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CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION 
 

 
 
1.  PROJECT NAME: Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue Complete Streets                  

Project for the One Mobile: Reconnecting People, Work, and Play through       
Complete Streets Initiative 

 
2.  PROJECT NUMBER: 2015-202-23 
 
3.  LOCATION (County or Counties): Mobile County  
 
4.  TYPE OF PROJECT  (Ref. 23 CFR 771.117(d)  
  
A]  Highway Modernization [X] 
B]  Highway Safety/Traffic Operations Improvements [   ] 
C]  Bridge Rehabilitation (reconstruction, replacement) [   ] 
D]  Transportation Corridor Fringe Parking Facilities [   ] 
E]  Other (Specify): Widening and Interchange Improvements 
 

[   ] 

 
5.  PROJECT AREA DESCRIPTION:   

The proposed improvements along Broad Street and Beauregard Street begin at the intersection of Baker 

Street and extend northward for a distance of approximately four miles to the intersection of Water Street. 

The proposed improvements along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue begin at the intersection of Broad 

Street and Beauregard Street and extend westward for a distance of approximately 1.4 miles to Three Mile 

Creek. 

 
The proposed project is located entirely within the city limits of Mobile, Alabama (see Project Location 

Map, Appendix A).  The following paragraphs provide descriptions of existing land use adjacent to Broad 

Street, Beauregard Street, and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue within the study corridor. 

  

Broad Street and Beauregard Street  

Broad Street and Beauregard Street are located in a highly developed urbanized area of downtown Mobile.  

The land use from Baker Street to Government Street consists of mainly single-family residences.  The land 

use changes along Broad Street and Beauregard Street from Government Street to Water Street to primarily 

commercial uses.  Other land uses along Broad Street and Beauregard Street include Pillans Park, Unity 

Point Park, Bishop State Community College, Most Pure Heart of Mary Catholic Church and School, and 

Calloway-Smith Middle School. 
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Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue 

The land use along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue consists mainly of single family residential, Florence 

Howard Elementary School, and Bishop State Community College. 

 

6.  PROJECT PURPOSE & NEED: 

The purpose of the project is to reconstruct Broad Street, Beauregard Street, and Dr. Martin Luther King 

Jr. Avenue to repair aging infrastructure and add multi-modal connections to better serve the City of Mobile.  

The project is needed to address the following: 

• Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle access, 

• Reconnect severed neighborhoods currently divided by Broad Street, Beauregard Street, and Dr. 

Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue, 

• Accommodate all modes of travel with better connections between neighborhoods, transportation 

hubs, major employment centers, and local destinations, 

• Reconstruct aging infrastructure,  

• Create attractive, welcoming, and cohesive streetscapes, and 

• Stimulate an economically vibrant and active street environment. 

 

7.  PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

The proposed project includes improvements along Broad Street and Beauregard Street from Baker Street 

to Water Street.   The project also includes improvements along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue from 

Broad Street and Beauregard Street to Three Mile Creek.  In addition, improvements will be made at the 

intersections of Canal Street, Government Street, Dauphin Street, St. Francis Street, Old Shell Road, 

Springhill Avenue, St. Louis Street, and St. Anthony Street.  The intersection improvements will help 

improve the operations and efficiency along Broad Street and Beauregard Street (See Figures 1-17, 

Appendix A).  The following paragraphs describe the existing roadways and the proposed improvements.     

 

Broad Street and Beauregard Street 

Existing Broad Street from Baker Street northward to Baltimore Street is composed of two 9.5-foot travel 

lanes with a 11-foot center turn-lane.  From Baltimore Street northward to Virginia Street, Broad Street is 

composed of two 10.5-foot travel lanes in each direction with a 29-foot center turn lane. From Virginia 

Street northward to Canal Street, Broad Street consists of two nine-foot travel lanes in each direction 

separated by a raised, landscaped median. From Canal Street northward to Water Street the roadway is 

composed of three 10-foot travel lanes in each direction with a raised median. Multiple driveways from 
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local businesses and residences access Broad Street and Beauregard Street though this section of the 

corridor and sidewalks exist on both sides of the roadway.   

  

The aging infrastructure that comprises Broad Street and Beauregard Street includes cracked concrete 

roadbeds, cracked sidewalks, overhead utilities, poor pedestrian and bicycle access, and poor traffic 

operations between Government Street and Springhill Avenue due to un-synchronized traffic signals.  The 

proposed improvements along Broad Street and Beauregard Street include the following: 

• Complete reconstruction of Broad Street and Beauregard Street by removing existing concrete and 

replacing it with asphalt, moving utilities underground where possible, and providing increased 

landscaped medians and shoulders. 

• Improving traffic operations and efficiency by consolidating and synchronizing traffic signals along 

Broad Street.  Traffic signals would be removed at the Broad Street intersections with Canal Street, 

St. Francis Street, and St. Anthony Street.  Consolidating and synchronizing of traffic signals would 

reduce unnecessary stopping of traffic which will reduce travel time, driver frustration, fuel 

consumption and air pollution. 

• Improving bicycle accommodations by adding designated bicycle lanes from Congress Street to 

Water Street, along with shared-use lanes from Baltimore Street to Congress Street. 

• Improving pedestrian and bicycle accommodations by adding shared-use paths from Baltimore 

Street to Water Street.  Bicycle and pedestrian signalized crosswalks would be provided at 

signalized intersections between Government Street and Water Street and at other major un-

signalized locations south of Canal Street. 

Specific improvements to Broad Street and Beauregard Street include the following: 

• Broad Street from Baker Street to Baltimore Street (See Figure 18, Appendix A) 

o Removal of a center left-turn lane. 

o Construction of one 10.5-foot travel lane in each direction. 

o Construction of a five-foot sidewalk on the east side of Broad Street. 

• Broad Street from Baltimore Street to Virginia Street (See Figure 19, Appendix A) 

o Construction of two 10.5-foot travel lanes in each direction (the outside lanes would be 

marked as a shared-use lane for cyclists and vehicles). 

o Construction of eight-foot shared-use paths on both sides of the road. 

o Construction of a raised, landscaped median and/or 10.5-foot center turn lane. 

• Broad Street from Virginia Street to Canal Street (See Figure 20, Appendix A) 

o Construction of two 10.5-foot travel lanes in each direction (the outside lanes would be 

marked as a shared-use lane for cyclists and vehicles). 
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o Construction of eight-foot shared-use paths on both sides of the road. 

o Construction of a raised, landscaped median and/or 10.5-foot center turn lane. 

• Broad Street from Canal Street to Congress Street (See Figure 21, Appendix A) 

o Removal of one travel lane in each direction 

o Construction of two 10.5-foot travel lanes in each direction (the outside lanes would be 

marked as a shared-use lane for cyclists and vehicles). 

o Construction of eight-foot shared-use paths on both sides of the road. 

o Construction of a raised, landscaped median and/or 10.5-foot center turn lane. 

o Canal Street will be reduced to two travel lanes in each direction and existing signalized 

intersection at Broad Street would be replaced with a two-lane roundabout (See Figure 7, 

Appendix A). 

o Initially, two proposed conceptual Alternates at the Broad Street and Government Street 

Intersection were initially evaluated.  Alternate 1 would add left turn lanes to both 

eastbound and westbound Government Street.  Alternate 2 would also add left turn lanes 

to Government Street and shifts Broad Street to the east to better accommodate trucks 

turning from eastbound Government Street to southbound Broad Street.  Alternate 2 

would require additional right-of-way to be acquired to accommodate for shifting Broad 

Street to the east. Alternate 2 was selected for the Broad Street and Government Street 

intersection because of the amount of existing trucks turning at the intersection (See 

Figure 8, Appendix A). 

o Dauphin Street would be converted to a two-way roadway with one-travel lane in each 

direction and a center left turn lane from Broad Street to Bayou Street (See Figure 8, 

Appendix A). 

o St. Francis Street would become a right in/right out intersection with Broad Street (See 

Figure 8, Appendix A).  

o Initially, two proposed conceptual alternates for the Broad Street and Springhill Avenue 

intersection were evaluated.  Under Alternate 1, Springhill Avenue would continue across 

Broad Street to the east as a one-way (eastbound) road with two travel lanes until Jefferson 

Street.   Under Alternate 2, Springhill Avenue would be closed to traffic east of Broad 

Street.  Alternate 1 was selected for the Broad Street and Springhill Avenue intersection in 

order to keep Springhill Avenue open to traffic (See Figure 9, Appendix A). 

o Initially, two proposed alternates for the Broad Street and St. Louis Street intersection were 

evaluated.  Under Alternate 1, St. Louis Street would be a one-way (westbound) road with 

two travel lanes.  Under Alternate 2, St. Louis Street would be a two way road with two 
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lanes in each direction.  Alternate 2 would have through traffic from Springhill Avenue 

continue onto St. Francis east of Broad Street, while through traffic from St. Louis west of 

Broad Street would continue onto Springhill Avenue.  Alternate 1 was selected for the 

Broad Street and St. Louis Street intersection in order to keep Springhill Avenue open to 

traffic  (See Figure 9, Appendix A). 

o St. Anthony Street would not cross Broad Street, but instead would become a channelized 

right-turn lane from southbound Broad Street to westbound Springhill Avenue (See Figure 

9, Appendix A). 

• Broad Street and Beauregard Street from Congress Street to Water Street (See Figure 22, 

Appendix A) 

o Removal of one travel lane in each direction. 

o Construction of two 10.5-foot travel lanes in each direction. 

o Construction of raised, landscaped median and/or 10.5-foot center turn lane. 

o Construction of five-foot designated bike lanes with a five-foot vegetated buffer on both 

side of the road. 

o Construction of eight-foot shared-use paths on both sides of the road. 

 

Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue 

Existing Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue from Broad Street and Beauregard Street to Kennedy Street/Dr. 

EB Goode Drive consists of one 11-foot travel lane in each direction with a 11-foot center turn lane.  From 

Kennedy Street/Dr. EB Goode Drive to Three Mile Creek, Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue consists of 

two nine-foot travel lanes in each direction.  Multiple driveways from local businesses and residences 

access Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue though this section of the corridor and sidewalks exist on both 

sides of the roadway (See Figure 23, Appendix A). The improvements along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. 

Avenue consist of the following: 

• Removal of one travel lane in each direction. 

• Construction of one 10.5-foot travel lane in each direction. 

• Construction of on-street parking in certain locations. 

• Construction of a five-foot sidewalk on the north side of the road. 

• Construction of an eight-foot shared-use path on the south side of the road. 

• Provides connectivity for the Three Mile Creek Greenway Trail to the downtown Mobile area. 

The proposed project’s impacts have been evaluated and the results are summarized in the following 

table.   
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CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION  
 

PROJECT NAME: Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue Complete Streets                  
Project for the One Mobile: Reconnecting People, Work, and Play through         
Complete Streets Initiative 

 
PROJECT NUMBER: 2015-202-23 
 
IMPACT CATEGORY CODES: 
             0.    NOT APPLICABLE TO THIS PROJECT 
             1.    NO IMPACT ANTICIPATED 
             2.    POTENTIALLY BENEFICIAL IMPACT 
             3.    POTENTIALLY MINOR ADVERSE IMPACT 
             4.    MITIGATION REQUIRED; SEE DOCUMENTATION 
             5.    YES 
             6.    NO 
 

I M P A C T    A S S E S S M E N T 

IMPACT CATEGORIES 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 DOCUMENTATION REFERENCES 
OR ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

I.  LAND USE  
A.  Compatibility w/ Comp. 
      Plans & Zoning Regs. 

/// 
/// 

/// 
/// 

/// 
/// 

/// 
/// 

/// 
/// 

X  Project included in the Mobile MPO’s 
Transportation Improvement Program 2016-
2019. 

B.  ROW Required /// /// /// /// /// X  Approximately 0.485 acre of additional ROW 
will be acquired.  See Appendix A, Figures 
7, 8, and 9. 

C.  Visual or Aesthetic Impact  X    /// ///  
D.  Prime & Unique 
      Farmlands  

 X    /// 
 

 
 

The project is in an urban area with no 
farmland. See Appendix B, Form NRCS-
CPA-106. 

II.  SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACTS  
A.  Community Cohesion   X   /// /// Community cohesion would benefit from 

connecting severed neighborhoods that are 
currently divided by Broad Street. 

B.  Community Facilities   X   /// /// Access to community facilities would benefit 
from added sidewalks and bicycle lanes. 

C.  Displacements /// /// /// /// ///  X ROW-RA-1 Form included in Appendix C.  
     1).  Residential       X  
     2).  Business       X  
D.  Environmental Justice/Title VI   X   /// /// No residential relocations will occur. No 

elderly, handicapped, minority, or low-
income populations will experience a 
disproportionate impact for this project.  The 
project would improve access to 
neighborhoods by adding ADA compliant 
sidewalks and bicycle lanes. 
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I M P A C T    A S S E S S M E N T 
 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION  
 

PROJECT NAME: Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue Complete Streets                  
Project for the One Mobile: Reconnecting People, Work, and Play through         
Complete Streets Initiative 

 
PROJECT NUMBER: 2015-202-23 
 
IMPACT CATEGORY CODES: 
             0.    NOT APPLICABLE TO THIS PROJECT 
             1.    NO IMPACT ANTICIPATED 
             2.    POTENTIALLY BENEFICIAL IMPACT 
             3.    POTENTIALLY MINOR ADVERSE IMPACT 
             4.    MITIGATION REQUIRED; SEE DOCUMENTATION 
             5.    YES 
             6.    NO 
 
  

IMPACT CATEGORIES 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 DOCUMENTATION REFERENCES 
OR ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

E.  Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities /// /// X /// ///   Pedestrians/bicyclists would benefit from 
the construction of shared-use paths and 
bicycle lanes (See Figures 1-23, Appendix 
A).      

III. ECOLOGICAL IMPACTS  
A.  Endangered Species X     ///  See USFWS concurrence dated September 

21, 2016 included in Appendix D. 
B.  Vegetation/Wildlife Habitat  X    /// /// The project is in an urban setting. No 

impacts to habitat are anticipated. 
IV. NATURAL FEATURES/ 
      RESOURCES IMPACTS 

        

A.  Water Quality    X  /// /// ALDOT’s standard BMPs will be 
implemented for erosion control or siltation. 

B.  Wetland Impacts /// /// /// /// ///  X See USACE Letter dated December 27, 
2016 in Appendix D. 

C.  Stream Impacts /// /// /// /// ///  X See USACE Letter dated December 27, 
2016 in Appendix D. 

D.  Floodplains 
      (ref.  23 CFR 650) 

 X    /// 
/// 

/// 
/// 

The project has been examined for 
floodplain encroachment per CFR 650.111. 
See Appendix E. 

E.  Wild & Scenic Rivers X     /// ///  
F.  Coastal Zone  X    /// /// See ADEM Coastal Section Letter dated 

July 10, 2017 in Appendix D. 
G.  Air Quality /// /// /// /// /// /// /// An Air Quality Analysis is included in 

Appendix F. 
1). Ozone non-attainment area? /// /// /// /// ///  X Area in attainment for Ozone. 
2). Carbon Monoxide X     /// /// Area in attainment for CO.  
3). PM 2.5 X     /// /// Area in attainment for PM 2.5. 
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I M P A C T    A S S E S S M E N T 
 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION  
 

PROJECT NAME: Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue Complete Streets                  
Project for the One Mobile: Reconnecting People, Work, and Play through         
Complete Streets Initiative 

 
PROJECT NUMBER: 2015-202-23 
 
IMPACT CATEGORY CODES: 
             0.    NOT APPLICABLE TO THIS PROJECT 
             1.    NO IMPACT ANTICIPATED 
             2.    POTENTIALLY BENEFICIAL IMPACT 
             3.    POTENTIALLY MINOR ADVERSE IMPACT 
             4.    MITIGATION REQUIRED; SEE DOCUMENTATION 
             5.    YES 
             6.    NO 
 

IMPACT CATEGORIES 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 DOCUMENTATION REFERENCES 
OR ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

4). Mobile Source Air Toxics 
(MSAT) 

 X    /// 
/// 

/// 
/// 

The project was evaluated for MSATs and 
was determined to be a “Project with No 
Meaningful Protentional MSAT Effects.”  See 
MSAT in Appendix F.    

H.  Noise   X     /// /// This project is considered a Type III noise 
project, therefore a noise analysis is not 
required. See Appendix G. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 
     IMPACTS/SECTION 4(F) 
     FINDINGS 

 

A.  Historic Properties  X    /// /// No National Register eligible or potentially 
eligible historic resources would be 
adversely impacted by the project.  See AHC 
letter dated July 12, 2017 in Appendix D. 

B.  Archeological Sites    X  /// /// Phase II archaeological testing will be 
conducted at site 1MB550. See AHC letter 
dated July 12, 2017 in Appendix D.  

C.  Tribal Coordination /// /// /// /// /// X  Correspondence dated July 17, 2017 is 
included in Appendix D. 

D.  Recreation Areas/ 
      Public Parks 

X     /// 
/// 

/// 
/// 

The project will not acquire Right-of-Way 
from parks. See ADECA letter dated 
September 14, 2016 in Appendix D. 

E.  Wildlife/Waterfowl Refuges   X     /// ///  
VI. HAZMAT  
 Hazardous Materials /// /// /// /// ///  X See ALDOT Materials and Tests email  

included in Appendix D. 
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P U B L I C  I N V O L E M E N T 
 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION  
 

PROJECT NAME: Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue Complete Streets                  
Project for the One Mobile: Reconnecting People, Work, and Play through         
Complete Streets Initiative 

 
PROJECT NUMBER: 2015-202-23 
 
 
 

VII.  PERMITS REQUIRED Yes No DOCUMENTATION REFERENCES &/OR ADDITIONAL 
COMMENTS 

A.  Corps of Engineers  X See USACE Letter dated December 27, 2016 in Appendix D. 
B.   Coast Guard  X  
C.   TVA  X  
D.   Mitigation Required  X  

 
 

VIII.  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
PHASE YES NO ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

A.  Exemption Requested from Early  
      Coordination 

 X The early coordination letter dated August 31, 2016 and responses are 
included in Appendix D. 

B.  Exemption Requested from Public  
      Involvement 

 X A public involvement meeting was held for the project on November 
10, 2016.  A meeting summary is included in Appendix H. 

C.  Exemption Requested from Further 
      Public Hearings X  

Exemption requested due to lack of controversy associated with the 
Build Alternative.  During the November 10, 2016, Public 
Involvement Meeting the public supported the project. 

 
 

 
 

X.  CATEGORICAL 
       EXCLUSION FINDING 
       (Check Appropriate Response) 

 
RESPONSE 

 
 SIGNATURE 

 
 DATE 

A.  FHWA Concurs with this 
      Categorical Exclusion 

   

B.  FHWA Concurs with this  
     Categorical Exclusion on the  
     conditions stated below 

   

 
FHWA COMMENTS (if applicable): 

    

IX.  ENVIRONMENTAL 
COMMITMENTS (YES/NO) COMMENTS 

YES 

1. Phase II archaeological testing will be conducted at the potentially eligible 
archaeological site 1MB500. 
2. Construction plans will be reviewed by an ALDOT archaeologist in consultation 
with the SHPO archaeological staff to determine if proposed construction activities 
require monitoring by an archaeologist. See the archaeological monitoring agreement 
letter in Appendix D. 
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APPENDIX B – NRCS-CPA-106 Farmland Form 
 

 
  





 

 

APPENDIX C – RIGHT-OF-WAY FORMS 
  



    FORM ROW-RA-1 
      Revised 3/01 
 

       ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
        PRELIMINARY PROJECT RELOCATION ANALYSIS 

 
(To be prepared prior to Corridor Public Hearing) 

 
Project No. 2015-202-23              County: Mobile 
Description Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. 

Avenue Complete Streets Project 
  

Alternate No.           

 
    DISPLACEMENT AND REPLACEMENT HOUSING INVENTORY ESTIMATE 
 

ESTIMATED NUMBER DISPLACEES               INCOME LEVEL 
    Minority     Over 
Type of Displacees Owners Tenants Total Own. Ten. *0-15 15-30 30-50  50 
Individuals and Families 0   0 0 0 0                         

Businesses 0   0 0 0 0 
Farms 0 0 0 0 0 
Non-Profit Organizations 0 0 0 0 0 
Signs 0 0 0 0 0 
      

 
       OWNERS                                          VALUE OF DWELLING                   

DISPLACED DWELLINGS  *0-40     40-60  60-80   80-100  Over 100 

1 - 3 BEDROOMS                                 
4 - OVER BEDROOMS                                 
AVAILABLE DWELLINGS      
1 -3 BEDROOMS             

 
                    

4 - OVER BEDROOMS                                         
 
       TENANTS                                         MONTHLY RENTAL RATE    

DISPLACED UNITS    $0-150 $151-300 $301-400 $401-500 $501 + 
1 - 3 BEDROOMS                               
4 - OVER BEDROOMS                               

        AVAILABLE UNITS    
1 -3 BEDROOMS                               
4 - OVER BEDROOMS                               

 
Items numbered 1 through 7 on the back of this form must be answered and explained. Number the corresponding   responses 
and attach additional pages as needed. 

 
           I certify that the above is a realistic estimate. 
 
           Date:  11/10/2016 Signed:  _____________________________    Title:   Division Relocation Officer 
 
          (Submit in duplicate to Bureau of Right of Way) 
          Attached: Narrative Explanations 
          *Denotes Thousands 
          **DSS dwellings currently available. 
 

The information listed below must be furnished as a narrative analysis to the extent appropriate for the project and in accordance 
with 49 CFR 24.205 and Paragraph G, Section I, of the State's Relocation Assistance Manual. 

 
1. An estimate of the number of households to be displaced, including the family characteristics (e.g. minority, ethnic, 
handicapped, elderly, large family, income level and owner/tenant status).  However, where there are very few displacees, 
information on race, ethnicity and income levels should not be included in the EIS to protect the privacy of those affected. 

 
2. A discussion comparing available (decent, safe and sanitary) housing in the area with the housing needs of the displacees.  
The comparison should include: (1) price ranges, (2) sizes (number of bedrooms), and (3) occupancy status (owner/tenant). 

 
3. A discussion of any affected neighborhoods, public facilities, non-profit organizations and families having special composition 
(e.g. ethnic, minority, elderly, handicapped or other factors) which may require special relocation considerations and the 
measures proposed to resolve these relocation concerns. 

 
4. A discussion of the measures to be taken where the existing housing inventory is insufficient, does not meet relocation 
standards or is not within the financial capability of the displacees.  A commitment to last resort housing should be included 
when sufficient comparable replacement housing may not be available. 

 



 
5. An estimate of the numbers, descriptions, types of occupancy (owner/tenant) and sizes (number of employees) of businesses 
and farms to be displaced.  Additionally, the discussion should identify:  (1) sites available in the area to which the affected 
businesses may relocate. (2) likelihood of such relocation, and (3) potential impacts on individual businesses and farms caused 
by displacement or proximity of the proposed highway if not displaced. 

 
6. A discussion of the results of contacts, if any, with local governments, organizations, groups and individuals regarding 
residential and business relocation impacts, including any measures or coordination needed to reduce general and/or specific 
impacts.  These contacts are encouraged for projects with large numbers of relocatees or complex relocation requirements.  
Specific financial and incentive programs or opportunities beyond those provided by the Uniforms Relocation Act) to residential 
and business relocatees to minimize impacts may be identified, if available through other agencies or organizations. 

 
7. A statement that:  (1) the acquisition and relocation program will be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended by the Surface Transportation & Uniform Relocation 
Assistance Act of 1987, and (2) relocation resources are available to all residential and business relocatees without 
discrimination. 



 
1. There are no anticipated displacements for either owners or tenants of households or businesses as a 
result of the Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr Ave Complete Streets Project. 
 
2. Since there are no anticipated displacements as a result of the Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr Ave 
Complete Streets Project, there is no need to compare available housing in the area with the housing 
needs of the displacees.  
 
3. Since there are no relocations on the Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr Ave Complete Streets Project, 
there are not any affected neighborhoods, public facilities, non-profit organizations and families having 
special composition which may require special relocation considerations.  
 
4. Since there are no anticipated displacees, there will not be a need to consider the measures that will 
be taken where the existing housing inventory is insufficient, does not meet relocation standards, or is 
not within the financial capability of the displacees. However, if there are any displacees, there is a 
commitment to last resort housing that will be made available when sufficient comparable replacement 
housing is not available.  
 
5. There are no anticipated businesses or farms that will be displaced as a result of the Broad-
Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr Ave Complete Streets Project; therefore, there is not a need to identify available 
sites for relocation. The likelihood of relocation is very low, and the only impacts on individual businesses 
will be positive due to the revitalization of the Broad Street Corridor. 
 
6. Since there are no relocations on the Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr Ave Complete Streets Project, 
coordination with local governments, organizations, groups, and individuals regarding residential and 
business relocation impacts did not take place. 
 
7. If any unexpected acquisitions arise on the Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr Ave Complete Streets 
Project, the acquisition and relocation program will be conducted in accordance with the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended by the Surface 
Transportation & Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987. The relocation of resources is available to 
all residential and business relocates without discrimination. 
 
 
 



 

 

APPENDIX D – COORDINATION 
 
 

• September 21, 2016 USFWS Response – No Endangered or Threatened Species or 
Critical Habitat. 
 

• December 27, 2016 USACE Response. 
 

• Alabama State Historic Preservation Officer Coordination 
- July 12, 2017 SHPO Concurrence Letter 

 
• Tribal Coordination 

- July 17, 2017 Tribal Coordination Email 
 

• ALDOT Bureau of Materials and Tests 
- November 16, 2016 Hazardous Materials Email. 

 
• Early Coordination & Responses 

- August 31, 2016 Early Coordination Package. 
- September 13, 2016 Office of Water Resources Early Coordination Response. 
- September 14, 2016 Alabama Dept. of Economic and Community Affairs Early 

Coordination Response. 
- September 14, 2016 Mobile County Public Schools Early Coordination Response. 
- September 14, 2016 USACE Early Coordination Response. 
- September 15, 2016 ADEM Early Coordination Response. 
- October 3, 2016 Representative James E. Buskey Early Coordination Response. 
- October 14, 2016 Most Pure Heart of Mary Catholic School Early Coordination 

Response. 
- July 10, 2017 ADEM Coastal Section Response 

 
• July 28, 2017 ALDOT and City of Mobile Archaeological Monitoring Agreement Letter  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

  





















From: Dragotta, Stephanie A.
To: "thomas.lee@volkert.com"
Cc: "nick.amberger@cityofmobile.org"; "coumanis@cityofmobile.org"; "drew.davis@volkert.com"; "jason.goffinet@volkert.com"; Ericksen, Matthew
Subject: FW: Broad Street Improvements Project Hazardous Materials Report
Date: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 10:52:48 AM

Thomas,
 
See below for the review by M&T on the haz mat study. Once the plans are more tied down, they will need to re-evaluate.
 
Thanks,
 
Stephanie Dragotta, P.E.
(251) 450-2628 (Office)
1*99*9037 (Southern Linc)
 

From: Anderson, Adam S. 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 10:49 AM
To: Dragotta, Stephanie A. <dragottas@dot.state.al.us>
Subject: FW: Broad Street Improvements Project Hazardous Materials Report
 
Stephanie,
 
See our comments below.  Site 47 is the only real issue we saw on that submittal, but I will say it will all need to be looked at again once plans are developed.  It’s hard to determine
impacts until we can look at a better level of detail.  If the plans do not change, Site 47 would require a preliminary investigation to determine if contamination is present since by
purchasing the UST pit all the risk at the site is transferred to the City/State (whoever is purchasing ROW).
 
Hope that helps
 
Adam Anderson, P.E.
Environmental Analysis & Compliance Engineer
Bureau of Materials and Tests
Alabama Department of Transportation
3700 Fairground Road, Montgomery, AL 36110
(Office) 334.206.2278  (Cell) 334.850.1759 
 
The information contained in this email is confidential; it is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are notified that any dissemination, distribution, or use of this
information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please contact me immediately at the telephone number(s) or e-mail address set forth above and destroy all copies of the original message and/or attachments.
 

From: Norris, Joshua 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 10:24 AM
To: Anderson, Adam S. <andersona@dot.state.al.us>
Subject: RE: Broad Street Improvements Project Hazardous Materials Report
 
Adam,
After further investigation, although the majority of the potential Hazardous Material sites appear to be outside of the existing ROW, there is an issue with one particular site.  Volkert
indicated that sites 32 and 47 as being “low risk” and that additional ROW will be acquired.  Per Figure 5, it appears that at site 47 the additional acquired ROW line will cross right over
the existing tank pit for the gas station.  If this is the case, these UST’s will have to be removed.  It is recommended that these sites are reevaluated as the scope of the project
progresses to the final design.    
 
JOSHUA D. NORRIS
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER
ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
BUREAU OF MATERIALS AND TEST
Office: 334-206-2318
Cell: 334-531-5500

 

From: Anderson, Adam S. 
Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2016 2:55 PM
To: Norris, Joshua <norrisj@dot.state.al.us>
Subject: Fwd: Broad Street Improvements Project Hazardous Materials Report
 
Something to look at.  We can discuss Monday 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Dragotta, Stephanie A." <dragottas@dot.state.al.us>
Date: November 7, 2016 at 1:56:14 PM CST
To: "Anderson, Adam S." <andersona@dot.state.al.us>
Cc: "Hossain, Akhter B." <hossaina@dot.state.al.us>
Subject: FW: Broad Street Improvements Project Hazardous Materials Report

Adam,
 
The City of Mobile has a project that is on our road. (Broad Street and intersections). A Hazardous Materials Report has been completed by Volkert. They are requesting
review to see if any further testing is necessary. Could you take a look at this and let me know.
 
Thanks,
 
Stephanie Dragotta, P.E.

mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com
mailto:nick.amberger@cityofmobile.org
mailto:coumanis@cityofmobile.org
mailto:drew.davis@volkert.com
mailto:jason.goffinet@volkert.com
mailto:ericksenm@dot.state.al.us
mailto:andersona@dot.state.al.us
mailto:norrisj@dot.state.al.us
mailto:dragottas@dot.state.al.us
mailto:andersona@dot.state.al.us
mailto:hossaina@dot.state.al.us


(251) 450-2628 (Office)
1*99*9037 (Southern Linc)
 

From: Thomas Lee [mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2016 11:58 AM
To: Dragotta, Stephanie A. <dragottas@dot.state.al.us>
Cc: nick.amberger@cityofmobile.org; coumanis@cityofmobile.org; drew.davis@volkert.com; jason.goffinet@volkert.com
Subject: Broad Street Improvements Project Hazardous Materials Report
 
Stephanie,
 
Per our phone conversation on Friday, October 28, please find the attached transmittal letter and FTP link below for our Broad Street Improvements Project Hazardous
Materials Report.  The FTP link should  prompt you to download a zip file that contains a “Broad Street Improvements Hazardous Materials Report” PDF with the ALDOT
Hazardous Materials Notification Forms and figures, the EDR database report and map PDFs, and the ADEM UST Release Incident List PDF.  This is for your use in
coordinating with ALDOT’s Bureau of Materials and Tests to determine if any further testing is necessary.  Please let me know if you have any problems downloading the
file or if you have any other questions.
 
https://securedocs.volkert.com/cgi-bin/FileManager/Manager.pl?file=
(shared)Environmental%2FBroad%20Street%2FBroad%20Street%20Improvements%20Hazardous%20Materials%20Report.zip&link=71f7a749c3c57cc2dc955c1edcca31f5&a=118
 
Thanks,
 
Thomas Lee
Volkert, Inc.
3809 Moffett Road
Mobile, AL  36618
Office: (251) 342-1070  ext. 1106
Cell: (251) 454-5528
thomas.lee@volkert.com
 
The information contained in this e-mail, including any accompanying documents or attachments, is from Volkert, is intended only for the use of the individual or entity
named above, and is privileged and confidential.
If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying or use of the contents of this message is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this message in error, please notify Volkert immediately at our corporate office (251) 342-1070. Thank you for your cooperation
 

mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com
mailto:dragottas@dot.state.al.us
mailto:nick.amberger@cityofmobile.org
mailto:coumanis@cityofmobile.org
mailto:drew.davis@volkert.com
mailto:jason.goffinet@volkert.com
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https://securedocs.volkert.com/cgi-bin/FileManager/Manager.pl?file=(shared)Environmental%2FBroad%20Street%2FBroad%20Street%20Improvements%20Hazardous%20Materials%20Report.zip&link=71f7a749c3c57cc2dc955c1edcca31f5&a=118
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3809 Moffett Road 
Mobile, Alabama 36618 
P 251.342.1070 
F 251.316.3854 
volkert@volkert.com 
www.volkert.com 
 

 
 
 

 
August 31, 2016 
 
 
 
Re: City of Mobile Project No. 2015-202-22 
 Broad Street Improvements from Baker Street to Water Street and Martin Luther  
 King Jr. Avenue (Broad Street to Three Mile Creek) 
 Mobile County, AL 
 
 
Dear , 
 

On behalf of the City of Mobile, our firm is in the process of preparing an environmental 
document to improve the Broad-Beauregard Corridor and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue 
located in the City of Mobile in Mobile County, AL.  The project study corridor extends along 
Broad Street for approximately 3.75 miles beginning at Baker Street on the south, merging into 
Beauregard Street where Broad Street intersects Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue, and ending 
at the Water Street and I-165 intersection on the north. The project study corridor also extends 
along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue for approximately 1.4 miles beginning at Broad Street 
on the south and ending at Three Mile Creek on the north.  The Broad Street Improvements 
Project includes the addition of bike lanes, multi-use paths, street lighting, and landscaping. 
Several intersections along Broad Street will be improved as part of the project.  These 
intersections include Broad Street at Springhill Avenue (US 98)/St. Louis Street/St. Anthony 
Street, Broad Street at Old Shell Road, Broad Street at Dauphin Street/St. Francis Street, Broad 
Street at Government Street (US 90), and Broad Street at Canal Street.  The project is being 
funded by the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Transportation Investment 
Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant program. 
 

The purpose of this project is to provide a continuous multi-modal corridor that will 
accommodate economic growth along the project corridor.  The City of Mobile is investigating 
all aspects of this proposal in order to determine its feasibility. The early identification of 
impacts a transportation project may have on an area is needed to assure proper planning.  
 

We would appreciate any comments or useful information that you might have on 
potential social, economic, or environmental effects of the proposed project. The comments will 
be taken under consideration during the preparation of the environmental document.  
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Also, we are interested in your review of this proposal so that we may satisfy the intent of 
certain Federal Statutes (Section 204 of the Demonstration Cities and Metropolitan Development 
Act of 1966 and Section 401 of the Intergovernmental Review Act of 1968). Although Federal-
Aid Highway Planning, Research, and Construction projects may not have been selected for 
review under Alabama’s “Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs” (Executive Order 
12372) process, we must still meet these other requirements.  Therefore, your review is 
requested. 
 

Thank you for your assistance in this evaluation process and should you require 
additional information please feel free to call me at 251-342-1070 or email me at 
thomas.lee@volkert.com. 
 
      
Sincerely, 

 
 
Thomas Lee 
Environmental Project Manager 
 
 
cc: Nick Amberger, P.E., City of Mobile 
     
 

mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com


Ms. Martha  Lyon Peek  
Superintendent of Education 
Mobile County Schools 
Post Office Box 180069 
Mobile,  Alabama 36618‐0069 
 

  Mr. Sam Crochran  
Sheriff 
Mobile County Sheriff's Office 
510 South Royal Street 
Mobile,  Alabama 36603 
 

Mr. Joe W. Ruffer  
County Engineer 
Mobile County 
205 Government St. 
Mobile,  Alabama 36644‐1600 
 

  Mr. John F. Rhodes  
Director 
South Alabama Regional Planning Commission 
Post Office Box 1665 
Mobile,  Alabama 36633‐1665 
 

 Chief   
Traffic Safety Division 
Alabama Department of Economic and Community Affairs 
Post Office Box 5690 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36103‐5690 
 

   Superintendent   
State Superintendent of Education 
Alabama Department of Education 
50 North Ripley Street 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130‐2101 
 

Mr. Fitzgerald Washington  
Commissioner 
Alabama Department of Industrial Relations 
649 Monroe Street 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130 
 

  Mr. John McMillian  
Commissioner 
Alabama Department of Agriculture & Industries 
1445 Federal Drive 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36107 
 

 Sir or Madam   
Director 
Environmental Impact Assessment Program 
U.S. Department of Interior, USGS 
12201 Sunrise Valley Drive 
Reston,  Virginia 20192 
 

   Sir or Madam   
Water Resource Division 
United States Geological Survey 
U.S. Department of Interior 
75 Technacenter Drive 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36117 
 

Mr. Kevin Morgan  
Program Manager 
FAA/Airport District Office 
100 West Cross Street 
Suite B 
Jackson,  Mississippi 39208‐2307 
 

  Ms. Beth K. Stewart  
Executive Director 
Cahaba River Society 
2717 7th Avenue, South 
Suite 205 
Birmingham,  Alabama 35233 
 

Mr. Billy Powell  
Executive Vice President 
Alabama Cattlemen's Association 
Post Office Box 2499 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36102‐2499 
 

  Ms. Judy Haner  
Director of Marine & Freshwater Programs 
The Nature Conservancy in Alabama 
56 Saint Joseph Street 
Suite 7014 
Mobile,  Alabama 36602 
 



Mr. Greg Canfield  
Secretary of Commerce 
Alabama Development Office 
401 Adams Avenue 
6th Floor 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130‐4106 
 

   Sir or Madam   
Alabama Forestry Commission 
513 Madison Avenue 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130 
 

 Sir or Madam   
Soil  and Water Conservation 
100 North Union Street 
Suite 334 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36104‐3702 
 

   Director   
Geological Survey of Alabama 
Alabama Oil & Gas Board 
Post Office Box 869999 
Tuscaloosa,  Alabama 35486‐6999 
 

 Sir or Madam   
Corporate Real Estate 
Alabama Power Company 
Post Office Box 2641 
Birmingham,  Alabama 35291 
 

  Mr. Art Faulkner  
Director 
Alabama Emergency Management Agency 
Post Office Drawer 2160 
Clanton,  Alabama 35046‐2160 
 

Mr. Bruce Dawson  
Director 
Eastern States Office Bureau of Land Management 
U.S. Department of Interior 
411 Briarwood Drive 
Suite 404 
Jackson,  Mississippi 39206 

  Mr. Bob Hastins  
Conservation Chair 
Alabama Chapter of the Sierra Club 
141 N. Northington Street 
Prattville,  Alabama 36067‐2519 
 

Mr. Stan Austin  
Regional Director 
Nation Park Service 
Southeast Regional Office 
100 Alabama Street, SW 
1924 Building 
Atlanta,  Georgia 30303 

  Mr. Lee Sentell  
Director 
Alabama Tourism Department 
Post Office Box 4927 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36103‐4927 
 

 Sir or Madam   
Recreation Program 
Alabama Department of Economic and Community Affairs 
Planning and Economic Division 
401 Adams Avenue 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130 
 

  Mr. Luther Strange  
Attorney General of Alabama 
Office of Attorney General 
Post Office Box 300152 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130‐0152 
 

Mr. Malcolm Steeves  
C/O Alabama Office of Water Resources 
401 Adams Avenue 
Suite 434 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36104 
 

  Mr. Charles L. Love  
Soil Survey Regional Director 
United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Post Office Box 311 
Auburn,  Alabama 36830 
 



Ms. Lisa Kamnikar  
US Forest Service 
United States Department of Agriculture 
2946 Chestnut Street 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36107‐3010 
 

  Ms. Linda Poythress  
US Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Five Points Plaza Building 
40 Marietta Street 
Atlanta,  Georgia 30303 
 

 NEPA Review Staff   
US Environmental Protection Agency 
Environmental Assessment 
100 Alabama Street, SW 
Atlanta,  Georgia 30303‐3104 
 

   Sir or Madam   
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Water Protection Division, Region 4 
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center 
61 Forsyth Street, SW 
Atlanta,  Georgia 30303‐8960 
 

 Sir or Madam Assistant to the Director  
Council Arts and Humanities 
201 Monroe Street 
Suite 110 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130 
 

  Mr. Vince Calametti P.E. 
Region Engineer 
Alabama Department of Transportation 
1701 I‐65 West Services Road North 
Mobile,  Alabama 36618 
 

Mr. Bill Pearson  
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Daphne Ecological Office 
1208‐B Main Street 
Daphne,  Alabama 36526 
 

  Commander Rear Admiral David R. Callahan Callahan  
Eighth Coast Guard District 
Hale Boggs Federal Building 
500 Poydras Street 
New Orleans,  Louisiana 70130 
 

 Director   
FEMA 
District IV 
3003 Chamblee Tucker Road 
Atlanta,  Georgia 30341 
 

  Mr. Steve Branstetter Ph.D 
Branch Leader 
NOAA Fisheries Services 
Southeast Regional Office 
263 13th Avenue South 
St. Petersburg,  Florida 33701 
 

 Sir or Madam   
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Mobile District 
Attention: Regulatory Branch ‐ OP‐SA 
Post Office Box 2288 
Mobile,  Alabama 36628‐0001 
 

   Sir or Madam   
United States Coast Guard 
Marine Safety, Mobile 
150 N. Royal Street 
Mobile,  Alabama 36652 
 

Mr. Russell Kelly  
Permits and Services 
Alabama Department of Environmental Management 
Post Office Box 301463 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130‐14963 
 

  Mr. N. Gunter Guy Jr. 
Commissioner of Conservation 
Alabama Department of Conservation & Natural Resources 
64 N. Union 
Montgomery,  Alabama 36130 
 



Honorable William S. Stimpson 
Mayor of Mobile 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

 Honorable Joel Daves 
Councilmember 
Mobile City Council 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

Honorable Bess Rich 
Councilmember 
Mobile City Council 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

 Honorable Levon C. Manzie 
Councilmember 
Mobile City Council 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

Honorable Frederick D. Richardson 
Councilmember 
Mobile City Council 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

 Honorable John C. Williams 
Councilmember 
Mobile City Council 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

Honorable C. J. Small 
Councilmember 
Mobile City Council 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

 Honorable Gina R. Gregory 
Councilmember 
Mobile City Council 
Post Office Box 1827 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

Honorable Jerry Carl 
Mobile County Commission 
District 3 
Post Office Box 1443 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

 Honorable Merceria L. Ludgood 
Mobile County Commission 
District 1 
Post Office Box 1443 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

Honorable Connie Hudson 
Mobile County Commission 
District 2 
Post Office Box 1443 
Mobile, Alabama 36633 
 

 Honorable Don Davis 
Judge of Probate 
Mobile County Courts 
Post Office Box 7 
Mobile, Alabama 36601 
 

Honorable Gregory Albritton 
Senate of Alabama 
22nd District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 735 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

 Honorable Vician D. Figures 
Senate of Alabama 
33rd District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 736 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 



Honorable Rusty Glover 
Senate of Alabama 
34th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 721 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

 Honorable Bill Hightower 
Senate of Alabama 
35th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 733 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

Honorable Adline Clark 
Alabama House of Representatives 
97th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 540-B 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

 Honorable Napoleon Bracy 
Alabama House of Representatives 
98th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 540-A 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

Honorable James E. Buskey 
Alabama House of Representatives 
99th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 540-C 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

 Honorable Victor Gaston 
Alabama House of Representatives 
100th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 519-E 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 

Honorable Chris Pringle 
Alabama House of Representatives 
101st District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 427-M 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

 Honorable Jack W. Williams 
Alabama House of Representatives 
102nd District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 524-F 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

Honorable Barbara Drummond 
Alabama House of Representatives 
103rd District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 536-C 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 

 Honorable Margie Wilcox 
Alabama House of Representatives 
104th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 524-F 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

Honorable David Sessions 
Alabama House of Representatives 
105th District 
11 S. Union Street 
Suite 417-I 
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-2950 
 

  

   























From: Jamie Crain
To: Thomas Lee
Subject: Re: Broad Street Improvements Project
Date: Friday, October 14, 2016 2:04:51 PM

Mr. Lee,
Thank you for reaching out to me.  Senator Hightower is well respected and we appreciate his
efforts to help us. I have been informed and invited to attend the Nov. 10 meeting.  I look
forward to hearing about the proposed project.  I know that several other interested members
of the school as well as myself will be attending the meeting.  Looking forward to meeting
you.
Thank You,
Jamie Crain

On Fri, Oct 14, 2016 at 1:14 PM, Thomas Lee <thomas.lee@volkert.com> wrote:

Ms. Crain,

 

Volkert is currently working with the City of Mobile on the Proposed Broad
Street/Beauregard Street Improvements Project from I-10 to Water Street and Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. Avenue from Beauregard Street to Three Mile Creek.  Senator Bill
Hightower reached out to me about including the Most Pure Heart of Mary Catholic School
and Parish in our discussions for the project.  We have an upcoming Public Involvement
Meeting scheduled for Thursday, November 10, on the 4th floor of the International Trade
Center from 5:30pm to 7:30pm that will have information on the project along with displays
showing what is being proposed along the corridor.  We would encourage anyone that has
interest in the project at your school or parish to attend the meeting if they can so that we
can better understand the public’s opinion on what the City of Mobile has proposed .  I have
also attached to this email the advertisement that ran in the Press-Register for the meeting. 
Please feel free to contact me by email or by phone at 251-342-1070 if you have any
questions or comments on the project.  Hope you have a good weekend!

 

Thanks,

 

Thomas Lee

Volkert, Inc.

3809 Moffett Road 
Mobile, AL  36618

Office: (251) 342-1070  ext. 1106

Cell: (251) 454-5528

mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com
mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com
tel:251-342-1070
tel:%28251%29%20342-1070%C2%A0%20ext.%201106
tel:%28251%29%20454-5528


thomas.lee@volkert.com

 

The information contained in this e-mail, including any accompanying documents or attachments, is from
Volkert, is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above, and is privileged and confidential. If
you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying or use of the
contents of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify Volkert
immediately at our corporate office (251) 342-1070. Thank you for your cooperation

 

-- 
Mrs. Jamie Crain
Principal
Most Pure Heart of Mary School
251.432.5270

mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com
tel:%28251%29%20342-1070
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Thomas Lee

From: Brown, Scott <jsb@adem.alabama.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 10, 2017 1:22 PM
To: 'Thomas Lee'
Cc: Genard, Lacey M; Rainey, Mark; Phelps, Cline Allen
Subject: RE: Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr. Ave Complete Streets Project - Coastal Zone 

Good afternoon Mr. Lee: 
 
Extreme portions of the project would occur in the Coastal Area.   
 
Given the description of the project proposal, further coordination with the ADEM’s Coastal Program is not necessary unless 
you find yourself in need of an official approval pursuant to Title 15 C.F.R. Part 930 Subpart F or unless you are required to 
obtain a federal permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for jurisdictional wetlands impacts. 
 
v/r, 
 
J. Scott Brown 
 

From: Thomas Lee [mailto:thomas.lee@volkert.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 10:21 AM 
To: Brown, Scott 
Subject: Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr. Ave Complete Streets Project - Coastal Zone  
 
Mr. Brown, 
 
We (Volkert) are currently working with the City of Mobile on the Broad‐Beauregard‐Dr. MLK Jr. Ave Complete 
Streets Project.   I have attached a project description letter and project location map to better help you 
understand where the project is located and what the project entails.  I am contacting you in regards to the 
Coastal Zone and how it relates to the proposed project.  Could you please let me know if the proposed project 
is located within the Coastal Zone and what the ADEM Coastal Section would require for the proposed 
project.  If you need any more information on the project or have any questions please do not hesitate to call 
me at (251) 342‐1070.  I appreciate you taking time to look at this for us. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Thomas Lee 
Volkert, Inc. 
3809 Moffett Road 
Mobile, AL  36618 
Office: (251) 342‐1070  ext. 1106 
Cell: (251) 454‐5528 
thomas.lee@volkert.com 
  
The information contained in this e‐mail, including any accompanying documents or attachments, is from 
Volkert, is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above, and is privileged and confidential. 
If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying or use of 
the contents of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify 
Volkert immediately at our corporate office (251) 342‐1070. Thank you for your cooperation 
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City of Mobile Project No. 2015-202-23 
 

Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue 
Complete Streets Project for the One Mobile: Reconnecting 
People, Work, and Play through Complete Streets Initiative 

City of Mobile, Mobile County, Alabama 
 

Air Quality Analysis Technical Report 
 

Executive Summary 

The City of Mobile Project 2015-202-23 will improve Broad Street and Beauregard Street 
from Baker Street to Water Street for a distance of approximately four miles.  The project 
will also improve Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue from Broad Street and Beauregard 
Street to Three Mile Creek for a distance of approximately 1.4 miles. 
 
The project is located within Mobile County, AL which is currently designated by the 
United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) as being in attainment for 
carbon monoxide (CO), ozone, PM2.5 and nitrogen dioxide. Therefore, the Clean Air Act 
conformity requirements do not apply to this project.  No proposed intersections in the 
study area will operate at Level-of-Service (LOS) D or worse; therefore, a CO “hot spot” 
analysis was not performed.  The project was evaluated for its potential to affect Mobile 
Source Air Toxics (MSAT) and it was determined that the project will have “No 
Meaningful Potential MSAT Effects.”  With regards to Green House gas emissions and 
Climate Change during construction, the contractor will be required to comply with Article 
107.22 of the State of Alabama Highway Department Standard Specifications. 
 
Project 2015-202-23 is included in the Mobile MPO’s 2016-2019 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP). 
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1 Introduction 
 
The City of Mobile Project 2015-202-23 will improve Broad Street and Beauregard Street 
from Baker Street to Water Street for a distance of approximately four miles.  The project 
will also improve Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue from Broad Street and Beauregard 
Street to Three Mile Creek for a distance of approximately 1.4 miles. The No-Build and one 
(1) Build Alternative were evaluated in this air analysis.   

1.1 Existing Land Use and Transportation Network 
Broad Street and Beauregard are located in a highly developed urbanized area of downtown 
Mobile.  The land use in this setting from Baker Street to Government Street is mainly 
single family residential.  The land use changes along Broad Street and Beauregard Street 
from Government Street to Water Street to primarily commercial uses.  Other land uses 
along Broad Street and Beauregard Street include Pillans Park, Unity Point Park, Bishop 
State Community College, Most Pure Heart of Mary Catholic Church and School, and 
Calloway-Smith Middle School.  The land use along Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue 
consists of mainly single family residential, Florence Howard Elementary School, and 
Bishop State Community College. 
 
The existing transportation network includes Broad Street and Beauregard Street, Dr. 
Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue and several other cross streets throughout the study area. 

1.2 Alternatives 
1.2.1 No-Build Alternative 

The No-Build or No-Action Alternative constitutes a baseline condition from which to 
measure impacts.  The No-Build Alternative will not address the purpose of the proposed 
project which is to reconstruct Broad Street and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue to 
repair aging infrastructure and add multi-modal connections to better serve the City of 
Mobile. 

1.2.2 Build Alternative 
The proposed project includes improvements along Broad Street and Beauregard Street 
from Baker Street to Water Street.   The project also includes improvements along Dr. 
Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue from Broad Street and Beauregard Street to Three Mile 
Creek.  In addition, improvements will be made at the intersections of Canal Street, 
Government Street, Dauphin Street, St. Francis Street, Old Shell Road, Springhill Avenue, 
St. Louis Street, and St. Anthony Street.  The intersection improvements will help improve 
the operations and efficiency along Broad Street and Beauregard Street.  Detailed 
descriptions of proposed improvements are provided in the Categorical Exclusion 
document prepared for the project. 
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2 Carbon Monoxide Modeling 
 
The project is located in an area designated by the USEPA as being in attainment for CO 
and no intersections exist or are proposed within the study area that are operating at LOS 
D or worse; therefore, a CO “hot spot” analysis is not required.  
 
3 Particulate Matter 2.5 
 
The project is located in an area designated by the USEPA as being in attainment for PM2.5; 
therefore, an assessment is not required. 
 
4 Ozone 
 
This project is located in an area designated by the USEPA as being in attainment for 
ozone; therefore, an assessment is not required. 
 
 
5 Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) 
 

5.1 Introduction 
On February 3, 2006, the FHWA released “Interim Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis in 
NEPA Documents.” This guidance was superseded on September 30, 2009, December 6, 
2012, and most recently on October 18, 2016 by FHWA’s “Updated Interim Guidance 
Update on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents.”  The purpose of FHWA’s guidance 
is to advise on when and how to analyze MSATs in the NEPA process for highways. This 
guidance is interim, because MSAT science is still evolving.  As the science progresses, 
FHWA will update the guidance.  The FHWA developed a tiered approach with three 
categories for analyzing MSAT in NEPA documents, depending on specific project 
circumstances: 
 

(1) No analysis for projects with no potential for meaningful MSAT effects; 
(2) Qualitative analysis for projects with low potential MSAT effects; or 
(3) Quantitative analysis to differentiate alternatives for projects with higher potential 

MSAT effects. 
 
For projects warranting MSAT analysis, all nine priority MSAT should be considered. 
 
(1) Projects with No Meaningful Potential MSAT Effects, or Exempt Projects. 
 

The types of projects included in this category are: 
 

• Projects qualifying as a categorical exclusion under 23 CFR 771.117; 
• Projects exempt under the Clean Air Act conformity rule under 40 CFR 93.126; 

and 



 
Broad-Beauregard-Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue 
Complete Streets Project 
Air Quality Technical Analysis Report, July 2017  
 Page 4  

• Other projects with no meaningful impacts on traffic volumes or vehicle mix. 
 
For projects that are categorically excluded under 23 CFR 771.117, or are exempt from 
conformity requirements under the Clean Air Act pursuant to 40 CFR 93.126, no analysis 
or discussion of MSAT is necessary. Documentation sufficient to demonstrate that the 
project qualifies as a categorical exclusion and/or exempt project will suffice. For other 
projects with no or negligible traffic impacts, regardless of the class of NEPA 
environmental document, no MSAT analysis is recommended.  However, the project 
record should document in the EA or EIS the basis for the determination of no meaningful 
potential impacts with a brief description of the factors considered. Example language, 
which must be modified to correspond with local and project-specific circumstances, is 
provided in Appendix A of the “Updated Interim Guidance Update on Air Toxic Analysis 
in NEPA Documents.”   
 
(2) Projects with Low Potential MSAT Effects 
 
The types of projects included in this category are those that serve to improve operations 
of highway, transit, or freight without adding substantial new capacity or without creating 
a facility that is likely to meaningfully increase MSAT emissions. This category covers a 
broad range of projects. 
 
It is anticipated that most highway projects that need an MSAT assessment will fall into 
this category. Examples of these types of projects are minor widening projects; new 
interchanges; replacing a signalized intersection on a surface street; and projects where 
design year traffic is projected to be less than 140,000 to 150,000 AADT. 
 
For these projects, a qualitative assessment of emissions projections should be conducted. 
This qualitative assessment should compare, in narrative form, the expected effect of the 
project on traffic volumes, vehicle mix, or routing of traffic and the associated changes in 
MSAT for the project alternatives, including no-build, based on VMT, vehicle mix, and 
speed. It should also discuss national trend data projecting substantial overall reductions in 
emissions due to stricter engine and fuel regulations issued by EPA. Because the emission 
effects of these projects typically are low, we expect there would be no appreciable 
difference in overall MSAT emissions among the various alternatives. 
 
(3) Projects with Higher Potential MSAT Effects 
 
This category includes projects that have the potential for meaningful differences in MSAT 
emissions among project alternatives. We expect a limited number of projects to meet this 
two- pronged test. To fall into this category, a project should: 
 

• Create or significantly alter a major intermodal freight facility that has the potential 
to concentrate high levels of diesel particulate matter in a single location, involving 
a significant number of diesel vehicles for new projects or accommodating with a 
significant increase in the number of diesel vehicles for expansion projects; or 
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• Create new capacity or add significant capacity to urban highways such as 
Interstates, urban arterials, or urban collector-distributor routes with traffic volumes 
where the AADT is projected to be in the range of 140,000 to 150,000 or greater 
by the design year; 

 
• Be proposed to be located in proximity to populated areas. 

 
The purpose of this project is to reconstruct Broad Street and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. 
Avenue to repair aging infrastructure and add multi-modal connections to better serve the 
City of Mobile.  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 MSAT 
concerns. As a result, the project is considered to be a “Project with No Meaningful 
Potential MSAT Effects.” 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, USEPA 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 USEPA’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). This will both reduce 
the background level of MSAT as well as the possibility of even minor MSAT emissions 
from this project. 
 

5.2 Background 
Controlling air toxic emissions became a national priority with the passage of the Clean 
Air Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990, whereby Congress mandated that USEPA 
regulate 188 air toxics, also known as hazardous air pollutants. The USEPA assessed 
this expansive list in its rule on the Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants from Mobile 
Sources (Federal Register, Vol. 72, No. 37, page 8430, February 26, 2007), and 
identified a group of 93 compounds emitted from mobile sources that are part of EPA’s 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS). In addition, USEPA identified nine 
compounds with significant contributions from mobile sources that are among the 
national and regional-scale cancer risk drivers or contributors and non-cancer hazard 
contributors from the 2011 National Air Toxics Assessment (NATA). These are 1,3-
butadiene, acetaldehyde, acrolein, benzene, diesel particulate matter (diesel PM), 
ethylbenzene, formaldehyde, naphthalene, and polycyclic organic matter. While FHWA 
considers these the priority mobile source air toxics, the list is subject to change and may 
be adjusted in consideration of future USEPA rules. 
 

https://www.epa.gov/iris
https://www.epa.gov/national-air-toxics-assessment
https://www.epa.gov/national-air-toxics-assessment
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5.3 Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator (MOVES) 
According to USEPA, MOVES2014 is a major revision to MOVES2010 and improves 
upon it in many respects. MOVES2014 includes new data, new emissions standards, and 
new functional improvements and features. It incorporates substantial new data for 
emissions, fleet, and activity developed since the release of MOVES2010. These new 
emissions data are for light- and heavy- duty vehicles, exhaust and evaporative emissions, 
and fuel effects. MOVES2014 also adds updated vehicle sales, population, age distribution, 
and vehicle miles traveled (VMT) data.  MOVES2014a incorporates the effects of three 
new Federal emissions standard rules not included in MOVES2010. These new standards 
are all expected to impact MSAT emissions and include Tier 3 emissions and fuel standards 
starting in 2017 (79 FR 60344), heavy-duty greenhouse gas regulations that phase in during 
model years 2014-2018 (79 FR 60344), and the second phase of light duty greenhouse gas 
regulations that phase in during model years 2017-2025 (79 FR 60344).  Since the release 
of MOVES2014, EPA has released MOVES2014a.  In the November 2015 MOVES2014a 
Questions and Answers Guide, USEPA states that for on-road emissions, MOVES2014a 
adds new options requested by users for the input of local VMT, includes minor updates to 
the default fuel tables, and corrects an error in MOVES2014 brake wear emissions. The 
change in brake wear emissions results in small decreases in PM emissions, while 
emissions for other criteria pollutants remain essentially the same as MOVES2014. 
 
Using USEPA’s MOVES2014a model, as shown in Figure 1, FHWA estimates that even 
if VMT increases by 45 percent from 2010 to 2050 as forecast, a combined reduction of 
91 percent in the total annual emissions for the priority MSAT is projected for the same 
time period. 
 
Diesel PM is the dominant component of MSAT emissions, making up 50 to 70 percent 
of all priority MSAT pollutants by mass, depending on calendar year. Users of 
MOVES2014a will notice some differences in emissions compared with MOVES2010b. 
MOVES2014a is based on updated data on some emissions and pollutant processes 
compared to MOVES2010b, and also reflects the latest Federal emissions standards in 
place at the time of its release. In addition, MOVES2014a emissions forecasts are based 
on lower VMT projections than MOVES2010b, consistent with recent trends suggesting 
reduced nationwide VMT growth compared to historical trends. 
 
5.4 MSAT Research 
Air toxics analysis is a continuing area of research. While much work has been done to 
assess the overall health risk of air toxics, many questions remain unanswered. In 
particular, the tools and techniques for assessing project-specific health outcomes as a 
result of lifetime MSAT exposure remain limited. These limitations impede the ability 
to evaluate how potential public health risks posed by MSAT exposure should be 
factored into project-level decision-making within the context of NEPA. 
 
Nonetheless, air toxics concerns continue to arise on highway projects during the NEPA 
process. Even as the science emerges, the public and other agencies expect FHWA to 

https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/models/moves/documents/420f15046.pdf
https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/models/moves/documents/420f15046.pdf
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address MSAT impacts in its environmental documents. The FHWA, USEPA, the Health 
Effects Institute, and others have funded and conducted research studies to try to more 
clearly define potential risks from MSAT emissions associated with highway projects. 
The FHWA will continue to monitor the developing research in this field. 
 
5.5 Incomplete or Unavailable Information for Project-Specific MSAT Health 

Impacts Analysis 
In FHWA’s view, information is incomplete or unavailable to credibly predict the project-
specific health impacts due to changes in MSAT emissions associated with a proposed set 
of highway alternatives. The outcome of such an assessment, adverse or not, would be 
influenced more by the uncertainty introduced into the process through assumption and 
speculation rather than any genuine insight into the actual health impacts directly 
attributable to MSAT exposure associated with a proposed action. 
 
The USEPA is responsible for protecting the public health and welfare from any known or 
anticipated effect of an air pollutant. They are the lead authority for administering the Clean 
Air Act and its amendments and have specific statutory obligations with respect to 
hazardous air pollutants and MSAT. The USEPA is in the continual process of assessing 
human health effects, exposures, and risks posed by air pollutants. They maintain the IRIS, 
which is “a compilation of electronic reports on specific substances found in the 
environment and their potential to cause human health effects” (USEPA, 
https:/www.epa.gov/iris/) Each report contains assessments of non-cancerous and 
cancerous effects for individual compounds and quantitative estimates of risk levels from 
lifetime oral and inhalation exposures with uncertainty spanning perhaps an order of 
magnitude. 
 
Other organizations are also active in the research and analyses of the human health effects 
of MSAT, including the Health Effects Institute (HEI). A number of HEI studies are 
summarized in Appendix D of FHWA’s “Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air 
Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents.” Among the adverse health effects linked to MSAT 
compounds at high exposures are: cancer in humans in occupational settings; cancer in 
animals; and irritation to the respiratory tract, including the exacerbation of asthma. Less 
obvious is the adverse human health effects of MSAT compounds at current environmental 
concentrations (HEI Special Report 16, https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-
source-air-toxics-critical-review- literature-exposure-and-health-effects) or in the future as 
vehicle emissions substantially decrease. 
 
The methodologies for forecasting health impacts include emissions modeling; dispersion 
modeling; exposure modeling; and then final determination of health impacts – each step 
in the process building on the model predictions obtained in the previous step. All are 
encumbered by technical shortcomings or uncertain science that prevents a more complete 
differentiation of the MSAT health impacts among a set of project alternatives. These 
difficulties are magnified for lifetime (i.e., 70 year) assessments, particularly because 
unsupportable assumptions would have to be made regarding changes in travel patterns 

https://www.epa.gov/iris/)
https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-review-%20literature-exposure-and-health-effects
https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-review-%20literature-exposure-and-health-effects
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and vehicle technology (which affects emissions rates) over that time frame, since such 
information is unavailable. 
 
It is particularly difficult to reliably forecast 70-year lifetime MSAT concentrations and 
exposure near roadways; to determine the portion of time that people are actually exposed 
at a specific location; and to establish the extent attributable to a proposed action, especially 
given that some of the information needed is unavailable. 
 
There are considerable uncertainties associated with the existing estimates of toxicity of 
the various MSAT, because of factors such as low-dose extrapolation and translation of 
occupational exposure data to the general population, a concern expressed by HEI (Special 
Report 16, https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-
review-literature-exposure-and-health-effects). As a result, there is no national consensus 
on air dose-response values assumed to protect the public health and welfare for MSAT 
compounds, and in particular for diesel PM. The USEPA states that with respect to diesel 
engine exhaust, “[t]he absence of adequate data to develop a sufficiently confident dose-
response relationship from the epidemiologic studies has prevented the estimation of 
inhalation carcinogenic risk (https://www.epa.gov/iris).” 
 
There is also the lack of a national consensus on an acceptable level of risk. The current 
context is the process used by the USEPA as provided by the CAA to determine whether 
more stringent controls are required in order to provide an ample margin of safety to protect 
public health or to prevent an adverse environmental effect for industrial sources subject 
to the maximum achievable control technology standards, such as benzene emissions from 
refineries. The decision framework is a two-step process. The first step requires USEPA to 
determine an “acceptable” level of risk due to emissions from a source, which is generally 
no greater than approximately 100 in a million. Additional factors are considered in the 
second step, the goal of which is to maximize the number of people with risks less than 1 
in a million due to emissions from a source. The results of this statutory two-step process 
do not guarantee that cancer risks from exposure to air toxics are less than 1 in a million; 
in some cases, the residual risk determination could result in maximum individual cancer 
risks that are as high as approximately 100 in a million. In a June 2008 decision, the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit upheld EPA’s approach to addressing 
risk in its two-step decision framework. Information is incomplete or unavailable to 
establish that even the largest of highway projects would result in levels of risk greater than 
deemed acceptable 
(https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/284E23FFE079CD5985257800005
0C9DA/$file/07-1053-1120274.pdf). 
 
Because of the limitations in the methodologies for forecasting health impacts described, 
any predicted difference in health impacts between alternatives is likely to be much smaller 
than the uncertainties associated with predicting the impacts. Consequently, the results of 
such assessments would not be useful to decision makers, who would need to weigh this 
information against project benefits, such as reducing traffic congestion, accident rates, and 
fatalities plus improved access for emergency response, that are better suited for 
quantitative analysis. 

https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-review-literature-exposure-and-health-effects
https://www.healtheffects.org/publication/mobile-source-air-toxics-critical-review-literature-exposure-and-health-effects
file://mobile-data/Envir/PROJECTS/5334/543604%20-%20ALDOT%20Widening%20&%20Interchange%20Improvements%20SR%206%20at%20University%20Blvd/Air%20Analysis/Report/(https:/www.epa.gov/iris
https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/284E23FFE079CD59852578000050C9DA/$file/07-1053-1120274.pdf
https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/284E23FFE079CD59852578000050C9DA/$file/07-1053-1120274.pdf
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Due to the limitations cited, a discussion such as the example provided in Appendix C of 
the “Updated Interim Guidance Update on Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents” 
(reflecting any local and project-specific circumstances), should be included regarding 
incomplete or unavailable information in accordance with Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) regulations [40 CFR 1502.22(b)]. The FHWA Headquarters and Resource 
Center staff, Victoria Martinez (787) 771-2524, James Gavin (202) 366-1473, and Michael 
Claggett (505) 820-2047, are available to provide guidance and technical assistance and 
support. 
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Figure 5-1: FHWA Projected National MSAT Emission Trends 2010-2050 for 
Vehicles Operating on Roadways using EPA’s MOVES 2014a Model 
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6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change 
 
Climate change is an important national and global concern.  To help address the global 
issue of climate change, the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) is 
committed to reducing greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles traveling on our nation’s 
highways.  The USDOT and USEPA are working together to reduce these emissions by 
substantially improving vehicle efficiency and shifting toward lower carbon intensive 
fuels.  The USDOT and USEPA have jointly established new, more stringent fuel economy 
and first ever greenhouse gas emissions standards for model year 2012-2016 cars and light 
trucks.  The USDOT has issued a notice to propose even more stringent standards for model 
year 2017-2025 vehicles, with an ultimate fuel economy standard of 54.5 miles per gallon 
for cars and light trucks by model year 2025.  Further, on August 9, 2011, the USDOT and 
USEPA jointly proposed the first ever fuel economy and greenhouse gas emissions 
standards for heavy-duty trucks and buses.  Increasing use of technological innovations 
that can improve fuel economy, such as gasoline- and diesel-electric hybrid vehicles, will 
improve air quality and reduce CO2 emissions future years. 
 
Consistent with the view that broad-scale efforts hold the greatest promise for meaningfully 
addressing the global climate change problem, FHWA is engaged in developing strategies 
to reduce transportation’s contribution to greenhouse gas emissions—particularly CO2 
emissions. 
 
Even though project-level mitigation measures will not have a substantial impact on global 
greenhouse gas emissions because of the exceedingly small amount of greenhouse gas 
emissions involved, the following measures during construction will have the effect of 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.  Article 107.22 of the State of Alabama Highway 
Department Standard Specifications requires the contractor to comply with all state, 
Federal, and local laws and regulations controlling pollution of the environment, including 
air pollution.  These Standard Specifications will be followed during construction to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions.  These activities are part of a program-wide effort by FHWA to 
adopt practical means to avoid and minimize environmental impacts in accordance with 40 
CFR 1505.2(c).  
 
7 Conclusions 
 
This project was evaluated for its consistency with state and federal air quality goals, 
including CO, ozone, PM 2.5, and MSATs as part of this assessment.  Results indicated that 
the project is consistent with the TIP for the attainment of clean air quality in Alabama and 
is in compliance with both state and federal air quality standards.  The project was found 
to   be a “Project with No Meaningful Potential MSAT Effects.”
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Public Involvement Meetings Summary 

Project Number: 2015-202-23 

Broad-Beauregard-Dr. MLK Jr. Ave Complete Streets Project 

For the One Mobile: Reconnecting People, Work, and Play 

through Complete Streets Initiative 

City of Mobile, Mobile County, AL 
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City of Mobile Public Involvement Meeting 

Meeting Date / Time Location Attendees 

Public Involvement Meeting November 10, 2016, 5:30 
to 7:30 pm. 

International Trade Center, 
250 Water Street, Mobile, 

   Al 36602 

102 Total 
89 Citizens 
13 Officials 

 

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA) regulations, all substantive comments submitted must be considered and 

addressed.  Examples of substantive comments which are most helpful are those which:  

• provide new information pertaining to the preferred alternative or an alternative in the 

analysis;  

• identify a new issue or expand upon an existing issue;  

• identify a different (alternative) way to meet the purpose and need of the project;  

• provide an opinion regarding one or more alternatives, including the basis or rationale for 

that opinion;  

• point out a specific flaw in the analysis;   

• identify a different source of credible research, which if used in the analysis could result 

in different effects.  

 

As indicated in the Public Involvement Meeting table, a Public Involvement Meeting was 

conducted at the International Trade Center near the project study corridor.  During the Public 

Involvement Meeting the attendees were solicited for comments.  All comments have been 

reviewed and the complete public comment record is available for review at the City of Mobile, 

205 Government Street, Mobile, AL 36602.  One (1) Build Alternative, with two alternate 

intersection configurations at the Broad Street and Government Street intersection and the Broad 

Street and Springhill Avenue/St. Louis Street/St. Anthony Street intersection, was presented 

during the November 10, 2016 Public Involvement Meeting.   

 

The purpose of the project is to reconstruct Broad Street and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue 

to repair aging infrastructure and add multi-modal connections to better serve the City of Mobile.  

The project is needed to address the following: 

• Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle access, 

• Reconnect severed neighborhoods currently divided by Broad Street 

• Accommodate all modes of travel with better connections between neighborhoods, 

transportation hubs, major employment centers, and local destinations, 
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• Reconstruct aging infrastructure  

• Create attractive, welcoming, and cohesive streetscapes, and 

• Stimulate an economically vibrant and active street environment. 

The proposed improvements begin along Broad Street and Beauregard Street at Baker Street and 

extend northward for a distance of approximately four miles to Water Street. The proposed 

improvements on Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue begin at Broad Street and Beauregard Street 

and extend westward for a distance of approximately 1.4 miles to Three Mile Creek. 

 

The following is a summary of all the substantive comments received during the meetings.  

Responses to each comment are also provided. 

 

Summary of all substantive comments from citizens who approve the project. 

• A comment stated that if possible, add sidewalks on the northeast side of Pure Heart of Mary 

School (Sengstak Street and Chestnut Street). 

Response: The proposed project does not include improvements along Senstak and Chestnut 

Streets. 

 

• Comments were made to add as much green space and trees and possible. 

Response: Comment noted.  The proposed project would remove pavement along 

Broad/Beauregard Street and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue.  The removal of pavement 

would allow more opportunities for green space, landscaping, and space for trees. 

 

• Will there be designated rest and bench areas? 

Response:  The proposed project would remove pavement along Broad/Beauregard Street and Dr. 

Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue.  By removing the pavement more space would become available 

for benches.  The Broad Street Improvements Project would also retain all existing bus stops 

along the project study corridor. 

 

• What are the timelines for construction? 

Response: It is anticipated that construction would begin in 2019 and conclude in 2024. 

 

• One comment expressed major concerns with the use of eminent domain along the project.  

Response:  The Broad Street Improvements Project is in the conceptual design phase of 

development.  The proposed conceptual design has been developed to minimize right-of-way.  If 
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additional right-of-way is needed it is anticipated that small areas immediately adjacent to 

Broad/Beauregard Street and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue would be involved.  No business 

or residential relocations are anticipated to occur. 

 

• Comments were made expressing concern over loss of parking for Mardi Gras. 

Response:  The proposed improvements would not remove parking along Broad/Beauregard 

Street or on Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue.  

 

• Comments were made expressing the desire to include the triangle of land in front of the 

ABC store as part of the project as a park or greenspace. 

Response:  The current concept for the Broad Street Improvements Project includes adding a 

right-turn lane from south-bound Broad Street to west-bound Dauphin Street.  To accommodate 

this movement the right-turn lane must utilize the triangle of existing right-of-way next to the 

ABC store.  Vehicles currently use St. Francis Street to turn right from south-bound Broad Street 

to gain access to west-bound Dauphin Street.  The concept proposes to close St. Francis Street 

between Broad Street and Dauphin Street.  

 

• Comments were made expressing concern over closing St. Francis Street at Broad Street and 

how it would affect exiting out of downtown to the west.  Two-waying Dauphin Street was 

also mentioned as being confusing and not providing needed access. 

Response:  Under the existing condition Dauphin Street is an east-bound only street at Broad 

Street.  In order to access Dauphin Street west-bound traffic must travel along a short segment of 

St. Francis Street between Broad Street and Dauphin Street.  The current concept would add a 

west-bound travel lane to Dauphin Street at Broad Street thereby removing the need for the short 

section of St. Francis Street between Broad Street and Dauphin Street.  The concept proposes to 

close St. Francis Street between Broad Street and Dauphin Street.   

 

• Conti Street west of Broad Street needs to be open to right turns for east Broad Street Traffic 

and for right turns from Broad Street. 

Response:  The proposed concept would accommodate right-turns to and from Conti Street from 

both south-bound and north-bound Broad Street. 
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• Addition of left-turn lanes from Government Street to Broad Street will cause serious slowing 

of traffic on both streets. 

Response:  The proposed project includes optimizing the traffic signal at the Government Street 

and Broad Street intersection to accommodate the proposed improvements.  The project also 

includes coordinating all the traffic signals along Broad Street through the entire project study 

corridor.  It is anticipated that the signal optimization at Government Street and Broad Street 

would reduce the delay over that which is predicted to occur under the future no build condition.  

Unnecessary stoppages would also be reduced by the signal coordination.   

 

• If a dedicated bike lanes are not included south of Congress Street on Broad Street, make the 

multi-use paths 10-12 feet.  If the 10-12 feet doesn’t leave enough green space, use a 

permeable surface. 

Response:  The Broad Street Improvements Project is in the conceptual design phase.  The width 

of the multi-use paths would likely be reduced at some locations to avoid impacts to adjacent 

properties or environmental resources.  The materials used to construct the multi-use paths will be 

decided during the final design phase of the project. 

 

• A comment was made that greater consideration should be given to how bikes and 

pedestrians will cross the round-a-bout. 

Response:  Bike traffic traveling on shared-use lanes would transition to shared-use paths 

adjacent to the roadway before entering the proposed round-a-bout at Canal Street and Broad 

Street.  The shared-use paths adjacent to the roadway at the round-a-bout would be wide enough 

to accommodate both bike and pedestrian traffic.  Once through the round-a-bout bike traffic 

would be diverted back to the shared-use lanes on the roadway.  Bike and pedestrian crossings 

along Broad Street would be provided in the vicinity of the round-a-bout at Charleston Street and 

at Government Street.         

 

• A comment was made that since the project is concentrated in a majority African American 

community, contracts must allow for participation by African American Contractors. 

Response: The selection of a contractor for the construction of the proposed project will be 

conducted in compliance with state and federal laws and in accordance with the City of Mobile’s 

standards. 
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• A comment was made about providing clear signage for bicycle lanes. 

Response: Signage and pavement markings would be provided for the dedicated bike lanes along 

Broad/Beauregard Street from Congress Street to Water Street.  On Broad Street from Congress 

Street to Baltimore Street, signage and pavement markings would identify the shared-use lanes 

for both bicycles and vehicles. 

 

• The LeFlore/Lagan Park is a significant part of our community.  As powerful as statues are, 

I’ve always wanted to see more landscaping trees, etc. Also, relocate LeFlore/Lagan Park to 

another parcel in the same immediate area with some parking nearby to encourage visitors. 

Response: The proposed conceptual design would not require right-of-way from the 

LeFlore/Lagan Park (Unity Point Park).  The proposed conceptual design would remove 

pavement along Broad Street and by removing the pavement more space would become available 

for greenspace and landscaping.  The proposed project does not include relocating the park.   

 

• The right turn lanes proposed at Springhill Avenue and Dauphin Street are not safe for 

pedestrians or vehicles. 

Response:  Right-turn lanes at Springhill Avenue and Dauphin Street are necessary to 

accommodate sufficient turning radiuses for trucks/cars.  Both roads intersect Broad Street at less 

than perpendicular angles making it very difficult for trucks and vehicles to make right-turns 

without the designated turn lanes.  Crosswalks would be provided at both of the right-turn lanes 

for pedestrians and bikes. 

 

• Traffic south of Canal Street on Broad Street does not warrant two lanes in each direction. 

Response:  It is anticipated that future projects and economic development south of Canal will 

require two lanes in each direction. 

 

• A comment was made about the lack of bike lanes on Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue. 

Response:  The proposed conceptual design for Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue includes the 

addition of a shared-use path along the south side of the road and a sidewalk on the north side of 

the road.  The shared-use path would be wide enough to accommodate both pedestrian and bike 

traffic.   

 

 



Page 7 of 9 
 

• A comment was made about the lane convergence at the Broad Street and State Street 

intersection. 

Response:  The proposed conceptual design would maintain access to State Street as it exists 

today at Broad Street. 

  

 

• A comment was made about the convergence and two-lanes one-way at Springhill Avenue 

and Jefferson Street intersection. 

Response: The intersection referenced by the comment is actually St. Louis Street and Jefferson 

Street.  Existing St. Louis Street is a two-way roadway at Broad Street.  Under the conceptual 

Alternative 1 scenario St. Louis Street would be converted one-way west-bound roadway and do 

not enter signs, striping arrows, and pavement markings would be placed at the intersection to 

prevent wrong way movements.  Under the conceptual Alternative 2 scenario St. Louis Street 

would remain a two-way roadway.  

 

• The gas station at the southeast corner of Broad Street and St. Anthony Street should be 

condemned with eminent domain because the building adjacent to it is extremely historic. 

Response:  The proposed conceptual design does not require the acquisition of the gas station at 

the southeast corner of Broad Street and St. Anthony Street.    

 

• A comment was made stating they favor the Alternate 1 configuration of the Broad Street and 

Government Street intersection because Alternate 2 takes property from Greers and the First 

Baptist Church of Mobile. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The Broad Street Improvements Project is currently in the 

conceptual design phase of development.  An alternative decision will not be made until the 

results from the public and stakeholder outreach have been reviewed and the outcomes of 

multiple on-going studies have been thoroughly evaluated.  

 

• Do not get rid of the bus lane on Government Street in front of the CVS Pharmacy. 

Response:  The third travel lane on westbound Government Street is being removed due to adding 

left turn lanes on Government Street and existing right-of-way restrictions.  Additional bus stops 

are currently being evaluated for the area around the Broad Street and Government Street 

intersection. 
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Summary of all substantive comments from citizens who disapprove the project. 

• There were several comments stating that dedicated bike lanes should be incorporated into 

the entire length of the project.   

Response:  The proposed conceptual design was developed to meet the purpose and need while 

minimizing right-of-way acquisition, impacts to adjacent properties and sensitive environmental 

resources.  The proposed conceptual design includes dedicated bike lanes along 

Broad/Beauregard Street from Congress Street to Water Street.  However, right-of-way 

constraints and sensitive environmental resources including large oak trees that contribute to the 

setting of historic resources in the area require that bike traffic utilize shared-use lanes and paths 

along Broad Street south of Congress Street. 

     

• Comments were made that the project does not incorporate the “Downtown Mobile Non-

Motorized Mobility Study” published in September 2015 by the Mobile MPO and the 

Downtown Alliance. 

Response:  The concepts included in the “Downtown Mobile Non-Motorized Mobility Study” 

were reviewed for the Broad Street Improvements Project.  The concepts that met the purpose and 

need while minimizing right-of-way acquisition, impacts to adjacent properties and sensitive 

environmental resources were incorporated into the proposed conceptual design. 

 

• Several comments were made about providing safe bike crossings across Broad Street to 

better connect downtown Mobile to surrounding areas. 

Response: Bicycle and pedestrian-actuated crossings will be provided at signalized intersections 

along Broad/Beauregard Street between Government Street and Water Street and at other major 

un-signalized intersection locations south of Canal Street. 

 

• A comment was made requesting to remove all interstate type signage. 

Response:  The proposed conceptual design includes replacing the interstate type signage with 

more local/urban type signage. 

 

• A comment was made requesting to place all utilities underground. 

Response:  Comment noted.  The feasibility of moving utilities will be evaluated during the final 

design phase of the project.   
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• Do not tear out the existing concrete and instead use the money to finance other portions of 

the project. 

Response:  Removing the existing concrete from the Broad/Beauregard Street roadbed is part of 

the scope of work included in the TIGER grant agreement for the Broad Street Improvements 

Project.  Removing the concrete will allow for easier road maintenance in the future. 

 

 

• Reconsider round-a-bouts along Broad Street at Canal Street, Government Street, Dauphin 

Street, Springhill Avenue, and Congress Street. 

Response:  The round-a-bout concepts included in the “Downtown Mobile Non-Motorized 

Mobility Study” were evaluated for reasonableness and engineering feasibility.  The concepts that 

met the purpose and need while minimizing the acquisition of right-of-way, avoid relocations, 

minimize impacts to adjacent properties and sensitive environmental resources were incorporated 

into the proposed conceptual design 

  

• Consider using stamped asphalt for the roadbed. 

Response:  The materials and finishing techniques to be used during construction will be decided 

during the final design phase of the project. 

 

• Do not design the road based on existing right-of-way and start over with the design. 

Response:  The proposed conceptual design was developed to meet the purpose and need while 

minimizing the acquisition of right-of-way, avoid relocations, minimize impacts to adjacent 

properties and sensitive environmental resources.  Consideration was also given to time and 

budgetary constraints associated with the TIGER grant agreement.  

 

• The intersection of Broad Street and Palmetto Street did not appear on the maps at the public 

involvement meeting. 

Response:  The maps at the public involvement meeting mistakenly did not show an intersection 

at Broad Street and Palmetto Street.  The intersection will remain open. 
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1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROJECT NEEDS 
 
 
The proposed project involves the reconstruction of Broad Street from south of I-10 to 

Water Street and the reconstruction of MLK, Jr. Avenue from Broad Street to just west 

of Three Mile Creek. The Broad Street reconstruction will include reducing the number 

of lanes from three lanes to two lanes in each direction from Government Street to 

Water Street. The project will also include adding multi-use paths and a raised 

landscaped median from Baltimore Street to Water Street. Shared use bike lanes will be 

added from Baltimore Street to Congress Street as well as multi-use paths on each side 

of the roadway. The shared use bike lane will change to a buffered bike lane separated 

by a landscaped curb on each side of the road from Congress Street to Water Street. 

The project will also include drainage improvements for the entire project corridor, as 

well as utility relocations where applicable. The improvements to MLK, Jr. Avenue 

include reducing the overall width of the road to one lane in each direction with an 8’ 

wide multi-use path on the south side of the road and strategically placed on-street 

parking on the north side of the road. A sidewalk will also be included on the north side 

of the road from Beauregard Street to just west of Three Mile Creek. The purpose of this 

project is to reconstruct Broad Street and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue to repair 

aging infrastructure and add multimodal connections to better serve the City of Mobile. 

The design speed of Broad/Beauregard Streets will be 35 mph and MLK, Jr. Avenue will 

be 30 mph. 

 

There are several needs that will be met by the construction of this project. One of the 

primary accomplishments of this project will be to provide safe pedestrian and bicycle 

access for the loop around the Central Business District of Mobile. The next need that 

this project will address is reconnecting severed neighborhoods that are currently 

divided by Broad Street. All modes of travel will be accommodated with better 

connections between neighborhoods, transportation hubs, major employment centers, 

and local destinations.  The aging infrastructure will be reconstructed and will result in 

the creation of an attractive, welcoming, and cohesive streetscape. This project will also 



 4

stimulate an economically vibrant and active street environment that is in line with the 

City of Mobile’s Map for Mobile Plan. 

 

2. ADVERTISEMENT 
 
The public involvement meeting was advertised by the following methods: 
 

1. Press release in the Mobile Press Register – printed October 9th and 

November 2nd, 2016 

2. Press release in Lagniappe – printed October 20th and November 17th,2016 

3. Council Member Levon C. Manzie included the advertisement for the public 

involvement meeting in his newsletter to District 2 residents and property 

owners – printed November 10th, 2016 

4. Council President Gina Gregory included the advertisement for the public 

involvement meeting in her newsletter to District 7 residents and property 

owners – printed November 7th, 2016 

5. The City of Mobile sent an electronic invitation to stakeholders along the 

Broad Street Corridor to the public involvement meeting 

6. The City of Mobile placed flyers in businesses along the corridor advertising 

the public involvement meeting 

The advertisements for this meeting can be found in Appendix A. 

 

3. PUBLIC MEETING 
 
The meeting was held November 10th from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. on the 4th Floor of the 

International Trade Center located at 250 North Water Street in Mobile. Signs with the 

overall project location map and project information were placed in the lobby of the 

International Trade Center as well as in the hallway of the 4th floor leading to the 

meeting room (See Appendix E for meeting signs). 

 

Two sets of identical plan rolls of the proposed layout were displayed on tables on each 

side of the room and were plotted at a 1”=50’ scale. The following information was 

displayed on the plan rolls: 
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1. Proposed edge of pavements and new pavement shaded in dark grey 

2. Intersecting side streets and adjacent businesses  

3. Proposed medians and green space shaded in green 

4. Proposed sidewalks and multi-use paths shaded a cream color 

5. Proposed striping and pavement markings 

6. The background was an aerial photograph provided by the City of Mobile 

 

Representatives from the City of Mobile Engineering Department, the City of Mobile 

Legal Department, the Alabama Department of Transportation, the Federal Highway 

Administration, and Volkert, Inc. arrived at approximately 2:30 p.m.  The public began 

arriving at 5:00 p.m.  A desk was positioned at the door of the meeting room with a sign-

in form and a welcome packet that was given to each person. The welcome packet 

included a letter to the citizen from the office of the Mayor, a project vicinity map, and an 

information sheet describing the project limits, project history and proposed schedule, 

initial cost estimates, right-of-way, design criteria, and an initial environmental 

evaluation process status update. The welcome packet also included a comment form 

that was to be filled out by the citizens and returned to Volkert, Inc. (See Appendix B for 

Meeting Handouts).  Project personnel were stationed at the display locations to provide 

assistance and answer questions.   

 

A brief project introduction was given at 6:00 p.m. by Ms. Dianne Irby, the Executive 

Director of Planning and Development for the City of Mobile, and was followed by a 

general presentation of the project by Mr. Drew Davis, P.E., ENV SP of Volkert, Inc.  

The presentation generally described the project and provided information such as 

project history, project purpose, corridor needs, and proposed improvements. The 

presentation and project fact sheet is provided in Appendix D. 

 

The meeting was attended by 102 people.  Of the 102 attendees, 13 were project 

personnel and representatives from the City of Mobile, the Federal Highway 

Administration, and the Alabama Department of Transportation and 89 members of the 

general public signed in (see Appendix E for the attendee list). 
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4. MEETING SUMMARY  

 
The public was largely in agreement that there is a need to construct the Broad Street 

Project. There was a total of 27 public comment forms received.  Of the 27 comment 

forms received, all 27 were generally in favor of the project. In regards to the conceptual 

design, 19 comment forms were in favor of the proposed layout as it was presented at 

the Public Involvement meeting. There were 7 comment forms that were not in favor of 

the proposed layout that was presented at the meeting and 1 comment form did not 

provide an answer for this question. There were 20 comment forms that indicated that 

they felt that the design would provide safe pedestrian and bicycle access for residents, 

workers, and visitors. There were 4 comment form that was received that indicated that 

the design would not provide safe pedestrian and bicycle access for residents, workers, 

and visitors, and there were two comment forms that did not answer the question but 

stated that it was too early to tell if the design would provide safe access. When asked if 

citizens thought that this project is in the overall best interest of the public, 25 comment 

forms indicated that it would be in the public’s best interest. One of the comment forms 

did not provide an answer for this question and another comment form indicated that it 

was too early to know if it would benefit the overall best interest of the public. There 

were also two different alternatives provided for the Government St./Broad St. 

intersection and for the Springhill Ave./Broad St. intersection. The comment form asked 

that citizens indicate which alternative they preferred. There were 10 comment forms 

that were in favor of Alternate 1 for the Government St intersection configuration and 11 

comment forms that were in favor of Alternate 2. There were 8 comment forms that 

were in favor of the Springhill Ave. Alternate 1 and there were 11 comment forms that 

were in favor of Alternate two of this intersection configuration. There was one comment 

form that indicated the person did not prefer either of the alternatives for either 

intersection. A summary of the responses to the questions provided on the comment 

forms can be found below. A summary of the comment forms and each comment form 

received is provided in Appendix E. 
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NO. 

QUESTIONS YES NO 
NO 

ANSWER 

CUSTOM 

RESPONSE 
TOTAL 

1 Do you reside in the Broad St/ Dr. MLK, Jr. Blvd area? 16 9 2 0 27 

2 Do you work in the Broad St/Dr. MLK, Jr. Blvd area? 8 17 2 0 27 

3 Do you use Broad St/Beauregard St/Dr. MLK, Jr. Blvd as a travel way? 25 1 1 0 27 

4 Do you generally favor the construction of this project? 27 0 0 0 27 

5 Are you in favor of the proposed design as presented at this meeting? 19 7 1 0 27 

6 

Do you think this design will provide safe pedestrian and bicycle 

access for residents, workers, and visitors? 20 4 1 2 27 

7 Do you think this project is in the best overall public interest? 25 0 1 1 27 

 

NO. 
QUESTIONS 

ALT 

1 

ALT 

2 

NO 

ANSWER 

CUSTOM 

RESPONSE 
TOTAL 

8 Which Government St intersection design do you prefer? 10 11 2 4 27 

9 Which Springhill Ave intersection design do you prefer? 8 11 5 3 27 
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APPENDIX A – MEETING ADVERTISEMENTS 
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FIGURE 1: MOBILE PRESS REGISTER ADVERTISEMENT – OCTOBER 9TH & 
NOVEMBER 2ND, 2016 
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FIGURE 2: MOBILE PRESS REGISTER ADVERTISEMENT – OCTOBER 9TH & 
NOVEMBER 2ND, 2016 
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FIGURE 3: LAGNIAPPE ADVERTISEMENT - OCTOBER 20TH, 2016  
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FIGURE 4: LAGNIAPPE ARTICLE – www.lagniappemobile.com – NOVEMBER 17th, 
2016 
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FIGURE 5: PRESS RELEASE FROM THE OFFICE OF THE MAYOR – NOVEMBER 
17TH, 2016 
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FIGURE 6: DISTRICT 2 NEWSLETTER TO RESIDENTS AND PROPERTY OWNERS 
– NOVEMBER 10TH, 2016 
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FIGURE 7: DISTRICT 7 NEWSLETTER TO RESIDENTS AND PROPERTY OWNERS 
– NOVEMBER 7TH, 2016 
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APPENDIX B – PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING 
WELCOME PACKET AND COMMENT FORM 
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APPENDIX C – PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
PRESENTATION AND PROJECT FACT SHEET 
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FIGURE 8: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING PRESENTATION 
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FIGURE 9: BROAD STREET IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT FACT SHEET 
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APPENDIX D – MEETING SIGNS AND DISPLAYS 
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FIGURE 10: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING SIGNS 
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FIGURE 11: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING DISPLAYS 
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APPENDIX E – SIGN-IN SHEETS AND COMMENT 
FORMS 
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FIGURE 12: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND 
RESPONSES 

NO. 

QUESTIONS YES NO 
NO 

ANSWER 

CUSTOM 

RESPONSE 
TOTAL 

1 Do you reside in the Broad St/ Dr. MLK, Jr. Blvd area? 16 9 2 0 27 

2 Do you work in the Broad St/Dr. MLK, Jr. Blvd area? 8 17 2 0 27 

3 Do you use Broad St/Beauregard St/Dr. MLK, Jr. Blvd as a travelway? 25 1 1 0 27 

4 Do you generally favor the construction of this project? 27 0 0 0 27 

5 Are you in favor of the proposed design as presented at this meeting? 19 7 1 0 27 

6 

Do you think this design will provide safe pedestrian and bicycle 

access for residents, workers, and visitors? 20 4 1 2 27 

7 Do you think this project is in the best overall public interest? 25 0 1 1 27 

 

NO. 
QUESTIONS 

ALT 

1 

ALT 

2 

NO 

ANSWER 

CUSTOM 

RESPONSE 
TOTAL 

8 Which Government St intersection design do you prefer? 10 11 2 4 27 

9 Which Springhill Ave intersection design do you prefer? 8 11 5 3 27 

 

 

QUEST. 

NO. 
CUSTOMIZED REMARKS 

6 Can't tell. Could not see presentation and top down views on roles were hard to conceptualize. 

6 Unknown. 

7 Unknown. Too early to know. 

8 Neither 

8 Roundabout 

8 Either 

8 No opinion 

9 Neither 

9 Roundabout 

9 Either 

9 No opinion 
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FIGURE 13: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING SIGN-IN SHEET 
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FIGURE 14: PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT MEETING COMMENT FORMS 
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