build Alternative would not impact existing utilities. Existing congestion is expected to increase
under the No-Build Alternative due to projected traffic increases; therefore, emergency response time
could increase under this alternative.

55 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

The proposed project is primarily centered around improvements to the interstate and highway system,
which does not impact pedestrians or cyclists as there are no pedestrian or bicycle facilities along the
existing highway or interstate facilities. The proposed project would include improved pedestrian
facilities at the US 62 (Paisano Drive) and |-110 interchange, such as crosswalks. An existing
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pedestrian bridge crossing 1-110, which provides access to Zavala Elementary School, would not be
affected.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in impacts to bicycle or pedestrian facilities.
5.6 Community Impacts

The Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form dated May 2018 concluded that the Build
Alternative is not expected to result in substantial adverse impacts to community cohesion, access, or
travel patterns (Appendix F). Impacts to the character or community cohesion in the project vicinity are
not anticipated because the proposed improvements would be constructed along existing
transportation corridors, and access to adjacent properties would be maintained throughout the
project area. The proposed project would not result in the division or isolation of any businesses,
distinct neighborhoods, ethnic groups, or other specific groups, nor would access be denied to existing
facilities. Due to the fact that I-10, I-110, US 54, Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway), US 62
(Paisano Drive) are existing transportation corridors, the proposed project would not result in new or
additional barriers between communities.

As part of the community impacts assessment, murals located within TxDOT right-of-way on existing
roadway columns were identified as a community feature. Beginning in the 1980s and with TxDOT's
cooperation, community members and artists painted murals on the existing roadway columns within
and adjacent to Lincoln Park. In 1999, a privately funded mural project resulted in the addition of
almost two dozen murals in the area. Several additional murals were added between 2000 and 2012,
and there are currently 31 roadway columns in the area that contain murals (based on 2017 counts.)
These murals appear to be largely reflective of the Mexican-American cultural experience. As the
number of murals has grown, TxDOT has worked with the community to provide lighting and bird
deterrents per their requests. As part of the public involvement effort for the proposed project,
community groups and stakeholders with an expressed interest in the Lincoln Center, Lincoln Park,
and the murals were invited to participate in work groups and attend the public meetings in order to
provide insight into these community features. During the four project work group meetings and three
public meetings (held between 2015 and 2018), discussions and comments regarding the murals did
arise, largely in the context of avoiding impacts to Lincoln Park elements (e.g. building, murals,
amphitheater, etc.). TXDOT documented these comments and worked to adjust project alternatives to
avoid impacts to the Lincoln Center Building and associated features to the extent possible. As a result,
impacts to the Lincoln Center Building and amphitheater were avoided. At the conclusion of the third
public meeting in January 2017, a majority of the public comments received indicated satisfaction
with TxDOT’s efforts to minimize and avoid impacts to Lincoln Center and Park.

Throughout project development, TxDOT has disclosed and discussed that impacts to existing columns
may be required and has continued to consider avoidance and minimization options. TxDOT held a
fourth PWG Meeting on April 3, 2018 in order to provide an update to project stakeholders and
community members and to receive input on the results of the HRSR and anticipated impacts to
murals. At that time, TxDOT had preliminarily identified construction methods to potentially reduce the
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number of columns with murals impacted to approximately eight or nine, and could potentially be
further reduced to one. Members of the Lincoln Park Conservation Committee (LPCC) were in
attendance and did not indicate any concern over those anticipated mural impacts. TxDOT also
discussed the options for protecting the Lincoln Center building during construction and committed to
coordinate and work with the LPCC on access to the area during and after construction. (See Section
7.0 Public Involvement for additional detail.) After the April 2018 PWG Meeting, TxDOT met with
members of the LPCC on-site on April 11, 2018 to review the murals and potential options for
construction and future opportunities for additional murals. Notes from this meeting are on file at the
El Paso District Office (13301 Gateway West, El Paso, TX 79928) and included in Appendix E. In a
subsequent meeting on July 3, 2018, members of the LPCC met with TxDOT El Paso District staff to
discuss additional mural impacts. During this meeting, it was determined that a total of 11 columns
with murals (a total of 16 murals) in conflict with the newly proposed columns would be removed or
impacted, except for the column with the “Virgen de Guadalupe with Roses” mural. The impacted
murals will be photographed prior to demolition, documented, and provided to the LPCC and other
organizations for posterity. In addition, TxDOT will work with the LPCC and other organizations to
develop a plan for future murals on the newly constructed columns. Documentation of this meeting is
on file at the El Paso District Office (13301 Gateway West, El Paso, TX 79928) and included in
Appendix E. The latest information regarding potential impacts to murals will be presented to the public
during the Public Hearing.

The Build Alternative is expected to permanently alter some access and travel patterns for the
surrounding community; however, these changes are anticipated to help alleviate traffic congestion
issues and were designed with the goal of improving local traffic conditions. Additionally, the proposed
improvements are anticipated to improve traffic conditions for users of |-10, I-110, US 54, and Loop
375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway). The proposed improvements would achieve improvements in
traffic conditions by separating the POE traffic from both local traffic and highway through traffic.
Traffic currently using US 62 (Paisano Drive) to access the POE would be rerouted to I-10 and ultimately
to I-110. The proposed improvements would accommodate the additional traffic on I-110 by providing
additional storage capacity for the POE queues, thereby reducing congestion on local streets and for
other highway users not accessing the POE. The proposed closure of the South Stevens Street exit
would change access and travel patterns; however, the closure has community support and access to
[-110 would still be maintained through alternate routes. In addition, a modified signalized
entrance/exit to East San Antonio/Findley Avenue from US 63 (Paisano Drive) is planned, which would
permanently alter access and travel patterns; however, the new access has community support and
would improve access to and from this neighborhood by addressing current congestion issues through
the signalization.

5.6.1 Environmental Justice

Executive Order (EO) 12898 “Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations
and Low-Income Populations” requires each federal agency to “make achieving environmental justice
part of its mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations
and low-income populations.”
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A Minority (as defined by EO 12898)- a person meeting any of the following criteria is considered a
minority: Black: a person having origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa; Hispanic or Latino:
a person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other Spanish culture or
origin, regardless of race; Asian American: a person having origins in any of the original peoples of the
Far East, Southeast Asia, or the Indian subcontinent; American Indian and Alaskan Native: a person
having origins in any of the original people of North America, South America, and Central America, who
maintains cultural identification through tribal affiliation or community recognition; Native Hawaiian
and Other Pacific Islander: a person having origins in any of the original peoples of Hawaii, Guam,
Samoa, or other Pacific Islands. A Minority Population can include any readily identifiable groups of
minority persons living in geographic proximity and, if circumstances warrant, geographically
dispersed/transient persons, such as migrant workers or Native Americans, similarly affected by a
proposed TxDOT project. TxDOT defines groups of minority persons as groups: with a percentage of
minority persons approaching or exceeding 50 percent of a census block population; and where the
project area geographies may have minority populations that are meaningfully greater than an
appropriate unit of geographic assessment. The appropriate unit of geographic assessment may be a
governing body's jurisdiction, a neighborhood census tract, or other similar unit. According to the 2010
U.S. Census, all of the populated census geographies in the project area are composed of over a 50
percent minority population, and the majority of these persons are Hispanic or Latino. (See the
Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form in Appendix F for tables containing all census
data collected.)

The Community Impacts Assessment Technical Report Form also includes data from the 2011-2015
US Census American Community Survey (ACS) regarding median household income within the project
area. A low-income person is defined as a person whose median household income is at or below the
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) poverty guidelines for a family of four for the
current year. The poverty level at the time of analysis (2017) in the 48 contiguous states and the
District of Columbia was $24,600 for a household of four (DHHS 2017). The 2018 poverty level for a
household of four has been adjusted to $25,100 (DHHS 2018). Median household income ranges
from $10,375 to $40,272 across all block groups in the project area. Ten out of the fifteen block
groups in the project area are at or below the national poverty level for a household of four.

The entire project area is located within predominately minority and low-income census geographies.
Therefore, all of the access and travel pattern impacts outlined in Section 5.6 (Community Impacts),
would occur within Environmental Justice (EJ) areas. In addition, the project would result in the
potential displacement of one commercial property. It is unknown whether the potentially displaced
commercial building is currently occupied, and the use of the structure is not apparent from field
observations. It does not appear to serve a specific population. The changes in access and the
potential commercial displacement are not expected to result in disproportionately high or adverse
impacts to EJ populations as these impacts are not limited to isolated low-income or minority elements
of the community. In addition, one of the primary objectives of the project is to address regional traffic
utilizing local roadways in the adjacent EJ neighborhoods. The proposed project is intended to improve
mobility and reduce congestion, which can also reduce vehicle idling and thereby potentially reduce
emissions.
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5.6.2 Limited English Proficiency

EO 13166, “Improving Access to Service for Persons with Limited English Proficiency,” requires federal
agencies to examine the services they provide, identify any need for services to those with “Limited
English Proficiency” (LEP), and develop and implement a system to provide those services so that LEP
persons can have meaningful access to them. The executive order also requires federal agencies to
ensure that recipients of federal financial assistance provide meaningful access to their LEP
applicants and beneficiaries. Failure to ensure that LEP persons can effectively participate in or benefit
from federally assisted programs and activities may violate the prohibition under Title VI of the Civil
Rights Restoration Act of 1987.

LEP persons, specifically Spanish-speaking, were identified throughout the study area. Across the
fifteen block groups in the study area, the percent of the total population that were identified as
Spanish-speaking LEP persons ranged from a high of 79.8 percent (in Block Group 5 of Census Tract
20) to a low of 0.04 percent (in Block Group 4 of Census Tract 33). Thirteen of the fifteen block groups
had Spanish-speaking LEP populations at or above 20 percent of the total populations of those block
groups (Table 3). There were some anomalies in the data that should be noted. Between the 2010-
2014 ACS (Table 4) and the 2011-2015 ACS, the number of reported LEP Spanish speakers dropped
significantly. However, larger census geography demographics indicate that the area still has a high
percentage of LEP Spanish speakers, as the census tracts within the study area ranged from 24.67
percent to 77.19 percent LEP Spanish speakers and five of the eight census tracts are above 50
percent Spanish-speaking LEP population. There were no LEP populations speaking 'Asian and Pacific
Island languages,' 'other Indo-European languages,' or 'other languages' identified within the project
area in both the 2010-2014 ACS and the 2011-2015 ACS.

For the three public meetings held to date, public involvement announcements and letters to adjacent
property owners were provided in both English and Spanish, and Spanish-speaking staff were present
at the meetings in case interpretation was needed. Meeting notices were also published in both local
Spanish and English-speaking newspapers. Additionally, four stakeholder work-group meetings were
held throughout project development, and Spanish language assistance was available. TxDOT took
these steps in order to comply with EO 13166. A future public hearing is planned, and TxDOT will
comply with EO 13166 by offering to meet the needs of persons requiring special communication or
accommodations in all future public involvement activities and notices. Public involvement/outreach
will be conducted in a manner such that all interested parties will be given an opportunity to provide
both verbal and written comments concerning the proposed project. This may include but is not limited
to: letters sent to adjacent property owners to notify them of the public hearing, notice of the public
hearing, a newsletter, comment forms published in English and Spanish, and Spanish-language
interpretation at the hearing. Therefore, the requirements of EO 13166 will be met.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in direct adverse impacts to EJ or LEP populations. However,
the projected traffic growth and increased congestion associated with the No-Build Alternative would
be expected to impact adjacent communities and drivers.
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5.7 Visual/Aesthetic Impacts

Using the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Visual Impact Assessment for Highway Projects
guidance (FHWA-HI-88-054), an analysis of the potential visual impact of the proposed project was
conducted. Visual impacts are defined as a change in the aesthetic value resulting from the
introduction of modifications to the landscape. The project vicinity has been evaluated in terms of
project impacts on visual character and scenic (visual) quality.

In an effort to determine the visual resource effects of the proposed project, an analysis of the
landscape components affected by the proposed project was conducted. The regional landscape in
the project area is relatively rural. No substantial changes to the vegetation surrounding the roadway
corridor are anticipated as a direct result of the proposed project.

In order to determine the scale and dominance of the proposed project, the schematic was used to
evaluate changes in elevation and potential impacts to the current viewshed in the project vicinity. The
scale and dominance of the proposed structures were determined to be compatible with the project
surroundings due in large part to the fact that a distinct transportation corridor within the project
viewshed has already been established by the existing roadways, and that the proposed structures
would be constructed at relatively similar elevations as the existing facilities. The existing
transportation corridors would not be substantially altered or realigned under the Build Alternative.

Due to the aesthetic compatibility of the proposed improvements to the existing transportation
features, the construction of a visual barrier was determined to not be necessary.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in visual impacts.

5.8 Cultural Resources

Cultural resources are structures, buildings, archeological sites, districts (a collection of related
structures, buildings, and/or archeological sites), cemeteries, and objects. Both federal and state laws
require consideration of cultural resources during project planning. At the federal level, NEPA and the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, among others, apply to transportation projects such
as this one. In addition, state laws such as the Antiquities Code of Texas apply to these projects.
Compliance with these laws often requires consultation with the Texas Historical Commission
(THC)/Texas State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and/or federally-recognized tribes to determine
the project’s effects on cultural resources. Review and coordination of this project followed approved
procedures for compliance with federal and state laws.

5.8.1 Archeology

Based on the results of an Archeological Background Study dated May 2017 (Appendix F), it was
determined that no surveys would be warranted for work done within the Area of Potential Effect (APE)
due to topographic, geologic, and soil conditions, as well as disturbance by previous roadway
construction, utilities, and development that has impacted the potential for intact archeological
deposits in the area.

I-10 CONNECT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PAGE 15
EL PASO COUNTY, TEXAS
CSJs:0167-01-113,0167-01-116,0167-01-118, 0167-01-119



TxDOT sent a consultation request on August 11, 2017 to the following federally recognized tribes:
Apache Tribe of Oklahoma, Comanche Nation of Oklahoma, Kiowa Indian Tribe of Oklahoma,
Mescalero Apache Tribe, Wichita and Affiliated Tribes and Ysleta del Sur Pueblo. The 30-day comment
period ended on September 11, 2017. On September 18, 2017, the Comanche Nation of Oklahoma
concurred on TxDOT proposed finding that the project would have no effect on archeological historic
properties. No other tribal consulting party responded. A copy of this coordination is included in
Appendix E.

Following completion of review and consultation under Section 106 and the Antiquities Code for
archeology, the project design was changed. Several temporary construction easements at different
locations have been added to the project's APE, totaling 0.813 acres. These easements are for the
staging of equipment. No grading or other excavation will occur at these locations. Because the
easements are for staging and occur in areas subjected to prior disturbance and construction, the
impacts associated with the design change comprise less than 100 cubic yards of new disturbance.
Per the terms of the Programmatic Agreement among FHWA, TxDOT, the Texas SHPO, and the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation Regarding the Implementation of Transportation Undertakings (PA-
TU) and the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the THC and TxDOT, no additional review
or consultation is required for such a design change.

In the event that unanticipated archeological deposits are encountered during construction, work in
the immediate area will cease, and TxDOT archeological staff will be contacted to initiate post-review
discovery procedures.

The No-Build Alternative would not impact archeological resources.

5.8.2 Historic Properties

A reconnaissance-level historic survey was completed in October 2017 and identified 81 resources at
19 locations constructed prior to 1974 within the project’'s APE. An intensive-level survey of three
resources (Lincoln Park School [known locally as Lincoln Center], Lincoln Park, and Lincoln Park
murals) within the historic APE was also completed (see Appendix F for the Abstract from the Historic
Resources Survey Report, dated May 2018.) One National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-eligible
property was identified in the APE- the Lincoln Center- in addition to the NRHP-listed Franklin Canal. It
is anticipated that the proposed project would not result in direct, indirect, or cumulative effects to
Lincoln Center or the canal. In compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA, the preliminary results of the
report were presented to project stakeholders and consulting parties. The report was revised based
on their input and will be re-distributed for review prior to final environmental clearance.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in impacts to historic resources.

5.9 DOT Act Section 4(f), LWCF Act Section 6(f), and PWC Chapter 26

Coordination regarding Section 4(f), Section 6(f) or Chapter 26 properties is not required for this
project. There will be no use of a Section 4(f) or Chapter 26 property, and no Section 4(f)/Chapter 26
property would be impacted by the proposed project. There were no properties identified in the
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project area that were acquired or developed, partially or wholly, with Land and Waters Conservation
Fund assistance. Therefore, Section 6(f) does not apply.

The No-Build Alternative would not impact 4(f), 6(f), or Chapter 26 resources.

5.10 Water Resources

No waters of the U.S. or special aquatic sites, including wetlands, would be impacted by the proposed
project. Although the Franklin Canal crosses the project area, it is contained in an underground culvert
in most of the project area, and no temporary or permanent dredge or fill material would be placed
within the canal.

The No-Build Alternative would not impact water resources.

5.10.1 Clean Water Act Section 404

No waters of the U.S. or special aquatic sites, including wetlands, would be impacted by the proposed
project. Therefore, no Section 404 permit would be required.

5.10.2 Clean Water Act Section 401

Because the project would not require a permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Section 10
of the Rivers and Harbors Act, or the General Bridge Act/Section 9 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, the
project does not require compliance with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)'s
Water Quality Certification Program, established under Section 401 of the Clean Water Act.

5.10.3 Executive Order 11990 Wetlands

No wetlands were identified within the existing right-of-way; therefore, EO 11990 on wetlands does
not apply.

5.10.4 Rivers and Harbors Act

The project would not require a permit from the U.S. Coast Guard under Section 9 or Section 10 of
the Rivers or Harbors Act.

5.10.5 Clean Water Act Section 303(d)

The project is located within 5 miles of Stream Segment 2308 of the Rio Grande, an impaired
assessment unit under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. The 2014 Texas Integrated Report-
Texas 303(d) list was used in this assessment. To date, TCEQ has not identified (through either a total
maximum daily load (TMDL) or the review of projects under the TCEQ MOU a need to implement control
measures beyond those required by the construction general permit (CGP) on road construction
projects. Therefore, compliance with a project’s CGP, along with coordination under the TCEQ MOU for
certain transportation projects, collectively meets the need to address impaired waters during the
environmental review process.
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5.10.6 Clean Water Act Section 402

The proposed project would include 5 or more acres of earth disturbance. TXDOT would comply with
TCEQ’'s Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (TPDES) CGP. A Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SW3P) would be implemented, and a construction site notice would be posted on the
construction site. A Notice of Intent (NOI) would be required. The proposed project is located within the
boundaries of a regulated Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) and would comply with the
applicable MS4 requirements.

5.10.7 Floodplains

A small portion of the project area is located within a Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
designated 100-year floodplain (see Figure 2 in Appendix A). The hydraulic design for this project would
be in accordance with current FHWA and TxDOT design policies. In order to comply with EO 11988, the
proposed project would avoid, to the extent possible, long and short-term impacts associated with the
occupancy or modification of the floodplain. The proposed project would not result in adverse direct
or indirect effects on the floodplain and would not encourage further development within the
floodplain. The proposed project would not increase the base flood elevation to a level that would
violate applicable floodplain regulations and ordinances.

5.10.8 Wild and Scenic Rivers

This project is not located in a county that contains resources regulated under the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act. This project is not along and does not affect any wild or scenic river; therefore, the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act is not applicable.

5.10.9 /International Boundary and Water Commission

The proposed project would not require work within the floodplains of International Boundary Water
Commission (IBWC) flood control projects or right-of-way; therefore, coordination with the IBWC is not
required.

5.10.10 Drinking Water Systems

Field investigations and site surveys of the proposed project area did not identify water wells or source
water protection areas within the project area.

5.11 Biological Resources

The Biological Evaluation Form and associated attachments dated January 2018 describe the Texas
Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) Ecological Mapping System of Texas (EMST) and field-verified
vegetation. The form also lists the federal and state-listed threatened, endangered, and candidate
species, as well as those considered species of greatest conservation need (SGCN) by the state, and
provides an assessment of their habitat requirements and the potential impacts of the proposed
project (Appendix F). Provided below is a summary of these findings.
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5.11.1 Texas Parks and Wildlife Coordination

Although the project does contain suitable habitat for the state-listed threatened Texas horned lizard,
best management practices (BMPs) are available and would be implemented for the species (see
Section 5.11.9). Therefore, coordination with TPWD is not required for this species.

5.11.2 Impacts on Vegetation

The project area is located within the Chihuahuan Deserts Ecoregion. The Chihuahuan Desert
ecoregion extends from southeast Arizona to the Edwards Plateau in central Texas and includes the
area of west Texas commonly referred to as the Trans-Pecos. This ecoregion contains a great deal of
variation in topography and vegetation and includes desert flats and valleys, plateaus, sand dunes,
and mountain ranges. Dominant vegetation communities of the region include semi-desert grassland,
arid shrubland, cactus savanna, and small islands of oak, juniper, and pinyon pine woodland found at
high elevations. Historical grazing pressure, combined with other factors such as drought, has led to
gradual desertification of lowlands and mountain foothills. Consequently, the extent of desert
shrublands is increasing in the region (EPA 2018). The project area consists primarily of existing
transportation right-of-way, which includes roadway facility mainlanes, access roads, and maintained
vegetation.

Table 2 provides the field-verified EMST vegetation types identified in the proposed project area and
the Ecological System Type according to TPWD’s Draft Descriptions of Systems, Mapping Subsystems,
and Vegetation Types for Phase V. Based on the Threshold Table Programmatic Agreement (PA) for
the MOU between TxDOT and TPWD, effective September 1, 2013 revised 2017 (TxDOT 2017a),
Table 2 also provides the EMST vegetation type identified in the project right-of-way.

Table 2. Potential Impacts to Field-Verified MOU Vegetation

Ecological TxDOT/TPWD Permanent
EMST Vegetation Type System Type MouU Ecoregion Impacts
Vegetation Type (acres)*
Urban High Intensity Urban Urban Chihuahuan Desert 4.33
Urban Low Intensity Urban Urban Chihuahuan Desert 72.92
Total Potential Impacts to Urban MOU Vegetation 77.25

*Based on ROW to ROW impacts

According to the Threshold PA between TxDOT and TPWD (TxDOT 2017a), there is no threshold for
Urban vegetation; therefore, the project impacts would not exceed impact thresholds defined by
TPWD/TxDOT. The proposed project is not anticipated to result in indirect impacts to vegetation.

5.11.3 Executive Order 13112 on Invasive Species

Re-vegetation of disturbed areas would be in compliance with the EO on Invasive Species (EO 13112).
Regionally native and non-invasive plants will be used to the extent practicable in re-vegetation.

5.11.4 Executive Memorandum on Environmentally and Economically Beneficial Landscaping

Landscaping is not part of the proposed project. If revegetation is needed, disturbed areas would be
revegetated according to TxDOT’s standard practices, which to the extent practicable, complies with
Executive Memorandum on Environmentally and Economically Beneficial Landscaping.
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5.11.5 Impacts to Wildlife

The Chihuahuan Desert ecoregion supports at least 83 species of mammals, 62 species of reptiles,
14 species of amphibians, and 483 species of birds (Blair 1950 and Peterson and Zimmer 1998).
Mammals that are characteristic of the region include American badger (Taxida taxus), Mexican
ground squirrel (Citellus mexicanus), spotted ground squirrel (Citellus spilosoma), yellow-faced pocket
gopher (Cratogeomys castanops), Mexican woodrat (Neotoma mexicana), Merriam’s pocket mouse
(Perognathus merriami), black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), desert cottontail (Sylvilagus
audubonii), striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), and pronghorn (Antilocapra americana). Reptiles in the
region include 22 lizard species and 38 snake species, and species that are characteristic of the region
include western box turtle (Terrapene ornata), Texas tortoise (Gopherus berlandieri), spiny lizards
(Sceloperus sp.), horned lizards (Phrynosoma sp.), eastern collared lizard (Crotaphytus collaris), Trans-
Pecos rat snake (Elaphe subocularis), western ground snake (Sonora semiannulata), black-necked
garter snake (Thamnophis cyrtopsis), western coachwhip (Masticophis flagellum), black-tailed
rattlesnake (Crotalus molossus), and western diamondback rattlesnake (Crotalus atrox). Amphibians
that are characteristic of the region include tiger salamander (Ambystoma tigrinum), canyon treefrog
(Hyla arenicolor), cliff chirping frog (Syrrhophus marnockii), green toad (Anaxyrus debilis), Couch’s
spadefoot toad (Scaphiopus couchii), and western spadefoot toad (Scaphiopus hammondii). Birds that
are characteristic of the area include cactus wren (Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus), scaled quail
(Callipepla squamata), greater roadrunner (Geococcyx californianus), pyrrhuloxia (Cardinalis
sinuatus), black-throated sparrow (Amphispiza bilineata), curve-billed thrasher (Toxostoma
curvirostre), and golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos).

The following sections provide a summary of potential impacts to wildlife associated with the proposed
project.

5.11.6 Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) states that it is unlawful to Kill, capture, collect, possess, buy,
sell, trade, or transport any migratory bird, nest, young, feather, or egg in part or in whole, without a
federal permit issued in accordance within the Act’s policies and regulations.

A site survey did not identify active nests within the project action area. While no impact to migratory
birds is expected, TxDOT will take all appropriate actions to prevent the take of migratory birds, their
active nests, eggs, or young should they be discovered on the project site. Direction to contractors is
provided on the standard EPIC sheet.

5.11.7 Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) of 1958 requires that federal agencies obtain comments
from United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and TPWD. This coordination is required
whenever a project involves impounding, diverting, or deepening a stream channel or other body of
water. The proposed project does not include any impoundment, stream diversion or channel
modification. No coordination under FWCA is required.
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5.11.8 Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

Within the United States or anywhere within its jurisdiction, bald eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus)
and golden eagles (Aquila chrysaetos) are protected by the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of
1940. No eagles or potential eagle nests were observed in or adjacent to the right-of-way during field
visits. Based on the information available and observations made in the project area, the project does
not have the potential to impact bald or golden eagles.

5.11.9 State and Federal Threatened and Endangered Species

A review of the threatened and endangered species lists for El Paso County, Texas, maintained by the
USFWS and the TPWD, identified federal and state-listed threatened, endangered, as well as those
considered SGCN by the state. The Biological Evaluation Form dated January 2018 lists these species,
describes their habitat requirements, and identifies whether habitat is present in the project area and
the potential impacts of the project (Appendix F).

No suitable habitat for federally listed threatened, endangered, or proposed threatened or endangered
species was identified in or adjacent to the project area. Therefore, the project does not have the
potential to affect any federally listed species.

The project area contains suitable habitat for one state-listed threatened species, the Texas horned
lizard (Phrynosoma cornutum). Open areas within the retention ponds in the project area could provide
suitable habitat. Contractors would be advised of the potential occurrence of Texas horned lizard in
the project area, and to avoid harming the species if encountered. This should include avoiding
harvester ant mounds in the selection of Project Specific Locations (PSLs). The Texas horned lizard
BMPs outlined in the BMPs PA for the MOU between TxDOT and TPWD, effective September 1, 2013
revised 2017 (TxDOT 2017b) will be added to the standard Environmental Permits, Issues, and
Commitments (EPIC) sheet.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in impacts to existing vegetation and wildlife habitat in the
project area.

5.12 Air Quality

5.12.1 Transportation Conformity

This project is located within an area that has been designated by the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) as a moderate nonattainment area for particulate matter 10 micrometer average (PM1o) and
attainment (maintenance) for carbon monoxide (CO); therefore, transportation conformity rules apply.

The proposed action is consistent with the EI Paso MPO'’s financially constrained Amended Horizon
2040 MTP and the 2017-2020 STIP, as amended, which were initially found to conform to the TCEQ
State Implementation Plan (SIP) by FHWA and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) on June 5, 2014
and December 19, 2016, respectively. Copies of the MTP and STIP pages are included in Appendix B.
All projects in the STIP that are proposed for federal or state funds were initiated in a manner
consistent with federal guidelines in Section 450, of Title 23 CFR and Section 613.200, Subpart B, of
Title 49 CFR.
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5.12.2 Project-level Hot-spot Analysis Requirements

In accordance with federal guidelines in Section 93.127, of Title 40 CFR, the proposed project, an
interchange reconfiguration project, is exempt from the project level conformity requirement to be
included in the regional emissions analysis. However, the local effects of the project had to be
evaluated to determine if a PM1o or CO hot-spot analysis would be appropriate. On July 9th and 10th,
the Consultation Partners evaluated the potential for the project to create localized hot spots and
determined that it would not due to it reducing congestion and improving traffic flow, particularly at
intersections. On July 10, 2018, FHWA sent an email concurring that neither a PM1o or CO hot-spot
analysis is required (Appendix E).

5.12.3 Carbon Monoxide Traffic Air Quality Analysis

Generally, projects such as the proposed action are considered exempt from a transportation air
guality analysis (TAQA) because they are intended to enhance traffic safety and improve traffic flow.
The proposed action would not add capacity to an existing facility. Current and future emissions should
continue to follow existing trends not being affected by this project. Due to the nature of this project,
further CO analysis was not required.

5.12.4 Mobile Source Air Toxics

The purpose of this project is to reduce congestion along 1-110, US 54, and US 62 (Paisano Drive)
caused by queuing from the POE and thereby improve connections between I-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway). 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 the No-Build Alternative

Moreover, EPA regulations for vehicle engines and fuels will cause overall MSAT emissions to decline
significantly over the next several decades. Based on regulations now in effect, an analysis of national
trends with EPA’s MOVES2014 model forecasts a combined reduction of over 90 percent in the total
annual emissions rate for the priority MSAT from 2010 to 2050 while vehicle-miles of travel are
projected to increase by over 45 percent (Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air Toxic
Analysis in NEPA Documents, Federal Highway Administration, October 12, 2016 October 12, 2016 -
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/air_toxics/policy_and_guidance/msat/index.cfm).
This will both reduce the background level of MSAT as well as the possibility of even minor MSAT
emissions from this project.

5.12.5 Congestion Management Process

This project is not adding capacity; therefore, a project level congestion management process (CMP)
analysis is not required.
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5.12.6 Construction-related Emissions Reduction Strategies

During the construction phase of this project, temporary increases in PM and MSAT emissions may
occur from construction activities. The primary construction-related emissions of PM are fugitive dust
from site preparation, and the primary construction-related emissions of MSAT are diesel particulate
matter from diesel powered construction equipment and vehicles.

The potential impacts of PM emissions will be minimized by using fugitive dust control measures
contained in standard specifications, as appropriate. The Texas Emissions Reduction Plan (TERP)
provides financial incentives to reduce emissions from vehicles and equipment. TxDOT encourages
construction contractors to use this and other local and federal incentive programs to the fullest extent
possible to minimize diesel emissions. Information about the TERP program can be found at:
https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/terp.

However, considering the temporary and transient nature of construction-related emissions, the use
of fugitive dust control measures, the encouragement of the use of TERP, and compliance with
applicable regulatory requirements; it is not anticipated that emissions from construction of this
project will have any significant impact on air quality in the area.

5.13 Hazardous Materials

An ISA was conducted to identify potential hazardous materials within the proposed project area. The
ISA consisted of reviewing project design and right-of-way requirements, conducting a site survey, and
reviewing existing and previous land use. A database search for potential hazardous materials was
conducted in February 2017 in accordance with the American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM)
1527 standards. An analysis of the ISA data indicates that most of the potential hazardous material
sites are located outside of the TxDOT right-of-way. Contaminated soil, groundwater and surface water
exceeding health-based benchmarks are not expected to be encountered in the proposed project area.
A copy of the GeoSearch Database Radius Report is included as an appendix to the Hazardous
Materials ISA Report dated November 2017 (Appendix F).

The proposed project includes the acquisition of one commercial property. Additionally, the proposed
project includes the demolition of bridges and bridges with steel structures. The buildings and bridges
may contain asbestos containing materials. Asbestos inspections, specifications, notification, license,
accreditation, abatement and disposal, as applicable, should comply with the federal and state
regulations. Asbestos issues should be addressed during the ROW process prior to construction.
Several utilities (including gas, electric, sewer, and water mains) are located adjacent to the project.
Adjustment or relocation of these and other utilities would be necessary and would be handled so that
no substantial interruption in service would occur.

During preliminary investigations, a diesel pipeline along the Union Pacific railroad that crosses under
a project bridge was identified; however, it is not anticipated that construction activities will occur at
the site because of the grade separation, and therefore no concerns are anticipated. If necessary,
negotiations would be conducted with the pipeline owners to relocate or deepen any affected
pipelines. No concerns are anticipated. There are ten liquid petroleum gas (LPG) sites located in the
project area as identified on the RRC GIS Viewer.
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Within the study area, there are 21 petroleum storage tank (PST) sites; however, only seven sites were
adjacent to the project area. No work will occur at six of these sites and no additional right-of-way is
required from these six sites. However, approximately 0.027 acre of ROW and 0.069 acre of
construction easement would be required from Map ID #3, the former Marrison Specialty Company
and now the General Export Corporation. This inactive site consists of one underground storage tank
reported as being permanently filled in place. The location of the PST on the parcel is not currently
known; therefore, further investigation may be necessary. The search indicated 20 leaking petroleum
storage tank (LPST) sites; however, only six were within 0.25 mile of the project. No work will occur at
these LPST sites, and additional right-of-way is not required from these sites. Any unanticipated
hazardous material and/or petroleum contamination encountered during construction of the proposed
project would be handled according to applicable federal and state regulations per TxDOT Standard
Specifications.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in hazardous materials impacts.
5.14 Traffic Noise

A traffic noise analysis was conducted in accordance with TxDOT'’s (Federal Highway Administration
[FHWAJ-approved) Guidelines for Analysis and Abatement of Roadway Traffic Noise (2011). Traffic
Noise Model version 2.5 (TNM 2.5) was utilized in the assessment.

Existing and predicted traffic noise levels were modeled at 45 representative received locations,
including outdoor activity areas associated with residential properties, churches, cemeteries,
recreation areas, a school, and a zoo. The analysis revealed that the project would result in traffic
noise impacts to 16 receivers. Noise barriers were found to be feasible and reasonable in two locations
and are proposed for incorporation into the project:

- A continuous noise barrier approximately 379 feet long and 18 feet high for eight residences
located near I-110 and South Stevens Street

- A continuous noise barrier approximately 280 feet long and 12 feet high near the north side
of US 62 (Paisano Drive), benefiting eight residences on East San Antonio Avenue between
South Luna Street and South Grama Street with backyards that face the roadway

Additional details about the noise analysis can be found in the Traffic Noise Analysis Technical Report
in Appendix F. Any subsequent project designh changes may require a reevaluation of this preliminary
noise barrier proposal. The final decision to construction the proposed noise barriers will not be made
until completion of the project design, utility evaluation, and polling of adjacent property owners.

A copy of the traffic noise analysis will be made available to local officials. On the date of approval of
this document (Date of Public Knowledge), FHWA and TxDOT are no longer responsible for providing
noise abatement for new development adjacent to the project.
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5.15 Induced Growth

Utilizing TxDOT’s Induced Growth Indirect Impacts Decision Tree (April 2014), it was determined that
an induced growth impacts analysis was not required because: 1) economic development and growth
are not the purpose of the proposed project and the project is not intended to serve a specific
development; 2) economic development and new opportunities for growth or development are not
cited as benefits of the project; 3) land in the project area is available for development and/or
redevelopment; however, 4) the project does not add capacity; and 5) the project does not
substantially increase access or mobility in the project area. (See Insert 2 for the decision tree.) The
project area is largely built-out, with commercial, government facilities, recreational areas, and
residential development adjacent to the project area. The project is intended to improve the
connection between Loop 375 and I-10, while also reducing congestion associated with queueing at
the POE.

This is not a project likely to stimulate complementary or transportation-related land development
(e.g., an interchange bringing new access in a rural area) because the proposed project consists of
improvements along existing roadway alignments. Although certain properties may be available for
redevelopment, the scope of the project (the improved connection between I-10 and Loop 375 and
reduced congestion at the POE) are not expected to influence development or redevelopment in the
project area. The direct connectors built as part of the proposed project are anticipated to improve
mobility between highways. Additionally, the project may improve mobility in adjacent neighborhoods
due to other improvements that would remove truck traffic from local surface streets. However, no
additional access will be provided as part of the proposed project and the potential increased mobility
is not expected to increase to the point of making the land more attractive for development. The project
would not substantially increase access to previously inaccessible areas thereby making the area more
or less attractive for development.

Given the scope of the proposed improvements (adding direct connectors and channelization to an
existing facility) and the context of the study area (urban, industrial, and developed), the proposed
project is not expected to induce growth. Therefore, an induced growth impacts analysis is not
required.

5.16 Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impacts result from individually minor, but collectively significant, actions taking place over
a period of time (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] §1508.7). They are defined as impacts on the
environment that result from the incremental impacts of the action when added to other past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency (federal or non-federal) or
person undertakes such other actions. Utilizing TxDOT's Cumulative Impacts Decision Tree (2014), it
was determined that cumulative impacts should be considered because: 1) the proposed project
would not have substantial direct or indirect impacts on any resource; however, 2) there are resources
in the project area in poor or declining health; and 3) would have an impact on a resource that is in
poor or declining health. (See Insert 3 for the decision tree.)
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Insert 2 Induced Growth Indirect Impacts Decision Tree
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Insert 3 Cumulative Impacts Decision Tree
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The project study area contains both minority and low-income populations (EJ populations), as well as
LEP populations. Therefore, the access and travel pattern impacts and potential commercial
displacement associated with the project would occur within EJ areas. However, the changes in access
and potential commercial displacement are not expected to result in disproportionately high or
adverse impacts to EJ populations as these impacts are not limited to isolated low-income or minority
elements of the community. Further, anticipated improvements resulting from the project, including
reduced congestion on local surface streets and reduced truck idling, would provide a benefit to the
surrounding community. The project is not expected to contribute to the poor or declining health of EJ
populations as resource; therefore, additional analysis of cumulative impacts was not conducted.

For all other resources, the potential direct impacts anticipated as part of the project were determined
to not be substantial due to the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures implemented for
these resources. In addition, no substantial induced growth impact to any resources are expected.
Although resources within the study area do require regulatory consideration, the nature of the
potential project impacts, compliance with regulations, and proposed BMPs are not expected to lead
any resource to approach a “tipping point” that could lead to irreversible declines. Therefore, although
the project would result in impacts to resources, the impacts would not be substantial and a
cumulative impacts analysis was determined to not be required.

5.17 Construction Phase Impacts

Construction of the proposed project may require temporary lane closures. However, these lane
closures are expected to be of short duration with no substantial effect on traffic flow on the existing
roadways. Construction of the proposed project would limit access to some portions of the Lincoln
Center area. TxDOT will work with community members to notify them of closures and limited access.

Noise associated with the construction of the project is difficult to predict. Heavy machinery, the major
source of noise in construction, is constantly moving in unpredictable patterns. However, construction
normally occurs during daylight hours when occasional loud noises are more tolerable. None of the
receivers are expected to be exposed to construction noise for a long duration; therefore, any extended
disruption of normal activities is not expected. Provisions will be included in the plans and
specifications that require the contractor to make every reasonable effort to minimize construction
noise through abatement measures such as work-hour controls and proper maintenance of muffler
systems.

Under the No-Build Alternative, no construction would occur, therefore, no construction impacts would
be required.

6.0  AGENCY COORDINATION

Over the course of project development, TxDOT has coordinated with numerous local, state, and
federal agencies regarding the proposed project.

- Coordination with Native American tribes with an interest in the area was initiated on August
11, 2017 and completed on September 18, 2017 (Appendix E).
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- As part of Section 106 Consultation regarding historic resources, TxDOT coordinated with the
SHPO. Documentation of this coordination will be included in the project record when the
process is complete.

- The project team has coordinated with U.S. Customs and Border Control representatives
throughout project development regarding proposed work near the Bridge of the Americas
POE.

7.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

The following section provides a summary of the PWG, Public Meetings, and Public Hearing held over
the course of project development. Public Involvement Summaries are available for review at the
TxDOT El Paso District (13301 Gateway West, El Paso, TX 79928).

PWG #1: 06/03/2015

- Held with stakeholders and interested parties (including representatives of community
groups interested in the Lincoln Center building and adjacent neighborhoods) to provide an
overview of the history of the project and what had been done to date.

- Atthat time, the project team presented eight conceptual alternatives that were based on
previous incarnations of the project.

- Issues and comments raised by the PWG included (but are not limited to):

0 Consider impacts to EJ and socioeconomic impacts
0 Divert truck traffic diverting into neighborhoods
0 Avoid impacts to the Lincoln Center Building

After this meeting, TXDOT and the project team evaluated the conceptual alternatives and considered
input received from the PWG to develop three additional alternatives that avoided direct impacts to
the Lincoln Center Building. After conducting a preliminary alternatives analysis of the eleven
alternatives, four concepts were identified for further evaluation.

PWG #2: 11/09/2015
- This meeting included an expanded group of stakeholders and interested parties, as well as

representatives from the City of El Paso and elected officials.

- During this meeting, the project team provided an overview of the alternatives development
and adjustments made as a result of input from the previous PWG meeting, including
constructability of the alternatives as well as new alternatives developed to minimize impacts
to the Lincoln Center Building.

- The alternatives evaluation process was outlined and the four alternatives identified for
further evaluation were discussed.

- Issues and comments raised by the workgroup included:

0 General agreement and acceptance of the four alternatives to be carried forward
0 Concerns about truck traffic and the POE
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0 Questions regarding how the environmental process will be conducted and
completed

After the second PWG meeting, TxDOT and the project team worked to further refine the project
alternatives and conduct additional alternatives analyses.

Public Meeting #1: 01/21/2016

- The public meeting was attended by a total of 177 people (including approximately 34 staff)

- The public was able to review project alternatives, environmental constraints, alternatives
evaluation matrix, and informational boards as well as watch a presentation.

- Atotal of 53 comments were received at that meeting, including comments about truck
traffic associated with the POE, concerns about air quality and noise impacts associated with
truck congestion, and comments about avoiding direct impacts to the Lincoln Center
Building.

After this public meeting, TXDOT and the project team worked to refine the project alternatives to
reduce the potential for idling trucks near the POE and in adjacent neighborhoods and to address
concerns about air quality, noise, and safety.

PWG #3: 06/23/2016

- This meeting included the same group of representatives from adjacent neighborhoods and
groups with interest in the Lincoln Center/Lincoln Park, as well as elected officials.

- During this meeting, the project team provided an overview of project developments and
adjustments to the recommended preferred alternative based on input received at the public
meeting and previous workgroup, including proposed improvements to address congestion
along US 62 (Paisano Drive) due to trucks entering the POE.

- The project team also presented the alternatives matrix and reviewed the results identifying
a recommended preferred alternative.

- Issues and comments raised during this PWG meeting included:
0 Inquiry about how much open space would be impacted in the Lincoln Center area by
the proposed improvements.
0 Question about what will be happening to the existing columns. During that
discussion TxDOT stated that the project would need to develop further in order to
determine what options were feasible for the existing columns.

After the third workgroup meeting, TxXDOT and the project team considered input from the group while
developing exhibits and information about alternatives development and project progress to be
presented at the second public meeting.

Public Meeting #2: 07/07/2016

- This second public meeting was attended by 124 people (including approximately 30 staff)

- The public was able to review exhibits with information regarding the four viable alternatives,
environmental constraints, the alternatives analysis, and identification of the recommended
preferred alternative.
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- Atotal of 60 comments were received, including comments and concerns about avoiding
impacts to elements associated with Lincoln Center, including the amphitheater and parking.
Comments about air and noise impacts associated with trucks in the adjacent
neighborhoods were also received. TXDOT emphasized that the project is intended to
improve mobility, safety, and reduce congestion for the entire El Paso region, which can
reduce vehicle idling and thereby potentially improve air quality. This is accomplished by re-
routing truck traffic to 1-110 and utilizing flexible lanes to allow I-110 to adapt to peak usage
times at the POE. Many commenters noted their satisfaction with TxDOT’s efforts to avoid
direct impacts to the Lincoln Center building.

After this second public meeting, TxDOT and the project team worked to refine and adjust the
recommended preferred alternative to further avoid impacts to the amphitheater and parking within
the Lincoln Center area, per comments received from the public.

Public Meeting #3: 01/31/2017

- This third public meeting was attended by 93 people (including approximately 20 staff)

- The public was able to review exhibits showing project development, environmental
constraints, and details of the recommended preferred alternative.

- Atotal of 20 comments were received, including comments about sighage and comments
expressing satisfaction with TxDOT’s efforts to minimize and avoid impacts to Lincoln Center
and Park. Comments about truck traffic and the POE were also received, and TxDOT
emphasized that this project is intended to address existing and projected congestion and
demand on current roadway infrastructure. TxDOT is coordinating with the U.S. Customs and
Border Patrol and General Services Administration to accommodate for potential future
expansion. However, changes in operation at the POE are outside the scope of this project.
One of the primary objectives of the project is to address regional traffic utilizing local
roadways in adjacent neighborhoods. The proposed project is intended to improve mobility
and reduce congestion, which can reduce vehicle idling and thereby potentially improve
regional air quality.

After this public meeting, TxDOT and the project team proceeded with undertaking detailed

environmental studies and refining and adjusting the recommended preferred alternative as needed.

PWG #4: 04/03/2018

- This workgroup meeting was held in order to provide an update to project stakeholders and
community members and to receive input on the results of the HRSR and anticipated
impacts to murals painted on the existing roadway columns.

- Allissues were summarized and TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division Historians and a
representative from the SHPO were present to solicit and record comments and questions
from the stakeholders.

- The PWG made no additional comments on other issues.

- Members of the LPCC were in attendance and did not indicate concern over the anticipated
mural impacts.
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- TxDOT has worked with the community and artists in the past by providing bird spikes and
lighting for murals. At the April 2018 meeting, TxDOT committed to protecting the existing
columns during construction and working with the group to identify new columns that would
not be painted with anti-graffiti paint and would therefore be available for future murals.

- TxDOT also discussed the options for protecting the Lincoln Center building during
construction and committed to coordinate and work with the LPCC on access to the area
during and after construction.

After this workgroup meeting, TxDOT updated the HRSR based on input received and met with LPCC
representatives on-site to discuss options for access to the area during construction.

Public Hearing: 07/30/2018

- The public hearing was attended by 85 people (including approximately 30 staff)

- During the open-house portion of the hearing, the public was able to review project
development information, the project schematics, traffic videos, virtual simulation videos,
right-of-way information, and the environmental document. The public was also given the
opportunity to provide written and verbal comments during the open house.

- The formal hearing presentation included background information on alternatives
development and identification of the Preferred Alternative, the environmental process, right-
of-way, and details regarding the public hearing process. Simultaneous Spanish
interpretation of the hearing was provided for those who requested headsets.

- After the hearing presentation and 15-minute intermission, the public was given the
opportunity to present verbal comments. Three members of the public provided verbal public
comments.

- Atotal of 14 comments were received during the public hearing comment period, including
nine written comments submitted at the hearing, three verbal comments presented at the
hearing, and two emailed comments received before the end of the comment period on
August 14, 2018.

- These comments included support for the project improvements, specific requests about
future mural artwork, comments about the Section 106 process, input on future public
outreach methods, inquiry about use of the Lincoln Center Building as headquarters for the
Paso Del Norte Borderplex Veteran Coalition, questions about pedestrian access, and
concerns about congestion associated with trucks at the Port of Entry.

TxDOT evaluated, analyzed, and responded to the comments received during the public hearing
comment period in the Public Hearing Summary Report. No changes to the proposed project design or
environmental investigations were required as a result of public input.

8.0 ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS, ISSUES AND COMMITMENTS

The Build Alternative would include 5 or more acres of earth disturbance. TxDOT would comply with
TCEQ’s TPDES Construction General Permit. An SW3P would be prepared and implemented, and a
construction site notice would be posted on the construction site. An NOI would be required.
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All equipment and fuel storage areas will have spill containment BMPs. Fuel and hazardous material
storage areas will have primary and secondary containment.

SW3P and TPWD BMPs for water quality protection will be implemented throughout the lifetime of the
project.

In the event that unanticipated archeological deposits are encountered during construction, work in
the immediate area would cease, and TxDOT archeological staff would be contacted to initiate post-
review discovery procedures.

In the event that migratory birds are encountered on-site during project construction, every effort would
be made to avoid protected birds, active nests, eggs, and/or young. Contractors would not collect,
capture, relocate, or transport birds, eggs, young, or active nests without a permit.

The proposed project contains potential habitat for the Texas horned lizard. Contractors would be
advised of the potential occurrence in the project area, and to avoid harming the species if
encountered. This should include avoiding harvester ant mounds in the selection of PSLs. The Texas
horned lizard BMPs outlined in the BMPs PA for the MOU between TxDOT and TPWD, effective
September 1, 2013 revised 2017 (TxDOT 2017b) will be added to EPIC sheet.

In accordance with the EO 13112 on Invasive Species and the Executive Memorandum on Beneficial
Landscaping, seeding and replanting with TxDOT approved seeding specifications would be performed
where possible.

The potential impacts of PM emissions will be minimized by using fugitive dust control measures
contained in standard specifications, as appropriate. TXDOT encourages construction contractors to
use TERP and other local and federal incentive programs to the fullest extent possible to minimize
diesel emissions.

Construction of the proposed project may require temporary lane closures. However, these lane
closures are expected to be of short duration with no substantial effect on traffic flow on the existing
roadways. Construction of the proposed project would not prevent access to any adjacent property
during construction.

9.0  CONCLUSION

The analysis of alternatives for the proposed project determined that improvements proposed under
the Build Alternative would meet the need and purpose of the project. Specifically, the Build Alternative
would reduce congestion along I-110, US 54, and US 62 (Paisano Drive) caused by queuing from the
POE and improve connections between [-10 and Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway).

The engineering, social, economic, and environmental studies conducted on the improvements as
proposed by the Build Alternative (Preferred Alternative) indicate that the project would result in no
significant adverse impacts on the human or natural environment at a level that would warrant an
Environmental Impact Statement, and a FONSI is recommended.
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Appendix B
Metropolitan Transportation Plan

Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan
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Key Chart of Amended Horizon 2040 MTP Amendments

Total Project

Current Const. Cost Est. Const. Cost/YOE Cost Est. PE Cost Est. ROW Cost
CcS) Project ID Project Name Project Description From To Network / /Y. . ) Cost/YOE Sponsor YOE (FY)
2013-2040 Cost (Includes Inflation) (Includes Inflation) (Includes Inflation) .
(Includes Inflation)
Widen from 4 To 6 lanes divided, construction to include the
0924-06-436 P439X-MOD Eastlake Blvd Phase 1 intersection of Darrington and Eastlake I1H-10 Darrington 2020 $29,800,000 $29,800,000 $2,200,000 S0 $32,000,000 County EP 2017
AMEND
0924-06-436 P439X-MOD Eastlake Blvd Phase 1 Widen From-4-To-6-tanes Divided 1-10 25 Westof Darrington 2020 $31,129,409 $31,129,409 $870,591 S0 $32,000,000 County EP 2017
NEW P463X
0924-06-500 MOD Eastlake Blvd. Phase 2 Widen/Restripe from 4 to 6 lane divided roadway Darrington Rd. Horizon Blvd. 2020 $60,000 $60,000 S0 $0 $60,000 Horizon 2019

Construct a new 4 lane divided roadway with intersection
improvements (reconstruction of intersections and additional turn

1281-02-007 P520B-1-15A FM 1110 Clint Connection Rd. - Phase | Widen from 2 to 4-lane divided roadway FM 76 (North Loop Dr) 1-10 2020 $5,500,000 $5,500,000 $600,000 S0 $6,100,000 CountyEP 2018
Build-2-LanesFrom-Mlameda-Ave—{SH-20) Fo-North-Loop-Dr—FM-76)-
DEPROGRAM o e/ e o st i oot Rt

Widen from 4 To 6 lanes divided from Bob Hope to Zaragoza Rd..
Additional lanes from North Loop Dr to Zaragoza Rd to function as

1281-01-017 P520B-2-15A FM 1110 Clint Connection Rd. - Phase 2 lanes) at FM 76 (North Loop Dr.) and SH 20 (Alameda Ave) SH 20 (Alameda Ave) FM 76 (North Loop Dr.) 2020 $29,500,000 $29,500,000 $1,000,000 S0 $30,500,000 CountyEP 2019
Build-2-LanesFrom-Mlameda-Ave—{SH-20) Fo-North-Loop-Dr—FM-76)-
DEPROGRAM . mprade/ e o st i oot Rt

Loop 375 (Purple Heart) Widening and Construction of

Widen 4 to 6 lanes on mainlanes and construct 2 lane frontage roads

2552-03-049 FO56X-CAP Loop 375 (Americas/Joe Battle) Widening /Managed Lanes |managed /toll lanes Bob Hope Dr. Zaragoza Rd. 2020 $34,500,000 $34,500,000 S0 S0 $34,500,000 TXDOT 2018
DEPROGRAM

2552.03-049  |F403X-CAR oop-375 {Americas/loe Battle) WidenFrom-4-To-6-Lanes Divided FM-76-North-Loop-De- Bob-Hope- 2020 $3,000,000 $3,600,000 $0 $o $3,000,000 FXBOT 2018
DEPROGRAM

2552.03-049  |FO40X-MOD Loop-375-{Americas-Ave ) TollL WidenTo-6-Lanes Divided {Additionald Tolled) FM659 ZaragezaRd FM 76 North Loop-Dr- 2020 $31,500,000 $31,500,000 $0 $0 $31,500,000 | TXBOT 2018

US54 /1H 10/ IH 110 / Loop 375 Interchange Improvements (for

2552-02-028 FO57X-CAP Frontage Roads in each direction Spur 601 US 62/180 (Montana Ave.) 2020 $44,663,725 $44,663,725 $2,421,570 $7,626,000 $54,711,295 TXDOT 2019
DEPROGRAM
2552-02-028 FOS3A-CAP Loop-375-Purple Heart ) g Widening4-Fo-6-tanes US-62/180- Montana- Spur601 2020 $25,000,000 $26,000,000 $1,274,000 $0 $27,274,000 FXBOF 2019
DEPROGRAMEk
NAA 401X-CAR Loop-375-{Purple Heart) Frontage Roads- Build 2-Lane Frontage Rds Meontana- Spur601 2020 $10,000,000 $11,698,586 $573,231 $818,901 $13,090,717 Developer 2017
NEW
FO58X-CAP Loop 375 Purple Heart Widening of Frontage Roads Widen Frontage Roads from 2 lanes to 3 lanes in each direction Spur 601 US 62/180 (Montana Ave.) 2040 $8,000,000 $12,315,632 $800,000 30 $13,115,632 TXDOT 2031

US 62/180 (Montana Ave.) Expressway & Frontage Roads,

BuildWB3LN Frontage Road(FR)Global ReachDr(GR)toTierra
EsteRd(TE). AncillaryWorkGR to TE to ConvertExisting3LN EB ML to
3LN EB FR.Construct6LN Exwy EB/WB
MLsW/AuxiliaryLNs&GradeSeparationsAtintersectionsLeeTrevinoDr to

0167-01-113 1034X-MOD 1-10 Connect example improvements to existing ramps and adding auxilary lanes) |Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) Yandell Drive 2020 $84,634,919 $84,634,919 $4,588,721 $1,500,000 $90,723,640 TXDOT 2019
AMEND  i034x- 110-Connect{FormerUS54-/1H-10/1H-110/Loop-375-
0167-01-113 MOD Interchange improvements) US 54 / IH-10 / IH-110 / Loop 375 Interchange Improvements Loop-375-Cesar-Chavez Yandell Dr. 2020 $29,695.874 $29,695,874 $300,000 $0 $29,995.874 TXBbOTF 2019

US 62/180 (Montana Ave.) Expressway & Frontage Roads,

Construct 6 lane (expressway) MLs EB/WB with auxiliary lanes and
grade separations at intersections from Tierra Este Rd to FM 659
(zaragoza Rd). Build 2 lane WB/EB FRs in each direction from Tierra
Este Rd to FM 659 Zaragoza Rd. Reconstruct 6 lane WB/EB ML from
Global Reach Dr. to Lee Trevino Dr. to include auxiliary lanes and
grade separation at intersection. Reconstruct existing EB FR from
Global Reach Dr. to Tierra Este Rd in concrete (no added capacity).
Work includes drainage, advanced signing, striping, transitional and
incidental work (operation improvements) up to FM 659 (Zaragoza
Rd). Project scope may be further phased depending on funding

0374-02-097 F407A-CAP Phase | TE. Incidental work to Zaragoza Dr Global Reach Dr. FM 659 (Zaragoza) 2020 $121,733,894 $121,733,894 $6,366,239 $38,600,000 $166,700,133 TXDOT 2019
DEPROGRAMe
DEPROGRAM
F404a-cap Us62/180 Ave} Expressway Upgrade To Expressway-And Widen From 6 To 81 GlobalReach Dr. Loop 375 oe Battle) 2030 $30,000,000 $33,745920 $1,653,550 $2362,214 $37,761684  |TxDOT 2001
DEPROGRAMe

F407B-CAP Phase Il availability. Global Reach Dr. FM 659 (Zaragoza Rd.) 2030 $158,610,000 $217,068,737 $7,350,000 $38,200,000 $262,618,737  |TXDOT 2028
DEPROGRAMe

446X US-62/180-{Montana-Ave) tmp treluding GradeS AtGlobalReach/Yarbrough 2030 $20,000,000 $23,397,171 $1,146,461 $0 $24,543,633 TXDOT 2022
DEPROGRAM Upgrade ToExprossway-And Widen From 4-To 8 Lancs And Build 2

‘F404B-CAP US-62/180-{ Ave)-Expi ¥ Lane-Frontage Roads Loop-375-Joe-Battle) FM-659 ZaragozaRe: 2040 $20,000,000 $33,301,470 $1,631,772 $2,331,103 $37,264,345 Riscacad 203+

NEW

F407C

US 62/180 (Montana Ave.) Direct Connectors at Global
Reach Dr. and LP 375

Construction of Direct Connector ramps at US 62/180 at Global Reach
Dr. and at US 62/180 at Loop 375 for operational improvements at the
intersections. Work to include advanced signing, striping and
incidental work to FM 659 (Zaragoza Rd.). Project scope may be
further phased depending on funding availability.

Global Reach Dr.

Zaragoza Rd. (FM 659)

2030

$89,879,000

$123,005,618

$4,165,000

$1,000,000

$128,170,618

TXDOT

2028

TPC-Total Project Cost (Const. Cost+PE Cost+ROW Cost) YOE-Year of Expenditure, FY-Fiscal Year, FC-Functional Classification, CSJ-Control Section Number, ROW-Right-Of-Way, NE-Northeast

Date Printed 3/28/2017
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19:13:09 PM EL PASO MPO - HIGHWAY PROJECTS
FY 2019
2017-2020 STIP 07/2016 Revision: Administrative 01/04/2017
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
EL PASO EL PASO EL PASO 2552-02-028 LP CE EL PASO $ 27,274,000
LIMITS FROM US 62/180 MONTANA PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT
LIMITS TO SPUR 601 REVISION DATE 07/2016
PROJECT LOOP 375 PURPLE HEART WIDENING:WIDENING 4 TO 6 LANES MPO PROJ NUM FO053A-CAP
DESCR FUNDING CAT(S)
REMARKS AMEND TO PROGRAM H2040 MTP, H17-20 TIP, 17-20 STIP, PROJECT Amend from FY 2017 to FY 2019 w develop of H15-18TIP
P7 IN FY 2019 NONEXEMPT HISTORY
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 1,274,000 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH |$ 0 COST OF 2M $ 0% 27,274,000 '$ 0% 0$ 0% 27,274,000
CONSTR|$ 26,000,000 APPROVED |TOTAL $ 0$ 27,274,000 |$ 0% 0$ 0|$ 27,274,000
CONST ENG |$ 0 PHASES
CONTING |$ 0|$ 27,274,000
INDIRECT |$ 0
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 0
TOTAL CST|$ 27,274,000
p T —— —
2017-2020 STIP 05/2017 Revision: Approved 08/22/2017
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY csJ HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
EL PASO EL PASO EL PASO 0167-01-113 US54 C EL PASO $ 84,634,919

LIMITS FROM LOOP 375 (CESAR CHAVEZ BORDER HIGHWAY)
LIMITS TO YANDELL DR.

PROJECT [-10 CONNECT: US54 /IH 10/ 1H 110 / LOOP 375 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS (FOR EX
DESCR AMPLE IMPROVEMENTS TO EXISTING RAMPS AND ADDING AUXILIARY LANES).

REMARKS AMEND TO ADD $54,649,045 OF CAT 4(3C) INTO AMENDED
P7 H2040 MTP, H17-20 TIP, 17-20 STIP IN FY 2019. NONEX

PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT
REVISION DATE 05/2017
MPO PROJ NUM 1034X-MOD
FUNDING CAT(S) 10,12,4,7
PROJECT Admin. amend to adjust cost to add $4,000,000 of CAT 7 ST
HISTORY P-MM to H2040 MTP, H17-20 TIP, 17-20 STIP, in FY 2019 NON

EMPT EXEMPT
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PREL ENG $ 4,588,721 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCH |$ 1,500,000 COST OF 12 $ 13,064,000 |$ 3,266,000 |$ 0$ 0$ 0|$ 16,330,000
CONSTR|$ 84,634,919 APPROVED |7 $ 7,200,000 |$ 1,800,000 |$ 0$ 0$ 03 9,000,000
CONST ENG |$ 4,279,685 PHASES 10 $ 3,724,699 |$ 931,175 |$ 0$ 0$ 03 4,655,874
CONTING |$ 7,754,002 |$ 84,634,919 |4 $ 43,719,236 |$ 10,929,809 |$ 0$ 0$ 0|$ 54,649,045
INDIRECT |$ 0 TOTAL $ 67,707,935 |$ 16,926,984 |$ 0$ 0$ 0|$ 84,634,919
BOND FIN|$ 0
PT CHG ORD |$ 5,506,465
TOTAL CST|$ 108,263,792
2017-2020 STIP 05/2017 Revision: Administrative 01/30/2018
DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ HWY PHASE CITY YOE COST
EL PASO EL PASO EL PASO 0167-01-113 US 54 C EL PASO $ 90,416,143

LIMITS FROM LOOP 375 (CESAR CHAVEZ BORDER HIGHWAY)
LIMITS TO YANDELL DR.

PROJECT 1-10 CONNECT: US54 /1H 10/ 1H 110 / LOOP 375 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS (FOR EX
DESCR AMPLE IMPROVEMENTS TO EXISTING RAMPS AND ADDING AUXILIARY LANES).

REMARKS Admin amend to reduce CAT 4(3c) to $42,830,269, add
P7 $10,000.000 CAT 11 Rider 11B, and add $7,600,000

of CAT 12.
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION
PREL ENG $ 4,588,721 CATEGORY FEDERAL
ROW PURCH |$ 1,500,000 COST OF 12 $ 19,144,000
CONSTR|$ 90,416,143 APPROVED |7 $ 7,200,000
CONST ENG |$ 4,279,685 PHASES 10 $ 3,724,699
CONTING |$ 7,754,002 |$ 90,416,143 |4 $ 34,264,215
INDIRECT |$ 0 11 $ 8,000,000
BOND FIN|$ 0 TOTAL $ 72,332,914
PT CHG ORD |$ 5,506,465

TOTAL CST '$ 108,538,551

PROJECT SPONSOR TXDOT
REVISION DATE 05/2017
MPO PROJ NUM 1034X-MOD
FUNDING CAT(S)
PROJECT AMEND TO ADD $54,649,045 OF CAT 4(3C) INTO AMENDED H2040
HISTORY MTP, H17-20 TIP, 17-20 STIP IN FY 2019. NONEXEMPT

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

STATE REGIONAL LOCAL LC TOTAL
4,786,000 |$ 0$ 03 0|$ 23,930,000
1,800,000 $ 0$ 0$ 0% 9,000,000

931,175 |$ 0$ 0$ 0$ 4,655,874
8,566,054 |$ 0$ 0$ 0|$ 42,830,269
2,000,000 $ 0$ 0$ 0/$ 10,000,000
18,083,229 |$ 0$ 0$ 0|$ 90,416,143

PHASE: C = CONSTRUCTION, E = ENGINEERING, R = ROW, T = TRANSFER
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Appendix C

Alternatives Evaluation Matrices

I-10 CONNECT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT APPENDICES
EL PASO COUNTY, TEXAS
CSJs:0167-01-113,0167-01-116,0167-01-118, 0167-01-119



Alternative Evaluation Matrix

. DIRECT CONNECTORS SLIP RAMPS COMBINATION
Texas Department of Transportation
L. fa) ) a a 8
El Paso District S S S © S o S g " < )
. (] (]
I-10/Border Highway Connector Ramps = 0 g 0 H = H g = g g g
> > > @ > ] = = = =
CSJ:0167-01-113 2 2 £ = £ = E g £ g g g
. . . Unit of M t 2 = c c c [ [ 7] ]
Alternative Evaluation Matrix it ot leasuremen 8 5 8 £ 5 £ £ £ £ £ £
= &= = = S
(For Scale 1-5, 5 = Best) = = = = <
New Alternative Name ====4  \, pyjiq 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Traffic/Mobility
Provides Access to Major Roadways
I-10 to LP 375 Yes/No N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
LP 375 to I-1(Q Yes/No N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
US 54 to LP 375 Yes/No Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
LP 375 to US 54 Yes/No Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
/-10 to POH Yes/No Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
POE to I-1( Yes/No Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
US 54 to POH Yes/No Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
POE to US 54 Yes/No Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Avoids Queuing on I-10 DCs Scale 1-5 1 2 2 2 3 3 5 5 5 5) 5 5
mproves Queuing at POE Scale 1-5 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 5 5 4
Reduces Overall Congestion Scale 1-5 1 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 4 5) 5 4
Traffic/Mobility Summary]
Engineering
Constructability Scale 1-5 5 3 3 2 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 4
IMeets TXxDOT Design Criteria (Weaving, ETC.) Scale 1-5 5 4 4 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 3
Design/Operation Flexibility Scale 1-5 5 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 4
ROW Requirements Scale 1-5 5 4 4 4 5 5 3 3 3 4 3 5
Construction Cost Scale 1-5 5 3 3 3 4 5 3 3 3 3 3 4
Engineering Summary{
Potential Environmental Impacts
IMeets Need and Purpose (Goals & Objectives) Yes/No N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Natural Environment Impacts
100-year Floodplaing Yes/No N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N
Water Resourcef Yes/No N N N N N N N N N N N N
Threatened and Endangered Species Potentia Scale 1-5 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Human Environment Impacts
Park Yes/No N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Schoold Yes/No N N N N N N N N N N N N
Churched Yes/No N N N N N N N N N N N N
Cemeterie Yes/No N N N N N N N N N N N N
Commercial/Industrial Property Yes/No N Y Y Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N
Residential Property Yes/No N N N N N N N N N N N N
Community Cohesion Yes/No N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Environmental Justice Yes/No N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Potentially NRHP-eligible Site/Structure Scale 1-5 5 4 4 4 5 5 1 1 1 3 3 5
Environmental Summaryl | | | | | | | | | | |
Overall Summary | | | | | | | | | | | |

I-10/Border Highway Connector Ramps September 25, 2015




Project Goals and Objectives

VIABLE ALTERNATIVE SCORING

VIABLE ALTERNATIVE EVALUATION MATRIX

RECOMMENDED
ALTERNATIVE
Alternative | Alternative | Alternative | Alternative Scoring / Unit Alternative | Alternative | Alternative | Alternative
Scoring No-Build 11 Criteria of Measure | No-Build 1 5 9 11
Level of Service of | RAMP LOOP 375 70 EB 110 A A A A
T = Segment/Connection | RAMP S8 US 54 DC TO WB LP 375 A A A A A
—— =5 \EW Feakcitiour) RAMP SB US 54 DC 10 EB LP 375 B C E D D
RAMP EB 10 DG T0 WB 110 F D B c D
_— RAMP WB |-10 DC TO WE |-110 F C E C D
Add Connectivity y RAMP £B 110 DG T0 £B LOOP 375 A E A B
\ RAMP WE 1-10 DC TO WB LOOP 375 - A A A B
| RAMP SB US 54 T0 WB 110 AF F D - c c
N RAMP WE LOOP 375 10 NB US 54 Als Best A A A A A
' RAMP EB LODP 375 10 NB US 54 A A A A A
Ease Congestion/ . RAMP EB 1-110 10 EB F10 A A A A A
s £ ‘{.‘-" RAMP EB 110 TO NB US 54 B B B B B
Improve Mobility in % MAINLANES SB US 54 (Before 110 WB connector) F c E B B
the Study Area | ' U MAINLANES NB US 54N (After Gateway NB On Ramp) C C C C C
. . MAINLANES SB I-110 (At Paisano) F F P F F
|;_ ' iy MAINLANES NB I-110 (At Paisano) A A A A A
@)\J “2 . DNGESTIO PRO DB S DY
- . Total Network Travel AM Peak Hour 2011 1618 1624 1475 1478
Improve queuing 3 —— — Time PM Peak Hour ; 3384 2225 2193 1824 1830
s e e Vehicle-Hours S m—— == Saiz e
impacts Total Network Delay | AM Peak Hour 654 157 193 152 158
: o
approaching the I . A Dok o 222 a3 = L 52
I ‘Average Network AM Peak Hour = 36 49 ] 49 49
Port of Entry ' | Speed PM Peak Hour 20 40 39 44 44
v i LU i = [ H FUOR | E|
| Potential Port of Entry Storage Vehicies 334 486 503 707 603
= it B ) RING FLA L) ) REGOUNS i | FRU .
0_ 5 M | Stress Test Scenario (Max Delay - PM) Vehicle-Hours E 573 1121 538 564
Improve mobility | (5 is Best) 4 e ! IZE EXISTING ASSETS (M IZE RECONSTRUCTION
; | Construction Costs 3 0 $79,745.000 $45,809,000 $75.723,000 $49,473,000
duri ng planned 4 | Potential Utility Conflicts. No. of Conflicts 8 4 6

I-10 reconstruction

THE ENVIR

projects £ /| ROW/Easements Requirements 0
. ‘."" Purpose and Need Meets Purpose and Need Yes/No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
e 148 o fl Natural Environment | 100-year Floodplains Yes/No Yes No Yes Yes
; - Impacts Stream Crossings — 0 0 0 0
- Jurisdictional Waters (Waters of the U.S., includ is) 0 0 0 0
Maximize exisﬁng 2 - I. Threatened and Endangled Sﬁms Potential Low/Medium/High Low Low Low Low
& i | Human Environment | Parks 1 1 1 1
assets [mlnu"ntze : P — - - = 5
reconstruction) {r Churches 0 o 0 ]
1 Cemeteries ] ] 0 4]
I \ Commercial/Industrial Property Number 0 0 1 0
et Residential Property 1] 0 0 0
3 = — [ Facility 0 0 0 0
- = - Unique,/Prime Farmland Soils 0 0 0 0
Minimize impacts y \ NRHP-listed Site/Structure 3 3 3 3
to the environment y Proposed Work Over Franklin Canal 0-5 (5 is Best) 1 3 2 3
Community Cohesion Similar Similar Similar Similar
":_ Environmental Justice Worse/Similar/Improved Similar Similar Similar Similar
I Number of Py | Noisa R Similar Similar Worse Similar
4 | b — Air Quality Impacts Associated with Project Low Low Low Low
- Potential H Materials Sites : . Medium Med
Engl neering/SﬂfEt)‘ Probability for Historic-Age Resource Impacis Loy Modkurey S heh Low Low Medi Low
Considerations y . Probability for Archeological Findings Low Low Low Low
¥ Public Co Neighborhoods (Stanley Avenue Access/ Traffic) 3 4 5 5 5
Truck Idling/Queuing oS jehe 3 3 3 3
SCORING ENG ERING GONSIDER ONS
SUMMARY 2 4 b Min: Distance Betwoen Ramgs: Linear Feet 2,200 1100 1.100 1,000 714
V| Design/Operation Flexibili Score (Higher Number = 5 2 3 2 3
A Constructability More Flexible) 0 10 6 14 4

‘g I-10 Connect




Appendix D

Photos

I-10 CONNECT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT APPENDICES
EL PASO COUNTY, TEXAS
CSJs:0167-01-113,0167-01-116,0167-01-118, 0167-01-119



Phdt 1. Recation aea within exism rlght-f-wy
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Photo 2. Lincoln Center Building within existing right-of-way




Photo 3. Representative photo of adjacent residential land use




Photo 6. Concordia Cemetery
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Coordination

I-10 CONNECT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT APPENDICES
EL PASO COUNTY, TEXAS
CSJs:0167-01-113,0167-01-116,0167-01-118, 0167-01-119



Meeting with Lincoln Park Conservation Committee (LPCC) in field at 4:00pm (4-11-18)

Meeting Notes
Prepared by Tony Santana, PE, El Paso District

TxDOT and LPCC reviewed columns with murals that were in conflict with proposed improvements.
Described how many columns on I-10 EB to 1-110 SB ramp were in conflict only in the vertical direction
at the cap of a column. The conflicts between the existing caps and proposed ramp superstructure range
from a few inches to about four feet. The LPCC asked how the cut along the cap would be made. TxDOT
mentioned that a response at this time would be difficult because removal would depend on the
selected contractor and their equipment. The partial removal of a cap would be very difficult because of
the significant amount of steel reinforcement bars. The LPCC mentioned that if the whole caps are
removed, it will physically affect most murals as well as the artistic intent of the murals.

We also discussed the horizontal location of the proposed columns. The LPCC was concerned the
proposed columns would block the views of the existing murals that can remain. They mentioned that it
makes no sense to keep a partial existing column if its view will be blocked by a proposed column.
TxDOT mentioned that the construction of the proposed columns will be quicker if the existing columns
were removed.

The LPCC mentioned that the column identified as G7 has a mural of the Virgen de Guadalupe. This was
the first mural painted at the site in 1981. It is right at the corner where El Calvario church used to be.
The mural has significance because of its location, history, the artist, and because it represents faith to
the community. The artist later painted flowers in honor of his son, and the artist just recently passed
away. They said that under no circumstances was this column with this mural to be removed. It was
observed by all that the mural painted on the column does not extend into the cap. This observation
was seen as a good thing by all because the mural can stay and the cap, which is unpainted, can be
removed. They requested that the top of the column at the cut line should be topped off with new
concrete for a neat and smooth finish.

Action Item: Coordinate with PS&E.

The most impacted murals are the Memorial Murals. The LPCC will talk with the artists to inform them
of the impacts to Memorial Murals. Some artists are from out of town so it could be a few weeks to get
a response. The other murals near the Lincoln Center are more of an artistic nature, open to
interpretation, and should not be too difficult to provide a response.

Action Item: LPCC to inform artists of impacts.

TxDOT asked if the LPCC knew of any techniques or methods to protect the existing columns while

construction was taking place. They did not know of any but said the murals were sturdy and could
withstand some elements. They thought that covering the murals could cause more damage due to
possible infiltration of rainwater. TxDOT mentioned that we were reaching out to Caltrans and they



Meeting Notes — Meeting with Lincoln Park Conservation Committee (LPCC)

thought it was a good idea and that they could provide names of artists from California’s Chicano Park
that could provide some information.

Action Item: Review Caltrans specifications and meet with LPCC to discuss the most appropriate
techniques.

The LPCC acknowledged that the agreement between the City and TxDOT related to ROW matters does
state that TxDOT could take over existing areas for future transportation uses.

The LPCC mentioned that the basketball courts but especially the handball courts should remain open
because there is a large, retired group that uses them. We mentioned that maybe the eastern side of
handball courts could remain but not the western side of the courts because they are under the location
of the proposed bridges. They were OK with having the east courts open.

Action Item: Coordinate with PS&E to delineate the staging area through these courts.

TxDOT mentioned that the two columns north of Durazno Ave. and the two columns south of Durazno
Ave. along alignment F are not in conflict with the proposed columns and can remain in place.

TxDOT mentioned that the column dedicated to military veterans, F25 along alignment F, is in conflict
with the proposed columns and will have to be removed. The LPCC mentioned that the artist of that
mural provides some communication obstacles during coordination activities but they will let him know
about the column.

Action Item: LPCC to let artist know about complete removal of column.

The LPCC mentioned that they have plans to paint a new mural this year and the proposed location is
the existing column known as F20. Now that they know more specifics about the project, they will look
into painting the proposed mural in a different column somewhere else in the Lincoln Area. They want
to know if other columns along existing alignment F will be in conflict with the proposed construction
and will have to come down. The reason being is that the LPCC want to paint future murals on existing
columns to continue the same alignment of the four murals that will remain.

Action Item: LPCC to select different column to paint this year’s mural.
Action Item: TxDOT to check if other columns, as discussed, will be in conflict with proposed
improvements.

The LPCC showed an interest in keeping the concrete bases for the existing high mast poles since one is
already painted. They said they would pour concrete on the inside and use them as small platforms.
They mentioned they had talked to the District Engineer and he had given his preliminary approval. We
said we would confirm with the WAO.

Action Item: TxDOT to check with WAO regarding bases. Note: WAO responded that the bases would
not be removed, and the existing bolts would be sheared off and epoxied.



Meeting Notes — Meeting with Lincoln Park Conservation Committee (LPCC)

The LPCC mentioned that the murals cost between $5000 to $10,000 to paint which includes materials
and scissor lifts, and other equipment. The murals are painted one weekend a month for about 4
consecutive months. They take about 20 hours per weekend. The LPCC holds fundraising events and
then approach the City Parks Department for a permit to make improvements whereas other groups in
other parks raise about $500 for improvements. The LPCC mentioned that if TxDOT saves money by
removing existing columns, then possibly TxDOT could help in cooperating with the future mural costs or
replacement mural costs. We did not commit to this proposal.

Action Item: Convey message of mural cost-sharing to Administration through these meeting notes.

We asked about the lighting of the existing murals. The LPCC said it was done under the painting of the
interchange a few years ago. They want the new columns to be lighted and the existing columns with
murals to continue to be lighted even if their caps are removed. We need for them to identify which
columns will have murals.

Action Item: LPCC to coordinate existing and proposed column locations to see which columns will
receive or continue to receive lighting.
Action Item: TxDOT to coordinate with PS&E the location of lighting based on the above action item.

We mentioned the need to remove some large trees and they understood.

We mentioned that the El Paso Electric has a transmission pole that needs to be relocated about 15 to
20 feet. The relocation will occur before the project begins and EPE are on a different timeline.

We asked if they could point out the locations of the broken sidewalk on Durazno Ave. They said that
the City had come out and made sidewalk repairs. We said that the contractor would replace any broken
concrete curb damaged by the contractor. We would also videotape the grounds to take a record of
existing conditions.

Action Item: TxDOT to coordinate with PS&E to include appropriate general notes.

We mentioned that the LPCC could get with the Parks and Recreation Department to plan a scope to
finish the park once TxDOT leaves the area after construction. TxDOT was to call Parks and Recreation
Department to remove the recently installed playground equipment.

Action Item: LPCC to coordinate with Parks dept. for future installations.
Action Item: TxDOT to call Parks dept. to remove playground equipment before construction.

We described the fencing and they understood there would be an internal and external fence. The
internal fence would go around the Lincoln Center and the amphitheater and would be for protection
from contractor operations. The possibility of placing occasional banners around the external fence was
discussed. It was suggested that the LPCC could come up with an artistic design and TxDOT and its
contractor would place project specific information.

Action Item: TxDOT to coordinate with PS&E for correct staging area limits.



Meeting Notes — Meeting with Lincoln Park Conservation Committee (LPCC)

Action Item: TxDOT to coordinate with Public Involvement consultant for use of banners if possible.
Action Item: TxDOT to coordinate with LPCC regarding designs only if previous action item is possible.

TxDOT asked about participating in the festival in September. The LPCC thought it was a good idea and
could reserve a place for TxDOT. The festival would be on a Sunday from 11am to 5pm. They mentioned
that TxDOT could provide a before and after rendering of the project. Showing the Lincoln Center in the
proposed rendering will help the community see that the building will remain.

Action Item: TxDOT to check if attending can be done. If granted permission, coordinate logistics.
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I Texas Department of Transportation

3301 Gateway Boulevard West El Paso, TX 79928 | 916-7H-4200 | WWW.TXDOT.GOV

July 16, 2018

Lincoln Park Conservation Committee
Hector Gonzales

7971 Sunnyfields Avenue

El Paso, Texas 79915

Gentlemen:

This letter will serve to summarize the discussions hetween representatives of the Lincoln Park
Conservation Committee and the TxDOT El Paso District represented by Mr. Tony Uribe, P.E., District
Design Engineer and mysealf. The objective of the meeting was to agree an a path forward regarding
the treatment of the 11 columns that contain murals that will be affected by construction of the |-10
Connect project. Three alternatives were raised by the Committee, including redesign of the project,
trimming the tops of individual columns, or removing all but one of the columns after
photographically documenting them and providing space on the new columns for the artists to either
recreate the existing artwork or to provide new art appropriate to the venue.

Discussion of the alternatives reached an agreement that the first alternative is physically impossible
and the second alternative is impractical. The design is based on preserving the Lincoln Center
building and amphitheater with grades and column placement based on the physical reality of how
the interchange will fit together and meet current design standards. The second alternative is
impractical since elimination of the portion of the existing murals that extend into the bent caps, as
well as proximity to new columns would make attempting to preserve portions of the columns
difficult, expensive, and the results could not be guaranteed. It was therefore agreed that the third
option was the most practical and that the District and the Committee would work together on its
implernentation.

Elements of the third option include:

1. Only one column that cantains Felipe Adame’s 1981 mural titled “The Virgen de Guadalupe with
Roses” located at the corner of Durazno and Uva Streets, of those that have conflicts, will be
preserved by removing the bent cap and leaving the column in place. This is the first of the
murals and the painted mural does not extend into the bent cap so that preservation is possible.
The project documents will detail the requirement to remove the bent cap while preserving the
column and protecting the murat during construction. The requirement will inciude finishing the
upper end of the remaining column to give the appearance that the column was constructed to
house the rmural and not leave the look of a partially demolished artifact.

2. All other columns that contain murals and have conflicts along the existing eastbound 1-10 to
southbound 1-110 ramp and one in the existing westbound I-10 to southbound 1-110 ramp will
be demolished and the Committee will identify the new columns that they want to have
available for replacement/new murals. These columns will not be treated with anti-graffiti paint
and will have lighting infrastructure installed so they can be treated like the existing murals in
terms of lighting. TxDOT will arrange for all of the murals that will be destroyed by demolishing
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Lincoln Park Conservation Committee 2 July 16, 2018

these columns be professionally phatographed and hard copy album{s) as well as electronic
documentation of the murals that will be demolished provided to the Committee and to
organizations such as the UTEP Special Collections and the City of El Paso Municipal Archives,
and to any other organization that the Committee and TxDOT may agree should have copies.

3. TxDOT will work with the Committee and other arganizations, public and private, to develop a
plan to replace the murals. This could include governmental grants or private donations to
defray the cost of generating replacement murals. Options to be explored include federal
grants, City or County funding for art, or funding through the Metropolitan Planning
Organization for a project to develop a formal pedestrian enhancement to provide a walking
tour of the park and its murals. With respect to this last option, if implemented, TxDOT will
work with the Committee and a governmental spansor for a project to be submitted to the MPO
and/or shown to other potential project sponsors or donors. To the extent permitted by
resources, TxDOT will provide planners and engineers to help create a feasible plan.

4, It was agreed that the District (TxDOT’s El Paso District) would work with the Committee and the
TxDOT Right of Way Division on the future disposition of the property in Lincoln Park that is not
needed for the existing interchange and the planned improvements of the I-10 Connect Project,
and any other improvements recommended by the current Reimagine I-10 corridor study. The
objective would be for TxDOT to dispose of its interest in property not needed for
transportation purposes to a governmental body that wants to take responsibility for the
property, including the Lincoln Park building. It is possible that after the property is released
from TxDOT ownership that the future owner may want to work with the Committee to propose
the park and the building for inclusion in the National Register of Historical Places while
recognizing the existence and transportation use of the existing interchange and the planned
improvements.

This summarizes the conversations and describes the agreements reached at the meeting. The
obligations of TxDOT as stated are to the extent that such obligations are within the authority of the
District Engineer, This recognizes that release of property interest rests with the TxDOT Right of Way
Division and TxDOT Administration, and that funding of future pedestrian facilities and accompanying
mural production rests with the grantor agencies or individuals, including the Metropolitan Planning
Organization, the City of El Paso, El Paso County or such federal or state agency that may provide
grant funds for such purposes.

The El Paso District commits to working with the Committee to making this process transparent to
the residents of the community so that misunderstandings do not result from lack of communication,
In this regard the District commits to having personnel and adeguate exhibits at Sepiember's Lincoln
Park Day to explain to these in attendance what is going to occur, Further, the District commits to
engaging the Committee throughout the construction process so that activities that might raise
community concerns are identified and communicated jointly by TxDOT and the Committee to avoid
misunderstandings. As an example of this cooperation TxDOT proposes to fence off the Lincoln Park
building during construction 1o pratect it from damage that might result from construction activities
or by trespass of construction personnel and the Committee agrees to help convey the message to
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the community that the fencing is meant to protect the struciure and not in preparation for its
demolition..

TxDOT certainly appreciates the cooperation of the Lincoln Park Conservation Committee in
advancing this critical project as well as planning for the future of this important local resource. This
kind of cooperation represents what should be the norm in transportation planning and development
and is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

T 0L te

Robert Bielek, D.PA., P.E.
District Engineer, El Paso District
Texas Department of Transportation

cc: Dr. Miguel Juarez
Senator Jose Rodriguez
Representative loe Pickett
Representative Caesar Blanco
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125 EAST 11TH STREET, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 | 512.463.8588 | WWW.TXDOT.GOV

August 11, 2017

RE: CSJ: 0167-01-113; IH-10 - US 54 Connect, Interchange Improvement, Section 106
Consultation; ElI Paso County, El Paso District

To: Representatives of Federally-recognized Tribes with Interest in this Project Area

The above referenced transportation project is being considered for construction by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT). Environmental
studies are in the process of being conducted for this project. The environmental review,
consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are
being, or have been, carried-out by TXDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 16, 2014, and executed by FHWA and TxDOT.

The purpose of this letter is to contact you in order to consult with your Tribe pursuant to stipulations
of the Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, the Texas Department
of Transportation, the Texas State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation Regarding the Implementation of Transportation Undertakings (PA-TU). The project is
located in an area that is of interest to your Tribe.

Undertaking Description

TxDOT’s El Paso District is proposing to improve the interchange between Interstate Highway (IH) 10
and United States Highway (US) 54 in El Paso County, Texas (Exhibit A).

In order to improve connections to and from I-10 and address queuing and congestion, the
proposed project would construct or modify six direct connectors between 1-10 and various of
the other highways, one direct connector from US 54 to 1-110, and would reconfigure the I-
110/US 62 interchange. Along with these primarily elements of the improvements, the proposed
project would also include reconfiguring some of the merging lanes along 1-110 and US 54. The
project’s horizontal area of potential effects (APE) corresponds with the existing and proposed

ROW, totaling 174.91 acres (174.77 acres of existing ROW and 0.144 acres of proposed ROW)
(Exhibit B).

Area of Potential Effects
The project’s area of potential effects (APE) comprises the following area.

e The project limits extend from LP 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) in the south to E.
Yandell Dr. along US 54; from US 54 to N. Stevens St. along IH-10; from US 54 to S. Luna St.
along US 62; and from US 54 to just past US 62 along IH-110. The total project length is
thus about 1.5 miles.
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CSJ: 0167-01-113, El Paso County 2 August 11, 2017

e According to project schematics the existing ROW varies between about 149 and 532 feet in
width.

e The latitude and longitude for the end points of the project are:
0 Begin latitude: +31. 76405272 Begin longitude: -106. 44783143
0 End latitude: +31. 7815923 End longitude: -106. 44116697
e The existing right of way comprises an area estimated at 174.77 acres.

e About 0.144 acres of new, proposed ROW would be required in a narrow strip along the west
side of IH-110/US54, between Alameda Ave. and the UPRR.

e No temporary or permanent easements would be required.

e Based on project plans, the vertical APE for the project would be the maximum depth of
impacts of 20 feet for direct connectors and elevated structures.

e For the purposes of this cultural resources review, the APE also includes an additional 50-
foot area around the previously-described horizontal dimensions to account for potential
alterations to the proposed APE included in the final project design. Consultation would be
continued if potential impacts extend beyond this additional area, based on the final design

Identification Efforts

For this project, TXDOT has conducted a desktop-based study of available background information.
The APE coincides with existing operational ROW for I-10, US 54, 1-110, and Loop 375, such that
roadway construction (road cut and fill sections, pilings, etc.) has disturbed potential archeological
deposits. Disturbances in the remainder of the APE (proposed ROW) include buried utilities and
commercial and residential development. Thus, preserved archeological remains are unlikely to be
encountered within the APE due to disturbances associated with roadway construction, utility
easements, and development. Therefore, no areas that require field investigation were identified. It
is recommended that no archeological survey is warranted for the entire APE due to topographic,
geologic, and soil conditions, as well as disturbance by roadway construction, subsurface utility line
installations, and commercial and residential development that has negatively impacted the
potential for intact archeological deposits in this area. In summary:

e Likely all of the sediments within the APE have been previously disturbed by previous
highway construction and urban development. These activities would have destroyed more
fragile archeological materials and would have moved more durable materials from their
original location. Any sites that may occur within the APE would likely lack sufficient integrity
of location, association, and materials to be able to address important questions of history
and prehistory (36 CFR 60.4).

e Based on the foregoing factors, there is little to no reason to expect archeological historic
properties (36 CFR 800.16(l)) to be located within the APE.
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Findings and Recommendations
Based on the above, TxDOT proposes the following findings and recommendations:

e a desktop review has found that no archeological historic properties (36 CFR 800.16(1))
would be affected by this proposed undertaking and the proposed project may proceed to
construction;

o that a zone of 50 feet beyond the horizontal project limits be considered as part of the
cultural resources evaluation; and

e if any future changes to the project APE extend beyond the additional 50-foot zone or if
archeological deposits are discovered, your Tribe would then be contacted for further
consultation.

According to our procedures and agreements currently in place regarding consultation under Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we are writing to request your comments on historic
properties of cultural or religious significance to your Tribe that may be affected by the proposed
project APE and the area within the above defined buffer. Any comments you may have on the TxDOT
findings and recommendations should also be provided. Please provide your comments within 30
days of receipt of this letter. Any comments provided after that time will be addressed to the fullest
extent possible. If you do not object that the proposed findings and recommendations are
appropriate, please sign below to indicate your concurrence. In the event that further work discloses
the presence of archeological deposits, we will contact your Tribe to continue consultation.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have questions, please contact Laura Cruzada at
512/416-2638 (email: Laura.Cruzada@txdot.gov) or Chantal McKenzie at 512/416-2770 (email:
Chantal.McKenzie@txdot.gov). When replying to this correspondence by US Mail, please ensure that
the envelope address includes reference to the Archeological Studies Branch, Environmental Affairs
Division.

Sincerely,
gen—— f’)
K) _ E e QM
7 \
N VAN B

Scott Pletka, Deputy Section Director
Environmental Affairs Division

Concurrence by: Date:

Enclosure
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cc w/ enclosure: ENV-ARCH ECOS
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Exhibit A. Map showing project location within El Paso County.
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Exhibit B. Project schematic.
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COMANCHE NATION

Texas Department of Transportation
ATT: Scott Pletka

125 East 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

September 18, 2017

RE: IH-10 — US 54 Connect, Interchange Improvement, El Paso County, El Paso District
CSJ: 0167-01-113

Dear Mr. Pletka,

In response to your request, the above reference project has been reviewed by staff of this office
to identify areas that may potentially contain prehistoric or historic archeological materials. The
location of your project has been cross referenced with the Comanche Nation site files, where an
indication of “No Properties” have been identified. (IAW 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1)).

This review is performed in order to identify and preserve the Comanche Nation and State

cultural heritage, in conjunction with the State Historic Preservation Office. Please contact the
Comanche Nation Tribal Historical Preservation Office at (580) 595-9618, if you require additional
information on this project.

Best Regards,

Comanche Nation Historic Preservation Office
Martina Callahan, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
#6 SW “D” Avenue, Suite C

Lawton, OK. 73501

martinac@comanchnation.com
(580) 595-9618/Fax (580) 595-9733

To preserve historic and sacred landmarks of the Comanche Nation !

COMANCHE NATION P.O. BOX 908 / LAWTON, OK 73502
PHONE: 580-492-4988 TOLL FREE:1-877-492-4988
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From: Campos, Jose (FHWA) <Jose.Campos@dot.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 12:01 PM
To: Marty Boyd; Eddie Valtier
Cc: Michael Medina (mmedina@ELPASOMPO.ORG); Roger Williams (rwilliams@ELPASOMPOQO.ORG);

Mayela Granados (mgranados@ELPASOMPO.ORG); Rebecca Pinto; 'jamie.zech@tceq.texas.gov’;
riley jeffrey@epa.gov; Tim Wood; Jackie Ploch; Janie Temple; Monge-Oviedo, Rodolfo (FHWA);
Heitmann, Greg (FHWA); jolenem.herrera@state.nm.us; Highsmith, Carl (FHWA); Beeman, Thomas
(FHWA); Leary, Michael (FHWA); Maley, Barbara (FHWA); Bales, Genevieve (FHWA)

Subject: IH-10 Connect Project of Air Quality Concern Review

Attachments: IH-10 Connect Project of Air Quality Concern Review; I-10 Connect POAQC PM10 and CO (CSJ
0167-01-113 and associated)

Marty and Eddie,

Our June 28, 2018 message concerning the IH-10 Connect project in El Paso (attached), indicated that the proposed
project (CSJ 0167-01-113) appeared to be a project of local air quality concern regarding CO in accordance with 40 CFR
93.123(a) and that a CO hot-spot analysis may be required. Upon further consideration, we believe that the IH-10
Connect project constitutes an interchange modification project consistent with 40 CFR 93.127. Such projects, while
exempt from a regional emissions analysis, require that the local effects of these projects with respect to PM and CO
concentrations be considered to determine if a hot-spot analysis is required. Based upon our review of project specific
information and in consultation with EPA, TCEQ and TxDOT, as noted below, we concur that neither a PM1o or CO hot-
spot analysis is required for this project. Thank you for your assistance and please let me know if you should have any
questions.

Jose Campos
Federal Highway Administration — Texas
(512) 536-5932

From: Jackie Ploch [mailto:Jackie.Ploch@txdot.gov]

Sent: Monday, July 9, 2018 3:24 PM

To: Campos, Jose (FHWA) <Jose.Campos@dot.gov>; 'jamie.zech@tceq.texas.gov' <jamie.zech@tceq.texas.gov>;
riley.jeffrey@epa.gov; Raymond Sanchez Jr <Raymond.Sanchez@txdot.gov>; Maley, Barbara (FHWA)
<Barbara.Maley@dot.gov>

Cc: Michael Medina (mmedina@ELPASOMPQO.ORG) <mmedina@ELPASOMPO.ORG>; Mayela Granados
(mgranados@ELPASOMPO.ORG) <mgranados@ELPASOMPO.ORG>; Tim Wood <Tim.Wood@txdot.gov>; Janie Temple
<Janie.Temple@txdot.gov>

Subject: RE: IH-10 Connect Project of Air Quality Concern Review

Consultation Partners:
In response to previous emails (attached), at the request of FHWA, consultation partners had a follow-up discussion
regarding how the | 10 Connect project is an interchange reconfiguration project that meets Table 3 of 40 CFR 93.127 as

a project exempt from regional emissions analyses. 93.127 states:

“The local effects of these projects with respect to CO concentrations must be considered to determine if a hot-
spot analysis is required prior to making a project level conformity determination.”



The consultation partners considered the following information with respect to CO concentrations to make the decision
that a CO hotspot analysis is not required. Partners concurred with this on July 9, 2018.

The project does not fall into any of the categories listed in 40 CFR §93.123(b)(1) that would trigger a PM10 hot-spot
analysis because it is less than 10,000 diesel trucks.

SIP information
e The 1995 CO SIP analyzed 6 intersections and none demonstrated an exceedance of the CO NAAQS.
e The 2008-2018 CO maintenance SIP analyzed the Paisano interchange and demonstrated attainment
through 2020 (2 years after the end of the maintenance plan.
e The 2018-2028 CO limited maintenance plan had no requirements to analyze any intersections.

El Paso, Texas CO Emission Trends (2rd highest reading of any monitor in El Paso)

8-Hour | 1-Hour
2nd 2nd 8 Hour | 1-hour
High High co co
Year (ppm) (ppm) NAAQS | NAAQS
1980 9.7 16.4
1985 13.3 24.6
1987 @ 15.4 23.8| 9ppm | 35ppm
1990 14 20.4
1995 7.9 13.6
2000 9.2 17
2005 5.4 115
2010 2.9 6.2
2015 2.8 4.3
2016 2.4 4.7

(1) Year FHWA issued T.A. 6640.8A that included CO analysis. Source:
EPA monitoring reports for the years listed were obtained Oct 2017-Jan 2018.

110 Connect Intersection Data

3 intersections are at level of service D, E, or F in 2022 and/or 2042. Note the end of the 2" 10 year maintenance plan is
October 2028 (14 years prior to 2042). The proposed improvements to Paisano would reduce delay time over the no
build alternative. Reducing delay time would lead to reduced emissions for the project build over the no build option.

e Copia Street at Gateway Blvd East (intersection 20 of the POAQC)
0 AM traffic: LOS D for both the build and no build in 2042. The delay time for both the build and no
build is 43 seconds.
0 PM traffic:LOS D for both the build and not build in 2022 and LOS F for both build and no build in
2042. Delay time is 45.2 seconds in 2022 for both the build and no build and in 2042 is 196 for the
no build and 195.5 for the build.
e East Paisano Drive at Gateway North. Blvd (Intersection 5 of the POAQC)
0 AM Traffic: In 2022, LOS E (57.4 seconds) for no build and LOS C (24.8 seconds) for build. The build
is projected to reduce delay time by 32.6 seconds in 2022. In 2042, LOS F (155.1 seconds) for no
build and LOS C (32.7 seconds) for build. The build is projected to reduce delay time by 122.4
seconds in 2042.
0 PM Traffic In 2022, LOS F (225.9 seconds) for no build and LOS C (25.6 seconds) for build. The build
is projected to reduce delay time by 199.4 seconds in 2022. In 2042, LOS F (365.7 seconds) for no
build and LOS D (35.9 seconds) for build. The build is projected to reduce delay time by 329.8
seconds in 2042.




e East Paisano Drive at Gateway South Blvd (intersection 6 of the POAQC)

o0 AM Traffic: In 2022, LOS E (57.4 seconds) for no build and LOS C (20.7 seconds) for build. The build
is projected to reduce delay time by 37.1 seconds in 2022. In 2042, LOS F (116.6 seconds) for no
build and LOS D (37.7 seconds) for build. The build is projected to reduce delay time by 78.3
seconds in 2042.

0 PM Traffic In 2022, LOS F (166.6 seconds) for no build and LOS C (22 seconds) for build. The build is
projected to reduce delay time by 144.6 seconds in 2022. In 2042, LOS F (349.5 seconds) for no
build and LOS D (33.8 seconds) for build. The build is projected to reduce delay time by 315.7
seconds in 2042.

Best regards,
Jackie

Jackie Ploch

Human Environment Program Manager

Environmental Resources Management | Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation | Mailing: 125 E. 11" St., Austin, TX 78701-2483
Work: 512.416.2621 | Mobile: 512.483.1969 | jackie.ploch@txdot.gov




From: Campos, Jose (FHWA) <Jose.Campos@dot.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2018 6:41 PM
To: Marty Boyd; Eddie Valtier
Cc: Michael Medina (mmedina@ELPASOMPO.ORG); Roger Williams (rwilliams@ELPASOMPOQO.ORG);

Mayela Granados (mgranados@ELPASOMPO.ORG); Rebecca Pinto; 'jamie.zech@tceq.texas.gov’;
riley jeffrey@epa.gov; Raymond Sanchez Jr; Tim Wood; Jackie Ploch; Janie Temple; Monge-Oviedo,
Rodolfo (FHWA); Heitmann, Greg (FHWA); jolenem.herrera@state.nm.us; Highsmith, Carl (FHWA);
Beeman, Thomas (FHWA); Leary, Michael (FHWA); Maley, Barbara (FHWA); Bales, Genevieve (FHWA)
Subject: IH-10 Connect Project of Air Quality Concern Review
Attachments: [-10 Connect Hot-spot Form V6 from Blanton.pdf

Marty and Eddie,

We reviewed the PM;o and CO hot-spot analysis data for the proposed IH-10 Connect Project in El Paso

(attached). Based upon our review, we believe the I-10 Connect project is not a project of local air quality concern
regarding PMjo. However, the project does appear to be a project of local air quality concern regarding CO, in
accordance with 40 CFR 93.123(a); and may require a CO hot-spot analysis. As noted in the attached, the proposed IH-
10 Connect project (CSJ 0167-01-113) affects several intersections reflecting an existing Level of Service (LOS) of D, E or
F. Additionally, the proposed project affects one of the top three intersections in the CO maintenance area with the
highest traffic volumes as identified the SIP. Thank you for your assistance and please let me know if you should have
any questions.

Jose Campos
Federal Highway Administration — Texas
(512) 536-5932



From: Jamie Zech <jamie.zech@tceq.texas.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2018 5:34 PM

To: Jackie Ploch; Barbara Maley; Campos, Jose (FHWA); Clay Churchill; Eddie Valtier; Mimi
Horn; Claudia Ortega; Riley, Jeffrey; Raymond Sanchez Jr; Janie Temple; Tim Wood;
Anita Bradley

Cc: Morris Brown; Michael Regan; Jamie Zech
Subject: [-10 Connect POAQC PM10 and CO (CSJ 0167-01-113 and associated)
Attachments: [-10 Connect Hot-Spot Form v6 from Blanton.pdf

Dear Consultative Partners and Project Representatives:

TCEQ staff reviewed the revised document (attached) submitted as evidence that the proposed I-10 Connect
project is not of local air quality concern and therefore does not require a PM10 hot-spot analysis or a CO hot-
spot analysis. Based on our review of the information provided, this project does not appear to fall into any of
the categories listed in 40 CFR §93.123(b)(1) that would trigger a PM10 hot-spot analysis. However, the project
may be one of air quality concern for CO based on two of the categories listed in 40 CFR §93.123(a):

(ii) For projects affecting intersections that are at Level-of-Service D, E, or F, or those that will change
to Level-of-Service D, E, or F because of increased traffic volumes related to the project; or

(iii) For any project affecting one or more of the top three intersections in the nonattainment or
maintenance area with highest traffic volumes, as identified in the applicable implementation plan;

| look forward to further discussion on this topic.

Best,
Jamie

Jamie Zech

Air Quality Planning

512-239-3935

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
PO Box 13087, MC206

Austin, Texas 78711
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Project Name: |-10 Connect from Yandell Dr. to Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway)
CSJ Number: 0167-01-113,0167-01-116,0167-01-118,0167-01-119
District(s): El Paso

County(ies): El Paso

COMMUNITY PROFILE

Attach a map showing the community study area boundaries as well as the locations of any community facilities in the area
(schools, places of worship, health care facilities, recreation centers, social services, libraries, etc).

I. General Information

What is the location of the community that may be impacted?

The community, as it is defined for the purposes of this assessment, consists of residential, commercial, and recreational
areas adjacent to Interstate Highway (1)-10, I-110, United States Highway (US) 54, US 62 (Paisano Drive), and Loop 375
(Cesar Chavez Border Highway) within the project limits. The project is located in south-central El Paso, Texas, near the
international border with Mexico. Lincoln Park/Lincoln Center Building, Chamizal National Memorial Park, Concordia
Cemetery, Temple Mt. Sinai Cemetery, B'nai Zion Cemetery, Evergreen Cemetery, the El Paso Zoo, and the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP)-listed Franklin Canal are located within and/or nearby the project area (see attached Figures 1

and 2 for project location maps).

Il. Project Description

Briefly describe the proposed project.

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) El Paso District proposes improvements to the I-10, I-110, US 54, and
Loop 375 (Cesar Chavez Border Highway) interchanges in order to improve access between I-10 and Loop 375 and address
congestion associated with the Bridge of the Americas Port of Entry (POE). The project limits are from Yandell Drive to the
north and Loop 375 to the south. Construction limits extend from Copia Street to Radford Street on I-10; from Yandell Drive
to Loop 375 on US 54; and from Cebada Street to Hammett Street on US 62 (Paisano Drive). The project limits also include
the entire length of I-110 (between the I-10/I-110/US 54 interchange and the POE) and the US 54/Loop 375 interchange.
Figures 1 and 2 in Appendix A depict the project location on county map base and topographic map base, respectively.

Currently, there is no direct connection between I-10 and Loop 375, and traffic must utilize I-110, US 62, and US 54 in order
to connect to and from I-10 and Loop 375. To access the POE from I-10, traffic currently exits southbound onto I-110. Traffic
can either utilize I-110 to access the POE directly, exit I-110 onto US 62 and utilize the US 62/I-110 interchange, or utilize
local surface streets in the neighborhood northwest of the POE to access the interchange. Many motorists choose to access
the POE using US 62 in an effort to jump the queue on I-110.

In order to improve connections to and from I-10 and address queuing and congestion associated with the POE, the
proposed project would modify existing interchanges at I-10, US 54, Loop 375, I-110, and US 62. Specifically, the proposed
project would construct or modify five direct connectors between I-10 and US 54, Loop 375, and I-110, modify the direct
connector from US 54 to I-110, and reconfigure the I-110/US 62 interchange.

These improvements would provide users additional ramps that create a direct route from I-10 to both Loop 375 and the
POE that currently does not exist. In addition to the direct connectors, the proposed project would reconfigure the existing
three-level interchange at I-110 and US 62 by removing a level and removing all existing connections from US 62 to I-110
and the POE. As part of the proposed project, access from South Stevens Street to I-110 and the US 62 interchange would
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also be removed. The removal of the US 62 and South Stevens Street access points is intended to relieve traffic congestion
associated with the POE on local surface streets.

Along with these primary project elements, the proposed project would also include reconfiguring some of the merging
lanes along 1-110 and US 54. The proposed improvements would require 0.144 acre of additional right-of-way (ROW) and
0.813 acre of temporary construction easements (Figure 3).

lll. General Character of the Community

What is the name and general character of the community (scattered rural, planned suburban, urban, mixed use)?

The general character of the community, as defined above, is urban. El Paso is an international metropolitan area
consisting of mixed commercial and residential uses. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the population of El Paso in
2015 was 681,124. The proposed project is located in an urban setting consisting primarily of mixed commercial, industrial,
and residential uses. The study area analyzed for this project is composed of the adjacent census block groups according to
the 2010 U.S. Census (Figure 3).

*Note - Maps of adjacent community facilities and businesses are attached as Figures 4.1 and 4.2. Representative
photographs of the project area are also attached as Photos 1 through 17.

Describe the community facilities (shown on attached map) in the area:

. . Publicor |Doesthefacilityservea) ool details, if
Name of Facility Type of Facility . specific population?
private? If so0. who? necessary
Bowie High School School Public | Children Figure 4.2
Chamizal National National Memorial Public No Figure 4.2
Memorial
Chamizal National Museum/ Visitor's Public | No Figure 4.2
Memorial Cultural Center
Center
US Customs and Border | Federal Government Public | No Figure 4.2
Protection- El Paso Office/ Law Enforcement
BOTA POE
Paisano Green Senior Living Center Public Elderly and low-income | Figure 4.2
Community
El Paso County Coliseum | Arena Public | No Figure 4.2
Chalio Acosta Sports Recreation Center Public | No Figure 4.2
Center
Delta Pool Park and Recreational Public | No Figure 4.2
Facility
Chamizal Community Community Garden Public | No Figure 4.2
Garden
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Does the facility serve a

B'nai Zion Cemetery

Name of Facility Type of Facility Pu.b lic or specific population? Rt HEnE iy 7
private? If so. who? necessary

St. Francis Xavier Church Private | No Figure 4.2
Catholic Church
El Paso Zoo Zoo Public | No Figure 4.2
Father Yermo High School Private | Children Figure 4.2
School
Zavala Elementary School Public | Children Figure 4.1
School
Washington Park Park Public No Figure 4.1
First Apostolic Church | Church Private | No Figure 4.1
Evergreen Cemeteries | Cemetery Private | No Figure 4.1
Jefferson High School School Public | Children Figure 4.1
R.E. Thomason General | Hospital Public No Figure 4.1
Hospital
Lincoln Park/Center and | Park and Community Public | No Figure 4.1
Murals Center
Temple Mt. Sinai Cemetery Private [ No Figure 4.1
Cemetery
Concordia Cemetery Texas Historical Private | No Figure 4.1

Commission (THC)

designated Historic

Texas Cemetery(HTC)
Bethel Church of God in | Church Private [ No Figure 4.1
Christ
Bethlehem Temple PAW | Church Private | No Figure 4.1
LizMorayma Gonzalez | Park Public | No Figure 4.1
Park

Cemetery Private | No Figure 4.1

IV. Data

1. What data sources were used?

Yes U.S. Census Bureau
Standard Version 1
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Yes American Community Survey (ACS)

No Texas State Data Center

Yes Other

If other, describe:

Aerial photography was consulted, and a site visit was conducted.

Attach tables or thematic maps detailing race (including Hispanics), language, income, disability, gender, and age data for the
affected community study area. Tables and maps may be downloaded from FactFinder and the ACS Summary File. Instructions for
navigating Fact Finder and ACS Summary File can be found in the Toolkit. A list of tables to use can be found in the Toolkit. If you
prefer to use template tables see the Demographic Table Template in the Toolkit.

2. Whatis the current DHHS poverty level? $24,600.00

3. Yes Do any of the census geographies show over a 50% minority population?

Describe:

A Minority (as defined by EO 12898)- a person meeting any of the following criteria is considered a minority:
Black: a person having origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa; Hispanic or Latino: a person of
Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of
race; Asian American: a person having origins in any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, or
the Indian subcontinent; American Indian and Alaskan Native: a person having origins in any of the original
people of North America, South America, and Central America, who maintains cultural identification through
tribal affiliation or community recognition; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander: a person having
origins in any of the original peoples of Hawaii, Guam, Samoa, or other Pacific Islands. A Minority Population
can include any readily identifiable groups of minority persons living in geographic proximity and, if
circumstances warrant, geographically dispersed/transient persons, such as migrant workers or Native
Americans, similarly affected by a proposed TxDOT project. TxDOT defines groups of minority persons as
groups: with a percentage of minority persons approaching or exceeding 50 percent of a census block
population; and where the project area geographies may have minority populations that are meaningfully
greater than an appropriate unit of geographic assessment. The appropriate unit of geographic assessment
may be a governing body's jurisdiction, a neighborhood census tract, or other similar unit.

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, all of the populated census geographies in the project area are
composed of over a 50 percent minority population (Table 1 attached), and the majority of these persons are
Hispanic or Latino.

4, Yes Do any of the census geographies show a median income below the DHHS poverty level?

Describe:

A low-income person is defined as a person whose median household income is at or below the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) poverty guidelines for a family of four for the current
year. The current (2017) poverty level in the 48 contiguous states and the District of Columbia is $24,600 for
a household of four (DHHS 2017). Table 2 (attached) includes data from the 2011-2015 U.S. Census American
Community Survey (ACS) regarding median household income within the project area census tracts and
block groups, as well as El Paso County and the state of Texas. Median household income ranges from
$10,375 to $40,272 across all block groups in the project area. Ten out of the fifteen block groups in the
project areas are at or below the national poverty level for a household of four.
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5. Yes Do any of the census geographies show presence of persons who speak English “less than very well”?

Describe:

Executive Order (EO) 13166, "Improving Access to Service for Persons with Limited English Proficiency,"
requires federal agencies to examine the services they provide, identify any need for services to those with
"Limited English Proficiency" (LEP), and develop and implement a system to provide those services so that
LEP persons can have meaningful access to them. To determine if specific LEP populations may be affected
by the proposed project, census data was collected from the 2011-2015 U.S. Census ACS regarding LEP
populations, classified here as populations who speak a language other than English and speak English "less
than very well."

LEP persons, specifically Spanish-speaking, were identified throughout the study area. Across the fifteen
block groups in the study area, the percent of the total population that were identified as Spanish-speaking
LEP persons ranged from a high of 79.8 percent (in Block Group 5 of Census Tract 20) to a low of 0.04 percent
(in Block Group 4 of Census Tract 33). Thirteen of the fifteen block groups had Spanish-speaking LEP
populations at or above 20 percent of the total populations of those block groups (Table 3). There were
some anomalies in the data that should be noted. Between the 2010-2014 ACS (Table 4) and the 2011-2015
ACS, the number of reported LEP Spanish speakers dropped significantly. However, larger census geography
demographics indicate that the area still has a high percentage of LEP Spanish speakers, as the census tracts
within the study area ranged from 24.67 percent to 77.19 percent LEP Spanish speakers and five of the eight
census tracts are above 50 percent Spanish-speaking LEP population. There were no LEP populations
speaking 'Asian and Pacific Island languages,' 'other Indo-European languages,' or 'other languages'
identified within the project area in both the 2010-2014 ACS and the 2011-2015 ACS.

V. Site Visit

1.  Yes Was a site visit conducted?
Ifyes, attach documentation, notes, and photographs from the field visit.

2. Yes Were there any signs observed in languages other than English?

Describe the languages(s) observed, frequency, and general location of signs in other languages
(throughout the study area, concentrated in a particular vicinity, etc.) :

Spanish language signs were observed throughout the project area (Photo 1).

3. Yes Were there places of worship, businesses, or services that target or serve specific minority groups?

Describe:

There were Spanish-language services advertised at churches within the study area (e.g. St. Francis Xavier
Catholic Church and First Apostolic Church), and Spanish-language signs were visible at businesses
throughout the study area. The variety of services catering to the Spanish-speaking LEP population is
consistent with the demographic data of the study area.

4. No Were there signs of disabled persons such as ramps on homes or public transportation vehicles or stops
specifically designed for disabled persons?

5. Yes Were there signs of other vulnerable populations such as children or elderly (presence of day cares,
elementary schools or assisted living facilities)?

Describe:

Zavala Elementary School is located in the vicinity of the project area, northwest of the I-110 and US 54
interchange. Bowie High School is also located in the vicinity of the project area, southeast of US 62 (Paisano
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Drive) (see Photos 2 through 4). Jefferson High School and Father Yermo High School are both located east
of the project area. Additionally, a Housing Authority of El Paso senior living facility, the Paisano Green
Community, is located in the vicinity of the project area along US 62 (Paisano Drive) and S Boone Street. See
attached Figures 4.1 and 4.2.

6. Yes Were there any signs of low-income families or neighborhoods (subsidized housing, homes or cars in
need of repair, used goods stores, low-cost health care facilities)?

Describe:

There were signs of homes and cars in need of repair throughout the project area (Photos 5 and 6).

7. Yes Are there signs of other modes of transportation?
Yes Are there bus or train stops?

Describe:

There are bus stops on side streets throughout the project area (Photo 7). The only bus stops
located within the project limits are on US 62 (Paisano Drive).

No Are there marked bike lanes or bicycle lane signage?

No Did you observe cyclists in the area?
Yes Are there sidewalks?

Describe:

There are sidewalks on side streets throughout the project area; however, there are no
pedestrian facilities on the highway and interstate portions of the project. The proposed
project would include improved pedestrian facilities at the US 62 (Paisano Drive) and I-110
interchange.

No Did you observe “goat paths” or dirt pathways adjacent to the project area?

8. Yes Is there any additional information about this community that will be helpful?

Describe:

The community within the project study area consists of residential pockets within a commercial and
industrial area. The community is also located next to the international border with Mexico, and as a result
the POE is a major defining feature of the area, along with I-10.

As indicated in Section Ill of this form, murals located within TxDOT ROW on existing roadway columns were
identified as a community feature. Beginning in the 1980s and with TxDOT's cooperation, community
members and artists painted murals on the existing roadway columns within and adjacent to Lincoln Park. In
1999, a privately funded mural project resulted in the addition of almost two dozen murals in the area.
Several additional murals were added between 2000 and 2012, and there are currently 31 roadway columns
in the area that contain murals (based on 2017 counts.) These murals appear to be largely reflective of the
Mexican-American cultural experience. As the number of murals has grown, TxDOT has worked with the
community to provide lighting and bird deterrents per their requests. As part of the public involvement
effort for the proposed project, community groups and stakeholders with an expressed interest in the
Lincoln Center, Lincoln Park, and the murals were invited to participate in work groups and attend the public
meetings in order to provide insight into these community features. During the four project work group
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9. Yes

meetings and three public meetings (held between 2015 and 2018), discussions and comments regarding
the murals did arise, largely in the context of avoiding impacts to Lincoln Park elements (e.g. building,
murals, amphitheater, etc.). TXDOT documented these comments and worked to adjust project alternatives
to avoid impacts to the Lincoln Center Building and associated features to the extent possible. As a result,
impacts to the Lincoln Center Building and amphitheater were avoided. At the conclusion of the third public
meeting in January 2017, a majority of the public comments received indicated satisfaction with TxDOT's
efforts to minimize and avoid impacts to Lincoln Center and Park.

Throughout project development, TxDOT has disclosed and discussed that impacts to existing columns may
be required and has continued to consider avoidance and minimization options. TxDOT has been working to
identify ways to reduce impacts to the murals and has potentially reduced the number of murals impacted
to one. (This will be confirmed during final design and the public will be notified.) TXDOT held a fourth Work
Group Meeting in April 2018 in order to provide an update to project stakeholders and community members
and to receive input on the results of the Historic Resources Survey Report and anticipated impacts to
murals. Members of the Lincoln Park Conservation Committee (LPCC) were in attendance and did not
indicate any concern over the anticipated mural impacts. At the April 2018 meeting, TXDOT committed to
continue providing bird spikes and lighting for murals, protecting the existing columns during construction
and, working with the group to identify new columns that would not be painted with anti-graffiti paint and
would therefore be available for future murals. TXDOT also discussed the options for protecting the Lincoln
Center building during construction and committed to coordinate and work with the LPCC on access to the
area during and after construction. This information will also be presented at the upcoming Public Hearing.

Is public involvement planned for this project?

Results from the Scope Development Tool

1. No

2. Yes

3. No

4. Yes

5. Yes

Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for a residential displacements analysis?
Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for a commercial displacements analysis?
Select the level of analysis identified on the Scope Development Tool:

X] Low level commercial displacements analysis

[ ] Medium level commercial displacements analysis

[ ] High level commercial displacements analysis

Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for an other displacements analysis?

Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for an access and travel patterns analysis?
Select the level of analysis identified on the Scope Development Tool:

X Medium risk access and travel patterns analysis

[ ] High risk access and travel patterns analysis

Did the Scope Development Tool identify the need for a community cohesion analysis?
Select the level of analysis identified on the Scope Development Tool:

[X] Medium risk community cohesion analysis

[ ] High risk community cohesion analysis
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Commercial Displacements

Consider the community facilities and vulnerable populations other than EJ populations listed in your Community Profile answers.

1.  What types of businesses exist in the study area?

The study area is urban in nature with predominately commercial and residential development. The commercial

development consists of mixed use activities such as small businesses, retail, restaurants, warehousing, commercial
sales, and automotive related businesses.

How many businesses will be displaced or impacted in a manner that would prevent them from continuing to
operate (loss of parking or access)?

It is anticipated that one commercial building, located at 3931 Frutas Avenue, will be displaced (Figure 5.1 and Photos
8 and9).

Additionally, two construction easements are proposed as part of the project (Figures 5.1 and 5.2). It is not anticipated
that the proposed construction easement located near the POE would cause any displacements or impacts.
Approximately 0.027 acre of new ROW and 0.069 acre of temporary construction easement are required from the
General Export Corporation, located at 3912 Frutas Avenue; however, this proposed acquisition is limited to the
vacant eastern edge of the parcel and is not anticipated to impact any structures on the property.

3. No Are these businesses unique to the area?

4, No Do these businesses serve a specific population (specific ethnic group, disabled, low-income families,
etc.)?

Explain:

It is unknown whether the displaced commercial building is currently occupied, and the use of the structure
is not apparent from field observations. It does not appear to serve a specific population.

5. No Have the businesses indicated if they would relocate?

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above, how will displacements associated with the proposed project impact
the community?

The displacement outlined above is not expected to result in major changes to land use patterns, economic conditions,
social interaction, or access to public facilities within the communities adjacent to the project area.

ACCESS AND TRAVEL PATTERNS

1.  How do people currently access adjacent parcels (car, walking, cycling, mass transit)?

Adjacent residences and business are currently accessed by a mix of car, walking, and mass transit.

Standard
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2. Describe the permanent changes to access and/or travel patterns.

Proposed changes to access and travel patterns include reconfiguring the existing three-level interchange at US 62
(Paisano Drive) and S. Copia Street intersection by removing a level and removing all existing connections from US 62
to I-110 and the POE, and users can still access US 62 via US 54. This removal is intended to eliminate the potential for
traffic accessing the POE to jump the queue at US 62 along I-110, which has caused traffic congestion issues for
surrounding local streets and neighborhoods. A substantial portion of the congestion on US 62 is due to traffic
attempting to access the POE. The proposed project would route all POE traffic along I-110, thereby reducing
congestion along local streets. As a result of these proposed improvements, the US 62 (Paisano Drive) eastbound
access to I-110 westbound at the POE is the only change of access that would require more travel miles (3.5) and 5
more minutes added to the commute in ideal travel times if the ultimate destination is the POE.

In addition, the project proposes to remove the South Stevens Street entrance onto I-110. The removal of the South
Stevens Street entrance is expected to permanently alter access and travel patterns; however, the current
configuration results in traffic backup in the adjacent neighborhood caused by traffic attempting to access the POE
and community input has indicated support for the removal of the South Stevens Street entrance. Further, the existing
ramp at East San Antonio/Findley Avenue from Paisano Drive would be modified to allow for signalized ingress and
egress operations from the neighborhood. It is not anticipated to result in a cut-through effect similar to the current
configuration of the South Stevens Street entrance, because it does not access I-110 or the POE. This new signalized
access is expected to address public concerns about the traffic delays and congestion that the Findley Avenue
neighborhood currently experiences.

3. What neighborhoods and businesses will be affected by these changes?

Potentially affected neighborhoods include residential areas adjacent to the project, as well as adjacent commercial
development consisting primarily of retail, warehousing, restaurants, auto shops, and other industrial facilities.

4. No Are any community facilities affected?

5. How will emergency response times be affected?

Temporary detours and changes in access would occur during construction; however, access to adjacent
neighborhoods would be maintained throughout the construction phase of the project. TxDOT will coordinate with
the El Paso Fire Department and emergency services as necessary during construction to avoid delays in service and
response times during the construction phase and after project completion. In an effort to improve emergency access,
the proposed design includes an access gate from I-110 to San Antonio Road that will restrict access to only
emergency vehicles. In addition, the center barrier along I-110 will also include an access gate for emergency vehicle
use.

6. For mass transit, walking, cycling impacts, which mode(s) will be permanently impacted?

The proposed project is primarily centered around improvements to the interstate and highway system, which does
not affect pedestrians or cyclist as there are no pedestrian or cycling facilities along the existing highway or interstate
facilities. The proposed project would include improved pedestrian facilities at the US 62 (Paisano Drive) and I-110
interchange.

An existing pedestrian bridge crossing I-110, which provides access to Zavala Elementary School, would not be
affected. Mass transit facilities (bus stops) will not be impacted, and impacts to transit routes are not expected.

7.  How far will the user of this/these modes have to travel to find a comparable route/service? How much time will
be added to their trips?

Access to mass transit would be maintained throughout the project length, and impacts to travel times are not
expected to be substantial because there are no current mass transit routes using US 62 (Paisano Drive) at I-110 to
access the POE. Further, enhancements to the pedestrian facility at both the US 62 (Paisano Drive)/I-110 intersection
and the POE crossing are anticipated to enhance pedestrian mobility in the area.
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Although access would be maintained, temporary delays and increased travel times along the project corridor would
be expected during the construction phase of the project. Other short-term road closures and detours may be
required; however, TXDOT would coordinate directly with property and business owners, emergency services, schools,
transit providers, and other entities to ensure access is maintained during and after construction. The project is not
expected to result in permanent increased travel times for pedestrians, cyclists, or mass transit users.

8. No Are any design elements proposed to mitigate adverse impacts to these modes?

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload this
Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above, how will the proposed project impact access and travel patterns for the
community?

The proposed project is expected to permanently alter some access and travel patterns for the surrounding community;
however, these changes are anticipated to help alleviate traffic congestion issues and were designed with the goal of
improving local traffic conditions. Additionally, the proposed improvements are anticipated to improve traffic conditions
for users of I-10, I-110, US 54, and Loop 375 as well. The proposed improvements would achieve improvements in traffic
conditions by separating the POE traffic from from both local traffic and highway through traffic. Traffic currently using
Paisano Drive/US 62 to access the POE would be rerouted to I-10 and ultimately to I-110. The proposed improvements
would accommodate the additional traffic on I-110 by providing additional storage capacity for the POE queues, thereby
reducing congestion on local streets and for other highway users not accessing the POE.

The closure of the South Stevens Street exit will change access and travel patterns; however, the closure has community
support and access to I-110 will still be maintained through alternate routes. In addition, a modified signalized entrance/
exit to East San Antonio/Findley Avenue from Paisano Drive is planned, which will permanently alter access and travel
patterns; however, the new access has community support and would improve access to and from this neighborhood by
addressing current congestion issues through the signalization.

Community Cohesion

Consider the community facilities and vulnerable populations other than EJ populations listed in your Community Profile answers.

1.  If there is an existing roadway or other separation, how will the proposed project change that separation?

The proposed project would not result in additional separation of community elements beyond the existing
transportation facilities. However, the proposed project does include the removal of the South Stevens Street
entrance, which is expected to permanently alter access and travel patterns. The current configuration results in traffic
backup in the adjacent neighborhood caused by traffic attempting to access the POE, and community input has
indicated support for the removal of the South Stevens Street entrance.

2.  How would the proposed project change the way that people within the community access other parts of the
community and participate in local activities?

Because I-10, I-110, US 54, Loop 375, and US 62 (Paisano Drive) are established transportation corridors, the proposed
project would not result in new or further isolation of any business or distinct neighborhoods. Access would be
maintained to adjacent properties throughout the project area and to the community at large.

3.  How will the proposed project change the way that people use local services and facilities change?

Although the South Stevens Street access ramp will be closed, the public will still be able to access facilities through
alternate routes. The public will still be able to use local services and facilities along the project corridor as access
would be maintained to adjacent properties within the project area.
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The proposed project would route all POE traffic along I-110, thereby reducing congestion along local streets. As a
result of these proposed improvements, the US 62 (Paisano Drive) eastbound access to I-110 westbound at the POE is
the only change of access that would require more travel miles (3.5) and 5 more minutes added to the commute in
ideal travel times if the ultimate destination is the POE.

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above, how will the proposed project impact community cohesion?

Substantial adverse direct impacts to the character or community cohesion in the project vicinity are not anticipated
because the proposed improvements would be constructed along existing transportation corridors, and access to adjacent
properties would be maintained throughout the project area. The proposed project would not result in the

division or isolation of any businesses, distinct neighborhoods, ethnic groups, or other specific groups, nor would access
be denied to existing facilities. Due to the fact that I-10, 1-110, US 54, Loop 375, US 62 (Paisano Drive) are existing
transportation corridors, the proposed project would not result in new or additional barriers between communities.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

1.  Yes Will there be displacements?

How many are in predominantly minority and/or low income census geographies versus non-minority
and non-low income geographies?

The proposed project would result in the displacement of one commercial facility located at 3931 Frutas
Avenue. All census geographies surrounding the project area are predominately minority. The property is
located in Block 1022 within Block Group 1 of Census Tract 29, which is low-income.

2. Yes Will there be access and travel pattern impacts?

What types of impacts are in predominantly minority and/or low income census geographies versus
non-minority and non-low income geographies?

The entire project area is located within predominately minority and low-income census geographies.
Therefore, all of the access and travel pattern impacts discussed above would occur within Environmental
Justice (EJ) areas.

3. No Will there be community cohesion impacts?

4, Yes Will the community experience any negative impacts to air quality or water quality from increased noise
level or from hazardous materials?

What types of impacts are in predominately minority and/or low income census geographies versus
non-minority and non-low income geographies?

During the construction phase of this project, temporary increases in particulate matter (PM) and Mobile
Source Air Toxics (MSAT) emissions may occur from construction activities. The primary construction-related
emissions of PM are fugitive dust from site preparation, and the primary construction-related emissions of
MSAT are diesel PM from diesel powered construction equipment and vehicles. The potential impacts of PM
emissions will be minimized by using fugitive dust control measures contained in standard specifications, as
appropriate. The Texas Emissions Reduction Plan (TERP) provides financial incentives to reduce emissions
from vehicles and equipment. TxXDOT encourages construction contractors to use this and other local and
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federal incentive programs to the fullest extent possible to minimize diesel emissions. Information about the
TERP program can be found at: https://www.tceq.texas.gov/airquality/terp. However, considering the
temporary and transient nature of construction-related emissions, the use of fugitive dust control measures,
the encouragement of the use of TERP, and compliance with applicable regulatory requirements; it is not
anticipated that emissions from construction of this project will have any significant impact on air quality in
the area.

Noise associated with the construction of the project is difficult to predict. Heavy machinery, the major
source of noise in construction, is constantly moving in unpredictable patterns. However, construction
normally occurs during daylight hours when occasional loud noises are more tolerable.

Provisions will be included in the plans and specifications that require the contractor to make every
reasonable effort to minimize construction noise through abatement measures such as work-hour controls
and proper maintenance of muffler systems.

Has the community experienced substantial impacts from past transportations projects such as a new
roadway causing large number of displacements or introducing a barrier and separating parts of the
community?

Describe:

The original construction of the Interstate Highway System, and specifically I-10, in the 1960s caused a large
number of displacements and separated parts of the surrounding community.

Has the community experienced substantial impacts from any other major projects such as utilities,
industry, etc?

Describe:

The POE, which was completed in 1967, has had a substantial impact on the surrounding community,
including an increase in traffic congestion and truck and vehicle idling adjacent to the community.

Is there any mitigation proposed to specifically lessen the severity of these impacts on EJ populations?

Describe:

The project proposes to remove the South Stevens Street entrance onto I-110, because the current
configuration results in traffic backup in the adjacent neighborhood as a result of traffic attempting to access
the POE. Community input has generally indicated support for the removal of the South Stevens Street
entrance. In addition, a new entrance/exit to E San Antonio/Findley Avenue from Paisano Drive is proposed.
This new access is expected to address public concerns about the traffic delays and congestion that the
Findley Avenue neighborhood currently experiences. These design elements were developed taking into
consideration community input, and with community needs in mind. Because the project would require
removal of existing bridge columns located in Lincoln Park that contain murals, TxXDOT will solicit and
consider public input during the forthcoming public hearing and assess potential avoidance and
minimization efforts.

If there are any impacts to minority or low-income populations would these impacts still be considered
disproportionately high and adverse after mitigation has been applied?
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NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS. If is concluded

that there will be disproportionately high and adverse impacts to EJ communities, consult the CIA handbook or further

guidance.

Conclus

ion: Based on the information above and information in the community profile, will the proposed project

have disproportionately high and adverse impacts on minority and/or low-income populations?

Although EJ and LEP populations are present in the project area, the proposed improvements to the project corridors
would not result in disproportionately high or adverse impacts to these populations and are not anticipated to
substantially alter the overall character or cohesion of the adjacent communities.

Limited English Proficiency

1.  Yes Were there LEP persons identified in the project area?

What languages do they speak?

LEP persons, specifically Spanish-speaking, were identified throughout the study area. Across the fifteen
block groups in the study area, the percent of the total population that were identified as Spanish-speaking
LEP persons ranged from 79.8 percent (in Block Group 5 of Census Tract 20) to a low of 0.04 percent (in Block
Group 4 of Census Tract 33). Moreover, thirteen of the fifteen block groups had Spanish-speaking LEP
populations at or above 20 percent of the total populations of those block groups. There were no LEP
populations speaking 'Asian and Pacific Island languages,' 'other Indo-European languages,' or 'other
languages' identified within the project area in both the 2010-2014 ACS and the 2011-2015 ACS.

2. What public involvement techniques were used or is planned to be used?
Please note in the response whether public involvement notices are available to view under the Public Involvement or

Community Impacts section of ECOS.

For the three public meetings held to date, public involvement announcements and letters to adjacent property
owners were provided in both English and Spanish, and Spanish-speaking staff were present at the meetings in
case interpretation was needed. Meeting notices were also published in both local Spanish and English speaking
newspapers. Additionally, two stakeholder work-group meetings were held in June and November 2015,
respectively, and Spanish language assistance was available. TxDOT took these steps in order to comply with EO
13166.

A future public hearing is planned, and TxDOT will comply with EO 13166 by offering to meet the needs of persons
requiring special communication or accommodations in all future public involvement activities and notices. Public
involvement/outreach will be conducted in a manner such that all interested parties will be given an opportunity
to provide both verbal and written comments concerning the proposed project. This may include but is not limited
to: letters sent to adjacent property owners to notify them of the public hearing, notice of the public hearing, a
newsletter, comment forms published in English and Spanish, and Spanish-language interpretation at the hearing.
Therefore, the requirements of EO 13166 will be met.

3.  Yes Was assistance in a language other than English requested or is it anticipated to be requested?

Describe:

At the first three public meetings, TxDOT EI Paso District provided assistance for Spanish-speaking
populations including having handouts and interpreters available at those meetings. The TxDOT El Paso
District will continue to provide assistance for Spanish-speaking populations for future public involvement.
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4. How were LEP persons accommodated during the public involvement process?

Please note in the response if copies of public involvement materials are available to view under the Public Involvement or
Community Impacts section of ECOS.

As described in the response to Question 2, LEP persons have been accommodated throughout the public
involvement process using a variety of techniques and in accordance with the requirements of EO 13166.

5. Yes Is any more public involvement planned?

Yes Will LEP persons continue to be accommodated?

NOTE: The conclusion statement should be included in the NEPA document if one is being produced. Upon completion, upload
this Documentation Standard to the Community Impacts and EJ section of the Documents page in ECOS.

Conclusion: Based on the information above and public involvement documentation, were LEP persons given the
opportunity for meaningful involvement in the NEPA process?

In order to comply with EO 13166, public involvement announcements and handouts for the three public meetings were
provided in both Spanish and English, and Spanish-speaking interpreters were present at all meetings. Further, two
stakeholder work-group meetings were conducted and Spanish language assistance was available. A future public hearing
is planned. Public involvement/outreach will be conducted in a manner such that all interested parties would be given an
opportunity to provide both verbal and written comments concerning the proposed project. This may include but is not
limited to: letters sent to adjacent property owners to notify them of the public hearing, notice of the public hearing, a
newsletter, comment forms published in English and Spanish, and Spanish-language interpretation at the hearing.
Therefore, the requirements of EO 13166 have been and will be met.
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Table 1. Population, Race, and Ethnicity

Not Hispanic or Latino

Geography Pogl?lt;tlion Hispanic or Latino Not '::Eﬁg'c or White Black or African American Indian and Asian Native Hawaiian and Some Other Two or More
American Alaska Native Other Pacific Islander Race Races
Texas 25,145,565 9,460,921 37.60% 15,684,640 | 62.40% | 11,397,345 | 45.30% | 2,886,825 | 11.50% 80,586 0.30% 948,426 | 3.80% 17,920 0.10% 33,980 | 0.10% | 319,558 | 1.30%
El Paso County 800,647 658,134 82.20% 142,513 17.80% 105,246 13.15% 20,649 2.58% 2,269 0.28% 7,551 0.94% 805 0.10% 602 0.08% 5,391 0.67%
Census Tract 20 2,171 2,120 97.65% 51 2.35% 41 1.89% 7 0.32% 1 0.05% 1 0.05% 0 n/a 1 0.05% 0 n/a
Block Group 1 656 638 97.26% 18 2.74% 15 2.29% 1 0.15% 0 n/a 1 0.15% 0 n/a 1 0.15% 0 n/a
Block 1000 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1001 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1002 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Census Tract 25 6,084 5,452 89.61% 632 10.39% 553 9.09% 36 0.59% 7 0.12% 10 0.16% 2 0.03% 5 0.08% 19 0.31%
Block Group 1 703 639 90.90% 64 9.10% 51 7.25% 10 1.42% 0 n/a 1 0.14% 0 n/a 1 0.14% 1 0.14%
Block 1000 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1001 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1002 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1003 57 55 96.49% 2 3.51% 2 3.51% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1004 35 32 91.43% 3 8.57% 3 8.57% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1011 52 50 96.15% 2 3.85% 0 n/a 1 1.92% 0 n/a 1 1.92% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1012 49 38 77.55% 11 22.45% 7 14.29% 4 8.16% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1013 24 24 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1014 17 17 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1018 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1019 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1020 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 2 809 724 89.49% 85 10.51% 81 10.01% 1 0.12% 0 n/a 1 0.12% 0 n/a 1 0.12% 1 0.12%
Block 2009 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2010 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2011 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2012 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2013 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2014 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2015 43 43 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2016 49 46 93.88% 3 6.12% 3 6.12% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2017 42 37 88.10% 5 11.90% 5 11.90% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2018 33 32 96.97% 1 3.03% 1 3.03% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2019 50 50 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2026 55 47 85.45% 8 14.55% 8 14.55% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2027 62 57 91.94% 5 8.06% 5 8.06% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2028 36 34 94.44% 3 8.33% 1 2.78% 0 n/a 0 n/a 1 2.78% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 5 875 834 95.31% 41 4.69% 30 3.43% 5 0.57% 0 n/a 3 0.34% 0 n/a 2 0.23% 1 0.11%
Block 5018 53 47 88.68% 6 11.32% 4 7.55% 0 n/a 0 n/a 2 3.77% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 5019 64 64 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
COMMUNITY IMPACTS ANALYSIS TECHNICAL REPORT ATTACHMENTS
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Table 1. Population, Race, and Ethnicity

Not Hispanic or Latino

Geography Pogl?lt;tlion Hispanic or Latino Not '::Eﬁg'c or White Black or African American Indian and Asian Native Hawaiian and Some Other Two or More
American Alaska Native Other Pacific Islander Race Races
Census Tract 26 3,337 3,175 95.15% 162 4.85% 95 2.85% 54 1.62% 5 0.15% 2 0.06% 1 0.03% 0 n/a 5 0.15%
Block Group 1 800 761 95.13% 39 4.88% 18 2.25% 17 2.13% 1 0.13% 1 0.13% 0 n/a 0 n/a 2 0.25%
Block 1000 18 13 72.22% 5 27.78% 0 n/a 5 27.78% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1001 25 24 96.00% 1 4.00% 0 n/a 1 4.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1002 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1003 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1004 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1005 3 3 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1006 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1007 31 31 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1008 8 8 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1009 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1010 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1011 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1012 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1013 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1014 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1015 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1016 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1017 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1018 63 63 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1019 67 67 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1020 69 62 89.86% 7 10.14% 3 4.35% 3 4.35% 0 n/a 1 1.45% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1021 38 35 92.11% 3 7.89% 3 7.89% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1022 63 60 95.24% 3 4.76% 1 1.59% 2 3.17% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1023 328 314 95.73% 14 4.27% 10 3.05% 2 0.61% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 2 0.61%
Block 1024 52 47 90.38% 5 9.62% 0 n/a 4 7.69% 1 1.92% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1025 35 34 97.14% 1 2.86% 1 2.86% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1026 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1027 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1028 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1029 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1030 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1031 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1032 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1033 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 2 593 574 96.80% 19 3.20% 15 2.53% 4 0.67% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2000 33 33 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2009 62 59 95.16% 3 4.84% 2 3.23% 1 1.61% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2010 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2012 43 40 93.02% 3 6.98% 3 6.98% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2013 13 13 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2014 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
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Table 1. Population, Race, and Ethnicity

Not Hispanic or Latino

Geography Pogl?lt;tlion Hispanic or Latino Not '::Eﬁg'c or White Black or African American Indian and Asian Native Hawaiian and Some Other Two or More
American Alaska Native Other Pacific Islander Race Races
Block 2015 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 3 633 611 96.52% 22 3.48% 6 0.95% 13 2.05% 2 0.32% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 1 0.16%
Block 3010 74 74 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 3011 22 22 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 3013 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Census Tract 28 5,732 5,620 98.05% 112 1.95% 64 1.12% 32 0.56% 7 0.12% 0 n/a 0 n/a 3 0.05% 6 0.10%
Block Group 1 1,734 1,707 98.44% 27 1.56% 18 1.04% 6 0.35% 1 0.06% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 2 0.12%
Block 1000 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1001 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1002 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1004 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1012 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 2 882 862 97.73% 20 2.27% 10 1.13% 6 0.68% 1 0.11% 0 n/a 0 n/a 3 0.34% 0 n/a
Block 2000 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2006 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 5 71 70 98.5% 1 1.5% 0 n/a 1 1.5% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 5011 9 8 88.8% 1 11.2% 1 11.2 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 5012 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 5014 69 63 91.3% 6 8.7% 6 8.7% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 5018 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 5019 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 5022 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Census Tract 29 1,552 1,537 99.03% 15 0.97% 11 0.71% 2 0.13% 1 0.06% 1 0.06% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 1 711 704 99.02% 7 0.98% 4 0.56% 2 0.28% 1 0.14% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1000 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1001 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1002 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1003 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1004 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1005 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1006 32 32 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1007 6 6 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1008 21 21 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1009 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1010 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1011 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1012 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1013 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1014 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
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Table 1. Population, Race, and Ethnicity

Not Hispanic or Latino

Geography Pogl?lt;tlion Hispanic or Latino Not '::Eﬁg'c or White Black or African American Indian and Asian Native Hawaiian and Some Other Two or More
American Alaska Native Other Pacific Islander Race Races
Block 1015 49 49 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1016 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1022 23 18 78.26% 5 21.74% 2 8.70% 2 8.70% 1 4.35% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1023 98 98 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1024 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1025 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1026 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1027 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1028 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1029 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1030 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1031 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1032 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1037 69 68 98.55% 1 1.45% 1 1.45% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1038 97 97 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1039 37 37 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1040 6 6 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1041 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1042 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1043 32 32 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block Group 2 841 833 99.05% 8 0.95% 7 0.83% 0 n/a 0 n/a 1 0.12% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2000 55 55 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2001 28 27 96.43% 1 3.57% 1 3.57% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2002 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2003 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2004 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2005 4 4 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2006 150 150 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2007 89 89 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2008 159 156 98.11% 3 1.89% 2 1.26% 0 n/a 0 n/a 1 0.63% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2009 42 42 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2010 58 58 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2011 40 40 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2012 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2013 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2014 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2015 15 15 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2016 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2017 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2018 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2019 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2020 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2021 20 19 95.00% 1 5.00% 1 5.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2022 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2023 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
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Table 1. Population, Race, and Ethnicity

Total . . . Not Hispanic or : : : MBlispanicldWlaiing : =
Geography Population Hispanic or Latino Letiig White Black or Afrlcan American Indlqn and Asian Native Ha_vx_/auan and Some Other Two or More
American Alaska Native Other Pacific Islander Race Races
Block 2024 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2025 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2026 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2027 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2028 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2029 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2030 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2031 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2032 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2033 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2034 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2035 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2036 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2037 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2038 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2039 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2040 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2041 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2042 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2043 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2044 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2045 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2046 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2047 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2048 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2049 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2050 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2051 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2052 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2053 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2054 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2055 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2056 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2057 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2058 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2059 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2060 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2061 56 55 98.21% 1 1.79% 1 1.79% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2062 35 35 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2063 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2064 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2065 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2066 54 52 96.30% 2 3.70% 2 3.70% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2067 36 36 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Census Tract 30 4,188 4,088 97.61% 100 2.39% 67 1.60% 13 0.31% 11 0.26% 2 0.05% 0 n/a 1 0.02% 6 0.14%
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Table 1. Population, Race, and Ethnicity

Not Hispanic or Latino

Geography Po:)-l?lt;tlion Hispanic or Latino Not '::Eﬁg'c or White Black or African American Indian and Asian Native Hawaiian and Some Other Two or More
American Alaska Native Other Pacific Islander Race Races
Block Group 2 830 800 96.39% 30 3.61% 20 2.41% 3 0.36% 4 0.48% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 3 0.36%
Block 2000 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2001 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2002 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2003 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2004 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2005 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2006 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2007 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2008 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2009 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2010 27 27 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2011 79 78 98.73% 1 1.27% 1 1.27% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2012 22 22 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2013 44 43 97.73% 1 2.27% 1 2.27% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2014 8 8 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2015 11 11 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2016 35 26 74.29% 9 25.71% 3 8.57% 2 5.71% 4 11.43% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2017 54 52 96.30% 2 3.70% 2 3.70% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2018 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2033 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2034 19 19 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2035 30 29 96.67% 1 3.33% 1 3.33% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2036 1 1 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2039 7 7 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 2051 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Census Tract 32 2,774 2,697 97.22% 77 2.78% 48 1.73% 19 0.68% 3 0.11% 1 0.04% 0 n/a 2 0.07% 4 0.14%
Block Group 1 883 863 97.73% 20 2.27% 14 1.59% 2 0.23% 1 0.11% 1 0.11% 0 n/a 0 n/a 2 0.23%
Block 1018 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1019 0 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1020 1 1 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Block 1021 19 19 100.00% 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a 0 n/a
Census Tract 33 5,921 5,493 92.77% 428 7.23% 371 6.27% 19 0.32% 13 0.22% 18 0.30% 1 0.02% 1 0.02% 5 0.08%
Block Group 4 643 603 93.78% 40 6.22% 30 4.67% 3 0.47% 0 n/a 6 0.93% 0 n/a 0 n/a 1 0.16%
Block 4008 84 75 89.29% 9 10.71% 9.52% 1.19% n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Block 4012 52 51 98.08% 1 1.92% n/a 1 1.92% n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010. Table P9.
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Table 1. Median Household Income

Geography Median household income in the past 12 months
(in 2015 inflation--adjusted dollars)
Texas $53,207
El Paso County $41,637
Census Tract 20 $15,538
Block Group 1 $19,655
Census Tract 25 $35,876
Block Group 1 $14,150
Block Group 2 $29,093
Block Group 5 $19,133
Census Tract 26 $25,465
Block Group 1 $36,250
Block Group 2 $33,427
Block Group 3 $23,962
Census Tract 28 $16,861
Block Group 1 $10,375
Block Group 2 $22,159
Block Group 5 $18,719
Census Tract 29 $17,461
Block Group 1 $16,042
Block Group 2 $20,673
Census Tract 30 $21,623
Block Group 2 $40,272
Census Tract 32 $25,435
Block Group 1 $17,663
Census Tract 33 $27,465
Block Group 4 $34,015

Source: 2011-2015 U.S. Census America Community Survey, Table B19013
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Table 3. 2011-2015 ACS Limited English Proficiency

Speaks A_S|_an Speaks Other
and Pacific
. Speaks Other Indo- Languages,
Speaks Spanish, Island
Total - European Languages, Speaks
Geography - Speaks English not . Languages, .
Population Speaks English not : English not
el o et et el well, or not at all SIEEELS Sl well, or not at
' not well, or not '
all
at all
Texas 24,587,309 1,738,544 7.07% 41,437 0.17% | 133,529 | 0.54% | 15,008 | 0.08%
El Paso County 763,568 118,141 15.47% 467 0.001% | 1,131 | 0.002% | 127 | 0.00%
Census Tract 20 2,148 1,658 77.19% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 589 444 75.38% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 25 5,732 3,306 57.68% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 730 496 67.95% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 947 486 51.32% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 5 401 320 79.80% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 26 2,932 2,018 68.83% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 757 283 37.38% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 450 114 25.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 3 686 137 19.97% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 28 4,416 3,116 70.56% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 1,092 454 41.58% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 705 346 49.08% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 5 1,097 453 41.29% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 29 1,125 605 53.78% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 524 307 58.59% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 601 255 42.42% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 30 3,879 1,154 29.75% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 833 62 0.07% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
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Table 3. 2011-2015 ACS Limited English Proficiency

Speaks A_S|_an Speaks Other
and Pacific
. Speaks Other Indo- Languages,
Speaks Spanish, Island
Total - European Languages, Speaks
Geography - Speaks English not . Languages, .
Population Speaks English not : English not
el o et et el well, or not at all SIEEELS Sl well, or not at
' not well, or not ' all
at all
Census Tract 32 2,431 666 27.39% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 647 320 49.46% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 33 4,524 1,116 24.67% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 4 341 13 0.04% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Source: 2011-2015 U.S. Census America Community Survey, Table B16004
Table 4. 2010-2014 ACS Limited English Proficiency
Speaks Asian
and Pacific Speaks Other
Total Speaks Spanish, Esupr?)alzsér?lt_h:nr IS:%'S Island Languages,
Geography . Speaks English not P 1guages, Languages, Speaks English
Population Speaks English not .
well, or not at all Speaks English not well, or not
well, or not at all
not well, or not atall
atall
Texas 23,704,400 1,718,501 7.25% 38,645 0.16% | 126,941 | 0.54% | 15,008 | 0.06%
El Paso County 746,725 118,713 15.90% 348 0.05% 897 0.12% 150 0.02%
Census Tract 20 2,213 1,901 85.90% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 537 411 76.54% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 25 5,917 4,405 74.45% 48 0.81% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 609 482 79.15% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 1,236 886 71.68% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 5 875 723 82.63% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 26 3,288 2,835 86.22% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 8 0.24%
Block Group 1 831 781 93.98% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 8 0.96%
Block Group 2 411 310 75.43% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
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Table 4. 2010-2014 ACS Limited English Proficiency

Speaks Asian
and Pacific Speaks Other
Speaks Spanish, SIS ey Jaeks Island Languages,
Total . European Languages, .
Geography - Speaks English not ; Languages, Speaks English
Population Speaks English not .
well, or not at all well or not at all Speaks English not well, or not
' not well, or not atall
atall
Block Group 3 896 730 81.47% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 28 4,828 4,485 92.90% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 1,390 1,314 94.53% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 672 647 96.28% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 29 1,107 1,056 95.39% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 501 501 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 606 555 91.58% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 30 3,994 3,707 92.81% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 2 851 671 78.85% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 32 2,431 2,242 92.23% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Block Group 1 754 677 89.79% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Census Tract 33 4,741 3,646 76.90% 25 0.53% 50 1.05% 0 0.00%
Block Group 4 341 279 81.82% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Source: 2010-2014 U.S. Census America Community Survey, Table B6004
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Photo 1. Spanish language billboards in the project area
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Photo 2. Zavala Elementary Shool, faing west

COMMUNITY IMPACTS ANALYSIS TECHNICAL REPORT ATTACHMENTS
1-10 CONNECT FROM YANDELL DRIVE TO Loop 375 (CESAR CHAVEZ BORDER HIGHWAY)
CSJ: 0167-01-113, ETC.




T

%55%“ i, N it

Photo 4. Zavalalementry School playgoud from top of fo"'ofi"dge, facing northwest .
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Photo 8. View of commercial displacement at 3931 Frutas Ave., facing north

COMMUNITY IMPACTS ANALYSIS TECHNICAL REPORT ATTACHMENTS
1-10 CONNECT FROM YANDELL DRIVE TO Loop 375 (CESAR CHAVEZ BORDER HIGHWAY)
CSJ: 0167-01-113, ETC.



Photo 0.V|e f iIn Park and inc etr

COMMUNITY IMPACTS ANALYSIS TECHNICAL REPORT ATTACHMENTS
1-10 CONNECT FROM YANDELL DRIVE TO Loop 375 (CESAR CHAVEZ BORDER HIGHWAY)
CSJ: 0167-01-113, ETC.



Photo 11. Representative photo of basketball courts in Lincoln Park from Durazno Ave., facing southeast
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Photo 12. Francis Xavier Catholic Church from S Latta St., facmg west
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Photo 14. Chamizal Community Garden from Paisano Dr., facing northwest
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Photo15. Sun Country Motors Used Cars from Gateway Blvd. E, facing south
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| Pho 17. Railroad tracks and Ram Steel Metal Supplier from N Boone St., facing north
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El Paso County, Texas
TxDOT El Paso District
CSJ: 0167-01-113, etc.

Project Description

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) EI Paso District proposes improvements to
the Interstate Highway (1)-10, I-110, United States Highway (US) 54, and Loop 375 (Cesar
Chavez Border Highway) interchanges in order to improve access between I-10 and Loop 375
and address congestion associated with the Bridge of the Americas Port of Entry (POE). The
project limits are from Yandell Drive to the north and Loop 375 to the south. Construction limits
extend from Copia Street to Radford Street on I-10; from Yandell Drive to Loop 375 on US 54;
and from Cesada Street to Hammett Street on US 62 (Paisano Drive). The project limits also
include the entire length of I-110 (between the I-10/1-110/US 54 interchange and the POE) and
the US 54/Loop 375 interchange. Figures 1 and 2 in Appendix A depict the project location on
county map base and topographic map base, respectively.

Existing Facility

The existing facility within the project limits consists of the I-10, I-110, US 54, US 62 (Paisano
Drive), and Loop 375 facilities, as well as eight existing interchanges. Within the project limits,
I-10 is an east-west divided facility, with eastbound lanes varying between three and five lanes
and westbound lanes varying between four and six lanes. The existing I-110 is a divided facility
that varies between two and three lanes in both directions. Since I-110 is a spur route for I-10
which transverses east-west, I-110 is assumed to be an east-west route. US 54 is a north-south
divided facility that varies between two and three lanes in each direction within the project
limits. US 62 is an east-west facility that generally consists of three travel lanes in each
direction. Within the project limits, US 62 is a divided facility west of US 54, transitioning to
signalized intersections and left-turn bays as traffic travels east. Loop 375 is an east-west
divided facility that varies between one and two general purpose lanes and one tolled managed
lane in each direction.
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The eight existing interchanges consist of: one four level interchange at I-10/1-110/US 54; one
three level interchange at I-110/US 62; one semi-direction “T” interchange at US 54/Loop 375;
three diamond interchanges at US 54/US 62, I-10/Copia Street, and I-10/Raynolds; and two
half-diamond interchanges at US 54/ E. Yandell Drive and US 54/Montana.

Currently, there is no direct connection between I-10 and Loop 375, and traffic must utilize I-
110, US 62, and US 54 in order to connect to and from |-10 and Loop 375, as described below:

e Traffic traveling eastbound along I-10 wishing to access eastbound Loop 375 must
exit to 1-110, take the ramp to US 62, travel east along US 62, turn right onto the
Gateway South Boulevard, and enter from the ramp onto Loop 375 eastbound.

e Alternately, traffic traveling eastbound along Loop 375 wishing to access eastbound
I-10 must travel to northbound US 54, exit to I-10 westbound, utilize Copia Street to
access the I-10 eastbound frontage road, and take the eastbound I-10 ramp.

e Traffic traveling westbound along I-10 wishing to access westbound Loop 375 must
exit to Raynolds Street, travel north along Raynolds, turn left onto Yandell Drive,
travel west along Yandell, turn left onto Gateway South Boulevard, and enter US 54.
Once on US 54, traffic can access westbound Loop 375.

To access the POE from I-10, traffic currently exits southbound onto I-110. Traffic can either
utilize 1-110 to access the POE directly, exit I-110 onto US 62 and utilize the US 62/1-110
interchange, or utilize local surface streets in the neighborhood northwest of the POE to access
the interchange. Many vehicles chose to access the POE using US 62 in an effort to jump the
gueue on |-110. Existing typical sections are included in Figures 3.1 through 3.5 in Appendix A.
Appendix B features photos of the project area.

Proposed Facility

In order to improve connections to and from [-10 and address queuing and congestion
associated with the POE, the proposed project would construct or modify six direct connectors
between I-10 and various of the other highways, one direct connector from US 54 to I-110, and
would reconfigure the I-110/US 62 interchange.
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The six I-10 direct connectors are:

e Eastbound I-10 to Southbound US 54 Direct Connector
This connection facilitates movement from eastbound I-10 to eastbound Loop 375 via
US 54, and includes the widening of US 54 mainlanes as well as utilizing the eastbound
I-10 to westbound I-110 ramp.

e Eastbound Loop 375 to Eastbound I-10 Direct Connector
This connection facilitates movement from eastbound Loop 375 to eastbound I-10, and
includes the widening of the existing eastbound Loop 375 to northbound US 54 direct
connector and this connection also ties into the existing eastbound 1-110 overpass.

e Westbound I-10 to Southbound US 54 Direct Connector
This connection facilitates movement from westbound I-10 to westbound Loop 375 via
US 54.

e Southbound US 54 to Westbound I-110 Direct Connector
This connection facilitates movement from southbound US 54 to westbound I-110, and
eventually on to the POE. The proposed connection moves the existing direct connector
from south of the I-10/US 54 interchange to north of that interchange. Further, the
proposed entrance to the direct connector will now be an optional exit from the
southbound US 54 to eastbound I-10 direct connector, and would require widening of
the existing southbound US 54 direct connector.

e FEastbound I-10 to Westbound 1-110 Direct Connector
This connection facilitates movement from eastbound I-10 to the POE. The improvement
requires widening of the existing eastbound I-10 to northbound US 54 direct connector,
in order to provide a separate lane for traffic traveling to the POE via I-110.

e Westbound I-10 to Westbound |-110 Direct Connector
This connection facilitates movement from westbound I-10 to the POE, and it involves
the reconstruction of a portion of existing bridge structure before the direct connector
joins over US 54.

These improvements would provide users a direct route from I-10 to both Loop 375 and the
POE that currently does not exist. In addition to these direct connectors, the proposed project
would reconfigure the existing three-level interchange at I-110 and US 62 by removing a level
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and removing all existing connections from US 62 to I-110 and the POE. This reconfigured
interchange would also include enhanced pedestrian facilities and improved accessibility for
the Findley Avenue community. As part of the proposed project, access from Stevens Street to
[-110 and the US 62 interchange would also be removed. The removal of the US 62 and Stevens
Street access points is intended to relieve traffic congestion associated with the POE on local
surface streets.

Along with these primarily elements of the improvements, the proposed project would also
include reconfiguring some of the merging lanes along |I-110 and US 54. The proposed
improvements would require 0.144 acre of additional right-of-way (ROW). See Figures 3.1
through 3.5 (Appendix A) for proposed typical sections and Appendix C for the project
schematic.

The project’s horizontal area of potential effects (APE) corresponds with the existing and
proposed ROW, totalling 174.91 acres (174.77 acres of existing ROW and 0.144 acres of
proposed ROW). Based on project plans, the vertical APE for the project would be the maximum
depth of impacts of 20 feet for direct connectors and elevated structures. The assigned Ready-
to-Let date for this project is August 2019 and the Letter of Authority date is July 2019.

Background Information

A background review of data extracted from area topographic, soils, and geology maps was
conducted. Also, previous archeological surveys and locations of recorded archeological sites
within 1 kilometer (km) (0.6 mile) of the project APE were sought by consulting the Texas
Historical Commission’s Online restricted-access Archeological Sites Atlas (Atlas). In addition to
identifying recorded archeological sites, the review included the following types of information
on the Atlas: National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) properties, State Antiquities
Landmarks (SALs), Official Texas Historical Markers (OTHMs), Recorded Texas Historic
Landmarks, and cemeteries. A 1959 U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographical
guadrangle map of the APE was consulted to identify historical structures, which may or may
not be extant, that may represent high probability areas for the presence of historic
archeological sites (otherwise known as Historic High Probability Areas, or HHPA) (Nationwide
Environmental Title Research [NETR] 2017). The results of the comprehensive review are
presented below.

Topography

The APE is located within the Basin and Range (Trans Pecos) physiographic region (Bureau of
Economic Geology [BEG] 1996). As the name would suggest, this region is characterized by
topography marked by north-south mountain ranges and basins with elevation ranges from
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1700 to 8750 feet above mean sea level (BEG 1996). Based on site distributional data from
archeological work within the Trans Pecos area over the past 80 years, archeological sites
within the Trans Pecos are often found in the open, along bluffs, in rockshelters and caves, and
particularly in the vicinity of natural freshwater sources like streams, springs, or playa lakes
(Miller and Kenmotsu 2004). Although historically used for rangeland, the area surrounding
the APE is characterized today as urban and is marked by commercial and residential
development.

Geology

The geologic structure of deposits within the Trans Pecos is characterized by some complex
folding and faulting of igneous and metamorphic bedrock (BEG 1982). The APE crosses two
geologic units, Pleistocene-aged alluvium (Qao) and Holocene-aged alluvium (Qal). Pleistocene-
aged alluvium is comprised of gravel sand and silt (BEG 1982). As this unit predates the Late
Quaternary, generally accepted as the earliest date for human occupation in North America, it
possesses no potential to contain buried archeological material. Holocene alluvium, however,
possesses potential to contain buried archeological material.

Soils

The APE crosses two soil units - Made land, gila soil material and Bluepoint association soils
(Jaco 1971; Web Soil Survey 2017). Made land is mostly comprised of Gila soils, which are silty
clay loam, fine sandy loam, and sand. Although of recent origin, these materials have been
profoundly impacted by modern development such as levee construction and channel
straightening, as well industrial, commercial, and residential development. This soil is thought
to possess almost no potential to contain intact buried cultural resources due to impact from
modern processes. Bluepoint association soils are comprised of deep, gently sloping soils that
have loamy sand underlying materials. Such soils formed from sediments washed down from
the nearby mountains during the Tertiary and early Quaternary Periods, some of which have
been altered by wind (Soil Conservation Service 1971:32, 62). The surfaces of these ancient
sloping soils suffer from the erosional forces of wind and water. This erosion, combined with
the age of the sediments, indicate they are not likely to harbor preserved archeological
deposits.

Discussion of Previous Work and Sites

A search of the Atlas on March 16, 2017 revealed that portions of the APE have been previously
surveyed as part of two investigations (Figure 4 in Appendix A, Table 1). No other previous
investigations have occurred within 1 km of the APE. Neither of these investigations has
occurred within the proposed ROW portion of the APE.
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Table 1: Previous Investigations within 1 Km of APE

Site(s) Approximate Distance
Project Sponsor/Client | Discovered of Previous Project Reference

or Revisited Area to APE

2005 SH 20

(Alameda Avenue) TXDOT 41EP4673 Crosses APE Pefez etal
Rehabilitation Survey
US Customs
2013 RVSS Survey and Border None Crosses APE Atlas 2017
Patrol

Source: Atlas 2017.

One archeological site (41EP5490) has been recorded within the APE, and two sites (41EP565
and 41EP4673) have been recorded within 1 km of the APE (Table 2; see Figure 4). Site
41EP5490 is a communication cable installed by AT&T in 1947-1948 as part of a 3000-mile-
long transcontinental telephone cable system. The site is not listed in the NRHP and is not a
designated SAL and does not appear to have been formally evaluated for either. No further
information is available via the Atlas for site 41EP565, but, as the two locations overlap, it is
likely the 59.5-acre Chamizal National Memorial, an NRHP property designated in 1974 to
commemorate the peaceful settlement of a 99-year-old boundary dispute between the United
States and Mexico. Site 41EP4673 is the Franklin Canal, an irrigation canal built in 1889 and
listed on the NRHP as an historic district in 1992. Another NRHP District, the EI Paso Water
Improvement District 1, crosses the APE as well (see Table 2; see Figure 4).

Although no cemeteries have been recorded within the APE, four have been recorded within 1
km of the APE (see Figure 4). Three of the four cemeteries, Concordia, Temple Mount Sinai,
and B’Nai Zion Cemeteries, are within 25 feet of the APE, specifically the existing ROW. None
of these cemeteries is a perpetual care cemetery (Texas Department of Banking 2017).
Concordia Cemetery dates from the mid-nineteenth century (findagrave.com 2017a), while
Temple Mount Sinai Cemetery dates from the late nineteenth century, and B’Nai Zion Cemetery
dates from the early twentieth century (findagrave.com 2017b, 2017c). The boundaries of
these cemeteries are walled (see Appendix B Photo 9). Evergreen Cemetery is a historic
cemetery located 0.04 km (131 feet) from APE.
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Table 2. Resources within 1 km (3,274 feet) of APE

Site/Cemetery/NRHP
Property

Approximate
Distance to APE

Description SAL/NRHP eligibility

: US-Mexico boundary
41EP565/ Chamizal 2 : :
Nerfenel MereEl dispute resolution Listed (1974) 0.01 km

memorial park

41EP4673 Historic Franklin Canal Listed (1992) 0.24 km
Historic :
41EP5490 T T [ gy S Undetermined Crosses APE

B’Nai Zion Cemetery Hlség%ceiz\xsh Undetermined <25 feet
Concordia Cemetery Historic Cemetery Undetermined <25 feet

El Paso Water
Improvement District NRHP District Listed 1997 Crosses APE

Evergreen Cemetery Historic Cemetery Undetermined 0.04 km

Temple Mount Sinai Historic Jewish
Cemetery Cemetery

Undetermined <25 feet

Source: Atlas 2017.

No OTHMs are located within the APE but 13 are within 1 km of the APE (see Figure 4). Text
of each marker is as follows:

Concordia Cemetery No Text. 1984

Concordia Cemetery Known as Concordia during the 1840s, this area was the home of
Chihuahua trader Hugh Stephenson. In 1856 his wife, Juana (Ascarate), was buried in what is
now part of Concordia Cemetery. The graveyard gained widespread use in the 1880s when El
Pasoans drove three miles to Concordia to bury their dead. By 1890 various sections had been
purchased by different groups and were designated Catholic, Masonic, Jewish, Black, Chinese,
Military, Jesuit, city, and county. Buried here are gunfighter John Wesley Hardin, and numerous
civic leaders, pioneers, and war veterans. (1984) Concordia Cemetery Established 1856
Historic Texas Cemetery - 2005

Camp Concordia and Site of Fort Bliss When the U.S. Army returned to this area after the Civil
War, conditions proved undesirable at the prewar post, Fort Bliss at Magoffinsville. In 1868 the
garrison moved to this location, then part of the Concordia Ranch. The new post was nhamed
Camp Concordia. Two barracks and other adobe structures were built. In 1869 the camp was
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renamed Fort Bliss. Despite poor living conditions it remained active until 1876. Troops were
then withdrawn, only to return within a year. This is the third of six sites of U.S. Army posts in
the El Paso area. 1982

Captain James H. White (Feb. 15, 1847 - Aug. 19, 1907) Virginia native James Harrison White
came to El Paso in 1869 after serving with the Confederacy in the Civil War. In the 1870s he
saw service in the Mexican army, the U. S. Army, and as U. S. Marshal of Las Cruces, New
Mexico. As a civic leader and law official, he played a role in El Paso's growth from a small
border town to a modern city. Offices held included sheriff and tax collector, chief of police and
vice president of the El Paso Street Railway Company. A Mason, Shriner, and Knight Templar,
white married Barbara Dupper, and they were the parents of one child. (1967, 2001) ORIGINAL
(1967) TEXT: (Feb. 15, 1847 - Aug. 23, 1907) Soldier, frontiersman, public official, civic leader.
Born in Portsmouth, VA.; came to Texas in 1866; in 1861-1872, fought for three nations: the
Confederacy, the United States, and Mexico. U.S. Marshal, 1879; inspector of customs, 1881;
sheriff, EI Paso County, 1883-1892; El Paso chief of police, 1901-1903. Worked in mining and
for railways. A Mason, Shriner, and Knight Templar. Married Barbara Dupper. Had one child,
James C. White. Recorded 1967

Dr. Lawrence A. Nixon (1883-1966) Dr. Lawrence Aaron Nixon was a pivotal figure in Texas
civil rights. Born in Marshall, Harrison County, Texas, he attended Wiley College and Meharry
Medical College and became a physician. He began his medical practice in Cameron, Milam
County. In January 1910, after witnessing violent racial strife in the community, Dr. Nixon
moved to El Paso. His first wife, Esther (Calvin), and their infant son subsequently joined him
here. Dr. Nixon became a charter member of the El Paso chapter of the National Association
for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP). As a political activist and registered
Democrat, Dr. Nixon challenged state laws that barred African Americans from participation in
that party's electoral primaries. In litigation that ultimately went before the U.S. Supreme Court
in Nixon v. Herndon (1924) and Nixon v. Condon (1927), he won two landmark victories that
would help secure voting rights for U.S. citizens regardless of race. The State of Texas
circumvented the rulings for almost two decades, but the precedent set by Dr. Nixon was
ultimately affirmed in 1944, and that year he and his second wife, Drusilla (Tandy), voted in
the primaries. The couple continued to work toward the development of civil rights throughout
their lifetimes. Well-loved and respected, Dr. Nixon was considered a visionary as he sought to
establish an El Paso hospital for African American tubercular patients and a cultural center for
people of color. After 53 years of dedicated, distinguished medical practice, Dr. Nixon retired
in 1963 and lived his remaining years in El Paso. (2005)

Franklin Canal For centuries, the Rio Grande has been molded and shaped by the humans
living along its banks. Informal irrigation systems have existed along the life-sustaining river
from the Spanish Colonial period. As early as the 1840s, area farmers began more modern
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improvements on these systems. By 1889 El Paso developers needed a means to efficiently
provide water to farmers in the El Paso Valley. The El Paso Irrigation Company began
construction on the Franklin Canal the following year. A dispute between the U. S. and Mexico
over water rights led to the international treaty of 1906, in which it was agreed that the U. S.
would deliver 60,000 acre feet of water to Mexico via the Franklin Canal. Completed in 1912,
the canal began at the international dam and extended five miles, paralleling the Rio Grande
on its north bank and continuing through downtown El Paso. It was intended to deliver water
thirty miles into the El Paso Valley. Demands on the canal increased as the area's population
grew. Upgrades began in 1914 and continued into the 1930s. The American Dam was created
in 1938 to hinder the efforts of Mexican citizens to siphon water from the Rio Grande.
Modifications have been made to Franklin Canal throughout the 20th century. It is an important
element in the history of water control along the U.S.-Mexico border. Essential to irrigation on
both sides of the Rio Grande, the canal continues to affect development in both countries.
(1998)

Guardian Angel Church This Romanesque revival style building was constructed in 1908, soon
after the church was founded by the Rev. Carlos M. Pinto, S. J. (1841-1919). A Jesuit priest
who began several missions in the El Paso area, Pinto also drew plans and supervised the
construction of the building. The elaborate decoration of the church's interior was directed by
the Rev. Carmelo Tranchese, S. J. An El Paso landmark, Guardian Angel Church features
brickwork and arches derived from the north Italian medieval tradition of building construction.
Recorded Texas Historic Landmark - 1983

Henry O. Flipper Henry Ossian Flipper (1856-1940) was the first African-American graduate of
the United States Military Academy at West Point in 1877. Born into slavery in Thomasville,
Georgia, he came from a family of achievers; his brothers were an African Methodist Episcopal
Bishop, a college professor and a farmer. Commissioned as Lieutenant in the 10th U.S. Cavalry
Regiment, also known as the Buffalo Soldiers, Flipper was stationed at bases in western states
and territories. At Fort Sill, Oklahoma, he designed a drainage system, now a National Historic
Landmark known as "Flipper's Ditch," that removed standing water, thus minimizing malaria
outbreaks. Despite his many accomplishments, Flipper is most remembered as a victim of
racism. In 1882, at Fort Davis, Texas, he was court-martialled on questionable charges. He was
eventually acquitted of all charges save one: conduct unbecoming an officer. Dismissed from
the army, Flipper went on to become a civil mining engineer, surveyor, translator, newspaper
editor, historian and folklorist in the southwestern United States and northern Mexico. For 10
years, he lived in El Paso, working for prominent mining companies. He was appointed
Assistant to the Secretary of the Interior during the Harding administration. Flipper tried, but
was unable to clear his name before his death in 1940. In 1976, the U.S. Army granted Lt.
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Flipper an honorable discharge, and he received a full presidential pardon of all charges in
1999. (2002)

Henry C. Trost Henry C. Trost was one of the most prolific architects of the American Southwest.
His history is closely tied to that of his chosen base of operation, El Paso. Ohio native Trost was
strongly influenced by Louis Sullivan and Frank Lloyd Wright, as well as by the Mission Revival
style. Using those influences, Trost developed his own architectural style to reflect the
southwest climate, designing many early 20th-century El Paso landmarks, including Hotel
Cortez, El Paso High School, Paso del Norte Hotel and Bassett Tower. Trost died in 1933. The
firm he founded with his brothers continued until the 1950s. Recorded - 2003

San Lorenzo Established by Don Antonio de Otermin and Father Fray Francisco Ayeta, O.F.M.
in 1682. Maintained by Franciscan Missionaries for the civilizing and Christianizing of the Zuma
Indians.

Trinidad Concha Trinidad Concha (1862-1933), the “singing cobbler,” impacted popular music
culture by creating and cultivating various bands in the El Paso area during the late 19th and
early 20th centuries. Concha, whose music has been described as a synthesis of traditional
Mexican folk and contemporary orchestra, served as the assistant director of Mexican
President Porfirio Diaz’s touring military band in 1893 and 1894. He deserted the Mexican
military while performing in the United States. Unwilling to risk prosecution in Mexico after his
desertion, Concha settled in El Paso and accepted an invitation to join the McGinty band. In
1897, he formed Concha’s Mexican Concert Band. By 1907, the band was comprised of forty
members, including a dozen former members of Diaz’s military band. Concha’s music was
favored by a diverse audience. His band performed regularly at El Paso’s Cleveland Square and
at various building dedications, weddings, funerals, balls, and parties. His repertoire consisted
of Mexicanized european operas, polkas, and waltzes, which were popular with music loving El
Pasoans. Concha, who supplemented his income working in shoe stores, was also a leader in
the musical development of the community. St. Ignatius Church of El Paso hired him in 1905
to assemble a young women’s orchestra that, by 1908, began performing public concerts.
Notably, Concha composed two original pieces and performed during the historic meeting of
U.S. President William Howard Taft and Mexican President Porfirio Diaz at the El Paso-Juarez
border on October 16, 1909. Concha’s most celebrated performance took place on April 27,
1911, when he entered Mexico for the first time in fifteen years to serenade several hundred
Maderista revolutionaries. Concha continued to influence the music of the southwest until his
death. 175 years of Texas independence * 1836-2011
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Uribici Soler A master sculptor, Urbici Soler apprenticed under artists in his native Spain before
studying and working in Germany, southern Europe, South America, and Mexico. In 1937 he
came to El Paso to begin work on the statue "Cristo Rey," which stands on a mountain peak
overlooking the city. Soler later taught at the Texas College of Mines (now the University of
Texas at El Paso) and died in his home at the base of the mountain upon which "Cristo Rey"
was placed. Recorded - 1983

Victoriano Huerta Commander of federal forces during the Mexican Revolution, Victoriano
Huerta (b. 1854) became President of Mexico in 1913, after the arrest and before the
assassination of Francisco Madero. Huerta resigned a year later and went into exile. In 1915,
U.S. agents arrested him in Newman, New Mexico, where he was meeting fellow revolutionary
Pascual Orozco. For violating U.S. neutrality laws, Huerta was taken to Fort Bliss and confined.
Huerta's health deteriorated before he could stand trial, and authorities released him to his El
Paso home on West Yandell Street. In January 1916, Huerta died and was buried in Concordia
Cemetery before being reinterred in Evergreen Cemetery. He is the only former foreign
president buried in El Paso. (2007)

No HHPAs were evident on the 1959 USGS 7.5-minute topographical quadrangle map of the
APE (NETR 2017).

Description of Existing Disturbances

The APE coincides with existing operational ROW for I-10, US 54, 1-110, and Loop 375, such
that roadway construction (road cut and fill sections, pilings, etc.) has disturbed potential
archeological deposits. Disturbances in the remainder of the APE (proposed ROW) include
buried utilities and commercial and residential development.

Identification of Areas that Require Field Investigation

Based on the background review above, preserved archeological remains are unlikely to be
encountered within the APE due to disturbances associated with roadway construction, utility
easements, and development. Therefore, no areas that require field investigation were
identified.

Recommendations and Justification

It is recommended that no archeological survey is warranted for the entire APE due to
topographic, geologic, and soil conditions, as well as disturbance by roadway construction,
subsurface utility line installations, and commercial and residential development that has
negatively impacted the potential for intact archeological deposits in this area including those
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associated with site 41EP5490. As such, a finding that the proposed undertaking should have
no effect on archeological historic properties per 36 CFR 800.16(i) and 13 TAC 26.25(d)(4)
and that the proposed undertaking should proceed to construction without further
archeological investigations is recommended.
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Appendix B

Photos
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Photo 1. Overview of roadway elements within APE, I-10 at US 54.
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Photo 2. Overvi f road
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Photo 3. Residential development in the APE.

Photo 4. Commercial development in the APE. Proposed ROW is at left side of frame.
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Photo 6. Overview of APE, note disturbances from residential development.
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