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Documented Categorical Exclusion (DCE) for 
 

US-270 from SH-270A in Seminole east to Y at US-270B  
west of Wewoka, includes bridges over Wewoka Cr. and  

CRI&P railroad, Carter Cr., and 8 unnamed creeks  
Seminole County 

Project Numbers: STP-167B(091), STP-167B(122)SS, STP-1006(011)  
Job Piece Numbers: 21006(04)(07)(11) 

 
 
Existing Conditions and Purpose and Need for the Action 
The project extents are on US-270 in Seminole County from the junction at SH-270A in Seminole, east to 
the Y at US-270B west of Wewoka, and includes bridges over Wewoka Cr., CRI&P railroad, Carter Cr., 
and eight unnamed creeks. The existing roadway has two 12-foot wide driving lanes with 10-foot wide 
paved shoulders.  
 
There are eleven (11) bridges located within the project extents. NBI# 13079 over Carter Creek has a 
clear roadway width of 28 feet and is structurally deficient with a sufficiency rating of 30.2. NBI# 10053 
over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway width of 44 feet and is structurally deficient with a 
sufficiency rating of 64.8. NBI# 12977 over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway width of 44 feet and 
has a sufficiency rating of 95.1. NBI# 12934 over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway width of 44 feet 
and has a sufficiency rating of 84.3. NBI# 12935 over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway width of 44 
feet and has a sufficiency rating of 95.9. NBI# 12980 over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway width 
of 44 feet and has a sufficiency rating of 94.9. NBI# 01807 over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway 
width of 44 feet and has a sufficiency rating of 98.1. NBI# 13653 over the Union Pacific R.R. has a clear 
roadway width of 28 feet and is structurally deficient with a sufficiency rating of 59.9. NBI# 13925 over 
Wewoka Creek has a clear roadway width of 28 feet and is structurally deficient with a sufficiency rating 
of 58.1. NBI# 13783 over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway width of 44 feet and has a sufficiency 
rating of 98.3. NBI# 13757 over an unnamed creek has a clear roadway width of 42 feet and has a 
sufficiency rating of 97.3. 
 
This corridor has seen traffic volumes increase over the last ten years. Current traffic volumes are 
estimated at 7,350 vehicles per day (VPD) and are projected to increase to over 10,000 VPD by 2040.  
This section of US-270 also has a history of accidents. Several residential drives connect directly to the 
highway requiring the through traffic to stop to allow these turning movements. In addition, some of the 
county road intersections connecting to US-270 have poor horizontal geometry. 
 
The need for the project is to accommodate increasing traffic volumes along the corridor and to address 
the current geometric and capacity deficiencies on the existing roadway. The purpose of the project is to 
improve the efficiency of the US-270 corridor while also improving safety. 
 
The project is in the Oklahoma Department of Transportation’s (ODOT) Current 8 Year Construction 
Program.   
 
Description of Proposed Action 
The proposed improvements to US-270 include expanding and widening the existing two-lane road to 
four, 12-foot wide driving lanes with 10-foot wide shoulders on the existing and off-set alignments 
alternating to the north and south. The off-set alignment was chosen instead of a symmetrical widening in 
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order to maintain through traffic during construction. A 16-foot wide paved center median will be 
constructed from the SH-270A junction extending east approximately 3.25 miles. The remaining 
improvement will be a 4-lane undivided open section with 12-foot lanes and 10-foot shoulders. County 
road intersections with poor geometry will be improved and left turn lanes will be added as warranted. All 
bridges within the extents of the project will be replaced and widened to the matching typical section. 
 
In order to improve the roadway geometry, the new roadway will be offset to the north at the Carter Creek 
and unnamed creek bridge crossings. It will then transition back to the south side of the existing 
alignment for the remainder of the project extent. The reason the south side was chosen instead of the 
north is because of several constraints identified along the corridor on the north side of US-270 including 
the Rest Haven Cemetery, petroleum storage tanks, and gas transmission lines. Also, the Union Pacific 
Railroad is located parallel to US-270 on the south side. 
 
The project will be built without closing the road. Access to homes and businesses will be maintained 
during construction. 
 
Public Involvement & Agency Solicitations 
The property owners in the general area were notified by ODOT prior to starting any field environmental 
studies according to a letter dated June 8, 2015. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Bureau of 
Indian Affairs (BIA) were informed about the project in letters dated July 23, 2015. 
 
A public meeting for the US-270 roadway improvements was held at 6:00 p.m. at the Donald W. 
Reynolds Wellness Center in Seminole on September 29, 2015. Prior to the meeting, ODOT issued a 
media release. A public notice was placed on the ODOT webpage along with the project information 
materials. Written meeting invitations were mailed to federal, state, and local officials, property owners, 
and other stakeholders. Stakeholders included the City of Seminole city council, Seminole police and fire 
departments, emergency management and hospital staff, area school superintendents, and the local U.S. 
Post Office, among others. 
 
A total of 41 people attended the meeting, including nine representatives from ODOT, the City of 
Seminole Public Works Director, and a number of local constituents, landowners, and business owners. 
The purpose of the meeting was to present the proposed improvements to US-270 and solicit input from 
the public and stakeholders in order to facilitate ODOT in moving forward with the environmental 
documentation and design phases of the project. Various aspects of the project were addressed, including 
purpose and need of the project, existing conditions of the highway corridor, and results of the 
environmental studies performed in conjunction with planned project. 
 
The involved parties expressed several concerns regarding the proposed improvements of US-270. Below 
is a summary of the main comments communicated at the meeting: 

 
• Several public attendees expressed their disapproval of the proposed project. Some individuals 

opined that the project did not adequately address traffic safety in the area and that future traffic 
volumes in the area did not warrant additional highway lanes because those estimates were, in 
their opinion, inaccurate. Others were also concerned with the displacements that would result 
from the proposed expansion as well as sufficient compensation for the costs of relocation and 
right-of-way acquisition. In each of these instances, ODOT representatives reiterated that the 
purpose of meeting was to present a possible solution and obtain feedback from the public so that 
any concerns could be accounted for.  
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• Several people asked how traffic would be impacted during construction and in particular, how 
traffic would be rerouted over bridges. ODOT advised that connectivity and access will be 
maintained throughout the entire construction process.  

 
• One person was concerned that additional lanes would lead to increased speeds along US-270 and 

render the corridor more dangerous. ODOT indicated that the project was driven by the need to 
make the roadway safer, which included necessary geometric, vertical sight distances, and 
horizontal sight distances improvements. In addition, the proposed facility expansion would serve 
to address the increase in traffic volumes that has already been seen along the corridor. 
 
A two-week period after the meeting was allowed for written public comments, which ended on 
October 13, 2015. Eight written comments were received. A synopsis of the comments is 
presented below. 

 
• Four commenters were concerned with the impacts to adjacent property that would result from 

the proposed improvements. Of these four comments, three were concerned with the 
encroachment of the proposed right-of-way into the land owner’s front yards and driveways as 
well as the closer proximity of the roadway to their homes. 

 
Response: ODOT responded via e-mail to each commenter that they would be contacted by 
the ODOT right-of-way service provider and any right-of-way or relocation requests would 
be determined for need during the negotiation and acquisition phase. 

  
• One commenter was concerned with the displacement of a residential property as a result of the 

project. The commenter indicated they were not willing to give up their property due to its 
desirable location along US-270 and also due to their deteriorating health. 

 
Response: ODOT responded via e-mail to the concerned citizen that they would be 
contacted by the ODOT right-of-way service provider and any right-of-way or relocation 
requests would be determined for need during the negotiation and acquisition phase. 

 
• One commenter was generally unsupportive of the project and concerned with the need for the 

project. The commenter’s opinion was that traffic volume estimated were inflated and safety 
concerns along the corridor have already been addressed. 

 
Response: ODOT responded in a letter, which was copied to the Governor’s office. ODOT 
outlined the traffic volumes, the history of accidents, and explained the project construction 
estimates. 

 
• One comment received from the Seminole Chamber of Commerce voiced support for the project. 

 
Response: Comment noted. 

 
Solicitation letters were mailed to 26 different federal, state, and local officials on September 15, 2015. 
Four responses to the solicitation were received. The Oklahoma Aeronautics Commission indicated if the 
project lies within 4 miles of a municipal airport, the proper notification to the Federal Aviation 
Administration may need to occur prior to construction. Seminole Municipal Airport is located within 4 
miles, therefore notification may be required. The National Park Service and Oklahoma Tourism 
Department indicated there were no park concerns. The Oklahoma Conservation Commission indicated a 
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need to be cognizant of and minimize potential disturbance to wetlands and riparian corridors in the 
project area. 
 
Social, Economic and Environmental Impacts 
 
Demographics 

The study area for the proposed project is comprised of four census tracts, four block groups, and 26 
populated blocks, with a total population of 514 individuals. The population of the study area is 43.8 
percent minority, which is higher than both the Seminole County (32.8 percent) and State of Oklahoma 
(31.3 percent) minority percentages. Table 1 provides a summary of the race and ethnicity data for the 
study area, county, and state. 
 

Table 1: Race and Ethnicity by Census Block, 2010 Census 

Race and Ethnicity in the Study Area by Census Block*, 2010 

Census 
Tract 

Block 
Group 

Census 
Block 

Total 
Population 

Not Hispanic or Latino 
Hispanic 
or Latino 

(any 
race) 

Percent 
Minority White 

Alone 

Black or 
African 

American 
Alone 

American 
Indian or 
Alaskan 
Native 
Alone 

Asian 
Alone 

Native 
Hawaiian 
or Pacific 
Islander 

Alone 

Other 
Race 

Two or 
More 
Races 

 
 

5832  
3  

3105 28 25 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 10.7% 
3106 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 
3107 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 75.0% 
3109 5 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 60.0% 
3110 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 
3114 12 8 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 33.3% 
3117 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 50.0% 

5833 2 

2012 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 
2013 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 
2014 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 
2020 6 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 33.3% 
2021 41 20 7 7 0 0 0 7 0 51.2% 
2029 88 66 0 14 0 0 0 2 6 25.0% 
2031 17 10 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 41.2% 

5836  1  
1023 32 27 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 15.6% 
1025 96 13 18 56 0 0 0 7 2 86.5% 
1040 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 

5839 1 

1001 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 100% 
1004 16 12 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 25.0% 
1007 63 41 4 6 0 0 0 12 0 34.9% 
1008 17 1 9 3 0 0 0 4 0 94.1% 
1010 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 
1043 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 20.0% 
1045 4 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 50.0% 
1047 44 31 6 6 0 0 0 0 1 29.5% 
1061 10 2 0 6 0 0 0 2 0 80.0% 

Total Study Area 514 289 54 118 0 0 0 43 10 43.8% 
Seminole County 25,482 17,133 1,152 4,500 65 16 22 1,691 903 32.8% 

State of Oklahoma 3.75M 2.56M 272,071 308,733 64,154 3,977 2,954 192,074 332,007 31.3% 
Source: US Census, 2010, Summary File 1, “Race, Combination of Two Races, and Not Hispanic or Latino” (P9) 
Notes: EJ populations are indicated by the rows highlighted in green.  
* Only populated blocks are discussed in this table; the project area also includes 20 unpopulated blocks, for a total of 46 blocks. 
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Relocations 
A total of 12 residential, six commercial, and three personal property displacements would occur as a 
result of the proposed project.  A map of the displacements is located in the Relocation Plan. Four houses 
and eight mobile homes would be displaced as a result of the proposed project. Six of the mobile home 
relocations would occur at one site.  
 
The following five businesses would be displaced: 

• Rental property office (one structure) 
• Welding service (one structure) 
• Mobile home park office (one structure) 
• Environmental containment (one structure) 
• Heat and air conditioning service (one structure) 
• Fireworks stand (one structure) 

 
The types of businesses that would be affected are not location-dependent and would be able to relocate 
in the project vicinity without hardship on the business owners. Impacts to employees are not likely to be 
significant, as the businesses would likely relocate and continue operation. 
 
Acquisition and relocation assistance would be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, effective February 3, 2005. 
The Relocation Plan indicates that there is limited decent, safe, and sanitary (DSS) comparable 
replacement housing available for all residences, so additional time of six to eight months would be 
needed to find replacement housing or for new construction to be completed (US Highway 270 Relocation 
Plan, Page 4). Due to the lack of DSS comparable replacement housing options in or near the study area, 
“housing of last resort” procedures would be implemented to secure DSS replacement housing for 
displaced individuals. DSS comparable replacement housing would be constructed for project-related 
relocations for which existing DSS comparable replacement housing is not available. 
 
 
Environmental Justice Populations 
Table 1 identifies environmental justice (EJ) populations in the study area. Census blocks with minority 
populations of 50 percent or greater are highlighted in green in the table. Nine blocks in the study area are 
considered to be EJ communities due to the concentrations of minority individuals residing within them. 
The EJ communities are Blocks 3107, 3109, and 3117 of Block Group (BG) 3, Census Tract (CT) 5832; 
Block 2021 of BG 2, CT 5833; Block 1025 of BG 1, CT 5836; and Blocks 1001, 1008, 1045, and 1061 of 
BG 1, CT 5839. The Census geographies and EJ blocks identified in Table 1 are illustrated in the 
Environmental Justice Populations figure. 
 
Income and Poverty 
No block groups in the study area have median household incomes below the Department of Health and 
Human Services (HHS) poverty guideline of $24,300 for a family of four, and no block groups have a 
proportion of households below the poverty threshold that is 50 percent or greater. Table 2 provides the 
median household income for the study area block groups, Seminole County, and the State of Oklahoma. 
Block group median incomes range from $34,013 to $44,375, which is similar to the Seminole County 
figure ($35,607) but lower than the state median household income ($46,235). 

 

Table 2: Median Household Income by Block Group, 2014 ACS 
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Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B19013 “Median Household Income in the Past 12 Months (in 2014 Inflation-Adjusted 
Dollars)” and Table DP03 “Selected Economic Characteristics.” 
 
Table 3 provides the household poverty percentages for study area block groups, Seminole County, and 
the State of Oklahoma. The majority of the study area has a percentage of households below the poverty 
threshold that is within the range of the Seminole County figure (16.9 percent). BG 3 of CT 5832 has a 
considerably higher percentage of households below poverty, however, at 28.5 percent. All poverty 
figures for the study area and the county are higher than the state’s figure (12.6 percent). 
 

Table 3: Household Poverty by Block Group, 2014 ACS 

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B17017 “Household Income in the Past 12 Months Below Poverty Level” and Table 
DP03 “Selected Economic Characteristics.” 
*The county and state figures are based on “Total Families” rather than “Total Households.” 
 
Gender, Age, and Disability Status 
Table 4 provides a breakdown of sex by age for the study area block groups. The data indicate that males 
and females are generally evenly represented in the study area and adults make up over 75 percent of the 
population in the study area block groups. Table 5 presents the population of individuals aged 65 and 
over and the percentage of that population who lives alone. Between 16 and 34 percent of individuals 
aged 65 and over live alone in the study area block groups. Table 6 presents the disability status of the 
population in the study area census tracts. The proportions of individuals with a disability range from over 
12 percent in Census Tract 5833 to nearly 24 percent in Census Tract 5836. 
 

Table 4: Sex by Age by Block Group, 2014 ACS 

Census Tract Block Group Median Household Income (2014 $) 

5832 3 $41,429  
5833 2 $39,471  
5836 1 $34,013  
5839 1 $44,375  

Seminole County $35,607 
State of Oklahoma $46,235 

Census Tract Block Group Total Households Percent Households Below 
Poverty 

5832 3 354 28.5% 
5833 2 323 14.2% 
5836 1 247 17.8% 
5839 1 274 14.2% 

Seminole County 6,447* 16.9%* 
State of Oklahoma 964,329* 12.6%* 

Census 
Tract 

Block 
Group 

Total 
Population 
Estimate 

Males under 
18 

Males 18 and 
Over 

Females 
under 18 

Females 18 
and Over 

5832 3 985 144 386 79 376 
5833 2 955 122 347 137 349 
5836 1 653 104 264 23 262 
5839 1 652 62 270 53 267 
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Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B01001 “Sex by Age.” 
 
 

Table 5: Population Aged 65 and Over Living Alone by Block Group, 2014 ACS 

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B09020 “Relationship by Household Type for the Population 65 Years and Over.” 
 
 

Table 6: Disability Status by Census Tract, 2014 ACS 

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B18101 “Sex by Age by Disability Status.” 
 
Relocations in Environmental Justice Communities 
According to the Relocation Plan for the proposed project dated November 8, 2016, a total of six 
commercial, two personal property, and 12 residential relocations are anticipated as a result of the 
proposed project. A total of two commercial, seven residential, and one personal property relocation 
would occur in minority EJ communities as a result of the proposed project. No relocations are 
anticipated in the block group with the highest poverty rate in the study area (BG 3 of CT 5832), 
however, individuals or households below the poverty level nonetheless could be adversely impacted by 
relocations for the proposed project. The first site, identified as Location C in the Relocation Plan, would 
include a mobile home park of one commercial building (landlord) and six residential mobile homes. This 
site is located at engineering station 149+00L, east of EW 124 on SH 270, in EJ Census Block 2021. A 
personal property relocation, identified as Location D in the Relocation Plan, would occur just east of the 
mobile home park at engineering station 161+50L, also in EJ Census Block 2021. A third site, Location F 
in the Relocation Plan, is a 750-square-foot metal building located east of EW 125 Road along SH 270 
near engineering station 216+50R. This commercial relocation is located in EJ Census Block 3117. The 
fourth site, Location G in the Relocation Plan, is a 1,300-square-foot wood frame residence located at 
216+50L, across the road from Location F and also in EJ Census Block 3117. 
 
EJ Relocation Impact Summary 

Seminole County 25,460 3,282 9,116 3,202 9,860 
State of Oklahoma 3,818,851 482,655 1,408,871 458,670 1,468,655 

Census Tract Block Group Total Population Aged 65 
and Over 

Percent of Total Elderly 
Population Living Alone 

5832 3 163 16.0% 
5833 2 118 29.7% 
5836 1 154 20.1% 
5839 1 74 33.8% 

Seminole County 4,279 26.6% 
State of Oklahoma 534,068 28.1% 

Census Tract Total Population Estimate Percent Individuals with a 
Disability 

5832 3,442 17.5% 
5833 2,637 12.6% 
5836 3,993 23.9% 
5839 1,711 22.4% 

Seminole County 25,060 20.8% 
State of Oklahoma 3,737,426 15.6% 
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Ten of the 20 potential project relocations would occur in minority EJ communities, which equates to 50 
percent of the total relocations; therefore EJ populations would not experience a greater number of 
relocations than non-EJ populations. The Relocation Plan indicates, however, that there is limited decent, 
safe, and sanitary (DSS) comparable replacement housing available for all residences, so additional time 
of six to eight months would be needed to find replacement housing or for new construction to be 
completed (US Highway 270 Relocation Plan, Page 3). Due to the nature of the replacement housing 
situation and the lower-income characteristics of the study area in general, there is a potential for adverse 
impacts to EJ populations to be disproportionately high and adverse relative to non-EJ populations. If 
replacement housing is found at a significant distance away from the current residences of the EJ 
populations affected, this distance and change of location of residence could have a greater adverse 
impact on the affected EJ populations than non-EJ populations in a similar scenario, because EJ 
populations may be more reliant on the network of people in proximity to their current residences for 
transportation and other assistance. If access to transportation is adversely impacted, then their ability to 
get to their place of employment and access other lifeline services would be adversely impacted as well. 
The replacement search summarized in the Relocation Plan occurred within a 30-mile radius of the City 
of Seminole.  
 
Due to the lack of DSS comparable replacement housing options in or near the study area, “housing of 
last resort” procedures would be implemented to secure DSS replacement housing for displaced 
individuals. For any proposed relocation for which DSS comparable replacement housing is not available, 
DSS comparable replacement housing would be constructed. The use of housing of last resort would 
minimize the potential for disproportionately high and adverse impacts to EJ populations; thus, it does not 
appear that EJ populations would be disproportionately adversely impacted by relocations for the 
proposed project.  
 
Noise Impacts in Environmental Justice Communities 
A total of 27 noise impacts are anticipated as a result of the proposed project; seven of these would occur 
in EJ census blocks. The following are the impacted noise receivers located in EJ blocks: 

• R18, R23, R24, R25, and R26 in Block 2021 
• R28 in Block 3117 
• R58 in Block 3109 

 
Noise Receiver R18 is the mobile home park identified in the Relocation Plan as Location C. R23 is not 
one of the structures mentioned in the Relocation Plan. R24 is a residence identified in the Relocation 
Plan as an “uninhabited house and garage loft” (Relocation Plan Sheet #10). R25 is Rest Haven 
Cemetery. The cemetery would experience an increase of 1.8 A-weighted decibels [dB(A)]. R26 is a 
residence that is located within the ROW and is identified in the Relocation Plan as an “abandoned 
house” (Relocation Plan Sheet #11). R28 is a residence identified in the Relocation Plan as Location G. 
Finally, R58 is not one of the structures mentioned in the Relocation Plan. Of the seven noise impacts in 
EJ blocks, four are either uninhabited or would be relocated. No mitigation is proposed for any of the 
potential noise impacts. Additional details on the types and locations of receivers and potential noise 
impacts can be found in the Noise Assessment for the proposed project. The potential noise impacts for 
the proposed project would not disproportionately adversely affect EJ communities in the study area, as 
only seven of the 27 total noise impacts would occur in EJ communities and no mitigation is proposed for 
any project-related noise impacts, as it was determined that no mitigation measures would be feasible for 
any of the noise impacts. 
 
Access Impacts in Environmental Justice Communities 
A 16-foot wide paved center median would be constructed as part of the proposed project from the SH-
270A junction east approximately 3.25 miles. The median would not be raised, so it would still allow for 
open access throughout this section of roadway. No changes in access along the corridor are anticipated. 
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Public Involvement and Engagement in Environmental Justice Communities 
All property owners within the study area were mailed an invitation to the public meeting. Door hangings 
or other such physical methods could be used in the future to inform renters living in the study area whose 
landlords did not share the public meeting invitation with them. Some members of the public expressed 
concerns about being separated from family members or caregivers due to the proposed relocations. 
Efforts would be made during the right-of-way relocation phase to keep these caregiving situations intact 
by providing additional time to address the situation and potentially relocating both parties (caregiver and 
family member) if necessary. Identified mobility concerns or issues will be addressed and mitigated to the 
extent reasonable and feasible at the time of relocation. 
 
Displacement Surveys 
In conjunction with the proposed widening project on US-270 east of Seminole, residential and 
commercial relocation surveys were conducted between May 30, 2017 and June 15, 2017. Universal Field 
Services, Inc. Right of Way Agents conducted the surveys and filed a report for each contact.  
 
Surveys were given either in person or by certified mail to those who owned or rented properties that 
would be displaced and relocated as a result of the proposed project. Survey forms differed based on 
residential or commercial displacements. Residential surveys included questions concerning household 
demographics. Commercial surveys included information about business type and the effects 
displacement would have on employees and customers. Both forms included open ended questions about 
opinions on the proposed project.  
 
 A total of ten residential surveys and five commercial surveys were completed. Survey questionnaires, 
letters of explanation of completion, and return envelopes were left with envelopes in mailboxes and 
surveyors attempted to hand deliver surveys to two tenants of residential rental properties. Finally, 
surveys were sent by regular and certified mail to the same tenants. There has been no response from 
these tenants. 
 
All of the respondents were aware of the proposed project. Five residential respondents and two 
commercial respondents attended the public meeting held in Seminole on September 29, 2015. It should 
be noted that one of the business owners was also in attendance as a home owner. 
 
Residential Displacement Surveys 
Comments and concerns from residential respondents included concerns over how long the process was 
taking and the acquisition of property, trying to find decent or similar housing elsewhere, or needing to 
move out of the community all together. Two respondents replied that they had special needs that 
required housing with disability features. One respondent replied that his property was left in disarray 
after ODOT utility relocations.  
 
When asked if felt that the US-270 project will positively benefit the community, six replied yes, three 
replied no, one was unsure, and one was left blank. When asked if felt the US-270 project will negatively 
impact the community, three replied no, three replied yes, two replied it was negatively affect their 
property, one replied no comment, and two were left blank. 
 
Commercial Displacement Surveys 
Comments and concerns from commercial respondents included loss of location, cost of relocating, and 
the effects on their business if displaced. Another concern was the increase in noise and speed from more 
traffic. There were also concerns about the effect on their employees. One respondent replied that they 
would need to travel farther and another replied that they would probably lose their jobs. All but one 
respondent replied that their business depended on traveling public on US-270. Two respondents replied 
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that are not planning to relocate their business, one replied that they were planning to relocate, one said if 
they had the funds they would relocate, and one was left blank. 
 
When asked if they felt the US-270 project will positively benefit the community, two replied yes and 
three replied no. When asked if they felt the US-270 project will negatively impact the community, one 
replied yes, three replied no, and one replied that it would negatively impact his business.  
 
Reasons people - whether they were filling out the residential or commercial survey - gave for being in 
favor of the project include improved access, transportation is essential for the economy, better flow of 
traffic, and existing congestion. 
 
EJ Populations 
The residential survey questions included demographic information such as race, income, and language. 
Of the 26 populated blocks in the study area, nine are minority EJ blocks – more than 50% of the 
population are minority individuals residing within them. Median household income is counted in block 
groups; none of the block groups had a median income below the Department of Health and Human 
Services (DSS) poverty guideline. Households living below poverty level ranged from 14.2 % to 28.5%. 
The percentage of individuals living with a disability ranged from 12.6% to 23.9% and those over the age 
of 65 living alone ranged from 16.0% to 33.8%.  
 
Of the respondents, two identified as American Indian or Alaskan Native, one identified as American 
Indian or Alaskan Native and White, one identified as Black or African American, and one chose other. 
The remaining six respondents identified as White. Three respondents indicated that their income was 
$24,000 or lower; the majority had an income of $28,000 or higher. Six of the respondents own their 
homes and five rent. Two respondents indicated they have special needs and require ADA or other 
disability features in their homes. Three indicated they were retired. Almost all of the respondents are 
fluent in English. One reported they did not speak English well and three speak English well. 
 
ODOT Responses – Advisory Assistance Results 
Residential relocations are necessary for this project. ODOT will do a study to determine what housing is 
available in the vicinity of the project.  ODOT aims to find houses that are functionally equivalent and 
decent, safe, and sanitary for those who need to relocate. A Replacement Housing Payment differential 
payment will be calculated to assist relocating homeowners in acquiring replacement housing that fit their 
needs.  It will be the relocated homeowners’ choice which house is selected.  If no suitable housing is 
available for physically disabled homeowners, ODOT would investigate options regarding new 
construction or modifications to an existing house to accommodate the disability.  ODOT will provide 
relocation advisory assistance throughout the whole process.  
 
In regards to the unoccupied houses/improvements that would be displaced/relocated, ODOT will offer 
fair market value to acquire the improvements. Acquisition will address every improvement in the right-
of-way to be acquired. If there is personal property to move, the Relocation Branch will provide 
relocation advisory assistance and funds to move personal property from the right-of-way. 
 
Additionally, ODOT will assess the issues and needs of relocating homeowners with family nearby that 
need to stay together. ODOT will interview them personally and determine the best course of action based 
on their living needs for keeping the family together.  
 
Community Impacts Summary 
Environmental Justice populations would not experience disproportionately high or adverse impacts as a 
result of the proposed project. EJ populations would not experience a greater number of relocations than 
non-EJ populations, but the existing stock of DSS replacement housing in or near the study area is 
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limited. The use of housing of last resort would minimize the potential for disproportionately high or 
adverse impacts to EJ populations by ensuring the provision of DSS comparable replacement housing in 
or near the study area for all affected individuals; thus, it does not appear that EJ populations would be 
disproportionately adversely impacted by residential relocations for the proposed project. Additionally, EJ 
populations are not anticipated to be adversely affected by the proposed business relocations, as the 
businesses would likely relocate in or near the study area and continue operation; thus adverse impacts to 
employment of EJ populations or provision of services to EJ populations due to the proposed project are 
not anticipated. Furthermore, EJ populations would not experience disproportionately high or adverse 
noise impacts or changes in access along the corridor. Approximately 26 percent of total noise impacts 
would occur in EJ blocks, and no mitigation is proposed for any project-related noise impacts. Adverse 
changes are not anticipated as a result of the proposed project, therefore adverse impacts to EJ 
populations would not occur. 
 
Cultural Resources 
On behalf of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), ODOT has consulted with the Oklahoma 
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), the Oklahoma Archaeological Survey, and appropriate Native 
American tribes regarding the impacts of this undertaking on historic properties. No historic properties 
are present in the project area of potential effect (APE). Plan notes dated September 28, 2015 requiring 
avoidance of cultural resources in off-project areas will be added to the project plans under 
“Environmental Mitigation Notes” per policy Directive C-201-2D(2). 

 
Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) Involvement 
The action does not involve the use of properties protected by Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 303).  
 
Waters and Wetlands  
The action involves work in Wewoka Creek and six of its tributaries, and Carter Creek, all exhibiting the 
characteristics of a jurisdictional waterway and potentially jurisdictional wetlands. The proposed 
construction activities will be evaluated to ensure that the appropriate Clean Water Act Section 404 
permit application is made. 

 
Threatened & Endangered Species, Bald Eagles, and Migratory Birds 
A biological field review was performed for the referenced project.  The Department has determined that 
the project, as proposed, will have no effect on the federally-listed Interior Least Tern, Whooping Crane, 
Piping Plover, and Red Knot. The project, as proposed, is likely to adversely affect the American Burying 
Beetle (ABB). The ABB is protected by the Endangered Species Act. Suitable habitat for this species 
occurs within the immediate vicinity of the proposed project. In order to avoid adverse impacts to the 
ABB, the Designer needs to submit Microstation or shapefiles to the ODOT Biologist immediately. For 
all projects within a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service defined conservation priority area, ODOT will 
mitigate incidental take of ABB by withdrawing credits from ODOT’s pre-approved mitigation bank 
account.  
 
The project, as proposed, could adversely affect Cliff Swallows and Barn Swallows, species protected by 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), if construction activities occur during the nesting season of this 
species. A Swallows plan note requiring avoidance of demolition or construction of any existing 
structures with swallow use during the nesting season will be added to the final construction plans. 
 
Floodplains 
The project is located in a regulated floodway (Zone AE). However, a flood map revision will not be 
required. 
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Farmlands  
In accordance with the current 7 CFR Part 658 - Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA), Parts 1 and III 
of Form AD-1006 was completed and sent to Natural Resources Conservation Services (NRCS). 
However, the site assessment score received a total score less than 160 points. Hence FPPA does not 
apply. 
 
Hazardous Waste 
The hazardous waste study identified three (3) historic leaking underground storage tank sites, areas of oil 
and gas activity, and an illicit dump site. Plan notes regarding these sites will be included in the project 
plans.  
 
Temporary Construction Impacts 
The road will remain open to through traffic and access will be provided to all businesses and driveways 
during construction. 
 
Noise 
A traffic noise analysis was performed for this project using the FHWA Traffic Noise Model version 2.5 
(TNM 2.5) in accordance with FHWA 23 CFR 772 and which complies with the ODOT Noise Policy 
dated July 13, 2011. The land use within the project limits is predominantly residential with one 
cemetery, one place of worship and some small commercial properties, and a portion of the project 
corridor consisting of undeveloped lands. Three (3) receptor sites were analyzed along the existing 
highway through field measurements with an approved sound level meter for the purpose in validating the 
noise model were performed satisfactorily. Fifty-nine (59) receiver sites were analyzed and under existing 
conditions five (5) residential receivers are impacted with noise levels that approach, meet or exceed the 
67 dB(A) Leq(h) for NAC Category ‘B’. Based on the build alternative, thirty (30) residential receivers 
would approach, meet, or exceed the 67 dB(A) Leq(h) for NAC Category ‘B’. It is noted that based on 
preliminary right-of-way plans, nine (9) of the impacted residential receivers are anticipated to be 
displaced leaving an estimated twenty-one (21) that would likely experience an increase in future noise 
levels. In addition, two (2) receivers, a cemetery (Rest Haven Cemetery) and a place of worship (Lima 
Highway Church), meet or exceed the 67 dB(A) Leq(h) for NAC Category ‘C’ and two (2) commercial 
receivers meet or exceed the 72 dB(A) Leq(h) for NAC Category ‘E’ in the proposed roadway conditions. 
For all receivers evaluated the noise levels are projected to increase ranging from 1.8 to 7.4 dB over 
current conditions and that no receivers would experience a substantial increase in sound levels (15 dB 
increase). The results of this analysis conclude that there are traffic noise impacts as a result of the 
proposed roadway conditions. Noise mitigation in the form of a free standing noise wall was considered 
for the identified impacted receivers. These receivers have direct driveway access onto US-270. Without 
access control, the gap that would be required for the driveway connections would make noise abatement 
measures ineffective, and therefore, noise mitigation would not prove feasible. 
 
Other Permits & Coordination 
The action may require notifying the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) of proposed construction 
via FAA Form 7460-1 prior to construction, in accordance with 14 CFR 77.13 – 77.17 due to the location 
of Seminole Municipal airport within 4 miles of the project location. 
 
Summary of Commitments  

1. Relocations are anticipated for the project. Acquisition and relocation assistance will be 
conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970, as amended, effective February 3, 2005.  Housing of last resort may be 
required and will be provided if sufficient comparable replacement housing is not available 
within the financial means of displacees. 
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2. The following plan notes requiring avoidance of cultural resources in off-project areas will need 
to be added to the final project plans under “Environmental Mitigation Notes” per policy 
Directive C-201-2D(2): 
Locations outside the project area in the following area must not be utilized for borrow, 
equipment staging, haul roads, spoil dumps or any off-site project-related activity. 

T8N R6E: 
Section 35: 

Derelict RR R/W:  NW¼ NE¼ NE¼ 
     SW ¼ NE ¼ NE ¼ 
      SE ¼ NE ¼ NE ¼  
      NE ¼ NE ¼ NW ¼ NE ¼   

 
3. The American Burying Beetle (ABB) is protected by the Endangered Species Act. Suitable 

habitat for this species occurs within the immediate vicinity of the proposed project. In order to 
avoid adverse impacts to the ABB, the Designer needs to submit Microstation or shapefiles to the 
ODOT Biologist immediately. For all projects within a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service defined 
conservation priority area, ODOT will mitigate incidental take of ABB by withdrawing credits 
from ODOT’s pre-approved mitigation bank account. 

4. The following plan note for American Burying Beetle needs to be added to the plans: 
American Burying Beetle (ABB)  
The American Burying Beetle is a large carrion burying beetle that is listed as endangered 
under the Endangered Species Act. In order to avoid adverse impacts, no artificial lighting 
shall be used during construction. Carcasses and all food trash shall be removed from the 
permanent and temporary right-of-way throughout project activities. 

5. The following plan note for migratory birds needs to be added to the plans: 
Migratory birds are protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. These birds 
commonly use bridges and culverts for nesting. The nesting season for the birds runs from 
April 1 to August 31. Any activities which would destroy active nests or harm eggs or birds 
would violate the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Migratory bird use of bridge NBI Nos. 10053; 
12977; 12934; 12935; 12980; 01807; 13783; 13925; 13757 and culverts at Sta 132+71; Sta 
209+13; Sta 240+87; Sta 350+84; Sta 383+72; Sta 417+05; and Sta 495+43 has been 
observed during the initial surveys conducted as part of the biological studies in 2015. 
Migratory bird use of the remaining bridges and culverts was not observed during the 
initial survey. Migratory birds may occupy these structures in the future nesting seasons. 
The Resident Engineer will evaluate the contractor's proposed work methods and conclude 
whether the proposed work would pose disruption to any nesting birds before work near 
the structure is authorized. If the proposed work will harm any nesting birds, the bridge 
may be netted prior to April 1 or the work delayed until the nesting season is complete. 
Methods other than netting must be pre-approved by the ODOT Biologist. 

6. The action may involve work in potentially jurisdictional waters and potentially jurisdictional 
wetlands. The 404 permit application form needs to be submitted by the Designer through Project 
Management Division to Environmental Programs Division at the time of Right-of-Way 
submittal for evaluation and determination of the appropriate Clean Water Act Section 404 permit 
application for the project.  
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7. The following plan notes requiring avoidance of potential hazardous materials areas will be added 
to the final project plans under “Environmental Mitigation Notes” per Policy Directive C-201-
2D(2): 

“Station  OCC Fac./Case No.  Facility  
app. 104+75 to 107+50 RT 25 ft.   6702166/064-0191   Dowell Schlumberger 
app. 107+00 to 109+00 LT 50 ft. 6719421/064-2803   Seminole Batch Plant 
app. 213+50 to 216+50 RT 25 ft. 6702350/064-BI   Halliburton Services 
 
Petroleum contamination may exist at or near the referenced Leaking Underground 
Storage Tank (LUST) sites.  Based on the available information, contamination is 
not expected to affect construction activities, but is still possible.  In the event 
contaminated soil or groundwater is encountered, the contractor shall adhere to 
ODOT’s Hazardous Materials Specification 107.15 and notify the Resident 
Engineer, who may then contact the Environmental Programs Division at (405) 521-
3050 for assistance.”  
  
“An oil/gas well was observed during site reconnaissance located within the 
proposed right-of-way approximately at station 122+00 RT 10 ft.  As a result, there 
is a potential to encounter crude oil products and related wastes.  If such materials 
are found, the Resident Engineer should be notified immediately. 
 
In addition, any oil/ gas wells encountered during construction activities must be 
plugged by properly licensed personnel, in accordance with all applicable Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission rules and regulations.” 
 
“An illicit dump site exists at the property located approximately at station 289+50 
RT to 296+25 RT.  This site is the subject of an active ODEQ investigation (ODEQ 
case number 15-021).  As such, the extent of ground disturbance needed for the 
project has been minimized, but not eliminated.  If evidence of dumped waste is 
encountered, the contractor shall immediately cease work in the area and notify the 
Resident Engineer, who may then contact the Environmental Programs Division at 
(405) 521-3050 for assistance. 
 
The contractor’s operation must proceed on items of work note related to, or in the 
vicinity of the potentially hazardous or contaminated materials.  The contractor’s 
operations in the vicinity of the potentially hazardous or contaminated materials 
must not resume until so directed by ODOT.”  
 

8. Seminole Municipal Airport is located within 4 miles of this project. This action may require 
notifying the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) of proposed construction via FAA Form 
7460-1 prior to construction.  

Conclusions  
The Oklahoma Department of Transportation (ODOT) has completed the environmental analysis and 
review of the referenced project. ODOT has determined that this project does not individually or 
cumulatively have a significant impact on the environment as defined by NEPA, or involve unusual 
circumstances as defined in 23 CFR 771.117(b), and is therefore excluded from the requirements to 
prepare an Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Statement.  As provided by the 2011 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)/ODOT Programmatic Agreement Processing of Categorical 
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Exclusions, FHWA has previously determined that processing this action as a Documented Categorical 
Exclusion (DCE) is appropriate.  Based on consideration of prior planning studies, appropriate agency 
solicitation, thorough environmental review, and public coordination, ODOT has determined that this 
action results in no significant impacts to the human and natural environment, involves no public 
controversy on environmental grounds, and no inconsistency with any federal, state or local laws, 
regulations, and administrative determinations relating to the environment. FHWA concurrence with this 
finding is requested.  

 
All documentation, analyses, and agency coordination regarding this Categorical Exclusion are contained 
in a supporting appendix maintained in the project file at the Oklahoma Department of Transportation, 
Environmental Programs Division.  
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Displacement Survey Summary
US-270 widening project in Seminole County

Survey Dates:
May 30, 2017 – June 15, 2017
Project:
US-270 from SH-70A East to Y at US-270B West of Wewoka, Seminole County,
21006(04)(07)

In conjunction with the proposed widening project on US-270 east of Seminole, residential and
commercial relocation surveys were conducted between May 30, 2017 and June 15, 2017.
Universal Field Services, Inc. Right of Way Agents conducted the surveys and filed a report for
each contact.

Surveys were given either in person or by certified mail to those who owned or rented properties
that would be displaced and relocated as a result of the proposed project. Survey forms differed
based on residential or commercial displacements. Residential surveys included questions
concerning household demographics. Commercial surveys included information about business
type and the effects displacement would have on employees and customers. Both forms included
open ended questions about opinions on the proposed project.

A total of ten residential surveys and five commercial surveys were completed. Survey
questionnaires, letters of explanation of completion, and return envelopes were left with
envelopes in mailboxes and surveyors attempted to hand deliver surveys to two tenants of
residential rental properties. Finally, surveys were sent by regular and certified mail to the same
tenants. There has been no response from these tenants.

All of the respondents were aware of the proposed project. Five residential respondents and two
commercial respondents attended the public meeting held in Seminole on September 29, 2015. It
should be noted that one of the business owners was also in attendance as a home owner.

Residential Displacement Surveys
Comments and concerns from residential respondents included concerns over how long the
process was taking and the acquisition of property, trying to find decent or similar housing
elsewhere, or needing to move out of the community all together. Two respondents replied that
they had special needs that required housing with disability features. One respondent replied that
his property was left in disarray after ODOT utility relocations.

When asked if felt that the US-270 project will positively benefit the community, six replied yes,
three replied no, one was unsure, and one was left blank. When asked if felt the US-270 project
will negatively impact the community, three replied no, three replied yes, two replied it was
negatively affect their property, one replied no comment, and two were left blank.



These meeting minutes have been prepared by CP&Y. If there are any conflicts or disputes with any statements above,
please inform CP&Y in order that a resolution can be reached.

Page 2 of 3

Commercial Displacement Surveys
Comments and concerns from commercial respondents included loss of location, cost of
relocating, and the effects on their business if displaced. Another concern was the increase in
noise and speed from more traffic. There were also concerns about the effect on their employees.
One respondent replied that they would need to travel farther and another replied that they would
probably lose their jobs. All but one respondent replied that their business depended on traveling
public on US-270. Two respondents replied that are not planning to relocate their business, one
replied that they were planning to relocate, one said if they had the funds they would relocate,
and one was left blank.

When asked if they felt the US-270 project will positively benefit the community, two replied
yes and three replied no. When asked if they felt the US-270 project will negatively impact the
community, one replied yes, three replied no, and one replied that it would negatively impact his
business.

Reasons people - whether they were filling out the residential or commercial survey - gave for
being in favor of the project include improved access, transportation is essential for the economy,
better flow of traffic, and existing congestion.

EJ Populations
The residential survey questions included demographic information such as race, income, and
language. Of the 26 populated blocks in the study area, nine are minority EJ blocks – more than
50% of the population are minority individuals residing within them. Median household income
is counted in block groups; none of the block groups had a median income below the Department
of Health and Human Services (DSS) poverty guideline. Households living below poverty level
ranged from 14.2 % to 28.5%. The percentage of individuals living with a disability ranged from
12.6% to 23.9% and those over the age of 65 living alone ranged from 16.0% to 33.8%.

Of the respondents, two identified as American Indian or Alaskan Native, one identified as
American Indian or Alaskan Native and White, one identified as Black or African American, and
one chose other. The remaining six respondents identified as White. Three respondents indicated
that their income was $24,000 or lower; the majority had an income of $28,000 or higher. Six of
the respondents own their homes and five rent. Two respondents indicated they have special
needs and require ADA or other disability features in their homes. Three indicated they were
retired. Almost all of the respondents are fluent in English. One reported they did not speak
English well and three speak English well.

ODOT Responses – Advisory Assistance Results
Residential relocations are necessary for this project. ODOT will do a study to determine what
housing is available in the vicinity of the project. ODOT aims to find houses that are
functionally equivalent and decent, safe, and sanitary for those who need to relocate. A
Replacement Housing Payment differential payment will be calculated to assist relocating
homeowners in acquiring replacement housing that fit their needs. It will be the relocated
homeowners’ choice which house is selected. If no suitable housing is available for physically
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disabled homeowners, ODOT would investigate options regarding new construction or
modifications to an existing house to accommodate the disability. ODOT will provide relocation
advisory assistance throughout the whole process.

In regards to the unoccupied houses/improvements that would be displaced/relocated, ODOT
will offer fair market value to acquire the improvements. Acquisition will address every
improvement in the right-of-way to be acquired. If there is personal property to move, the
Relocation Branch will provide relocation advisory assistance and funds to move personal
property from the right-of-way.

Additionally, ODOT will assess the issues and needs of relocating homeowners with family
nearby that need to stay together. ODOT will interview them personally and determine the best
course of action based on their living needs for keeping the family together.



Residential Displacement Survey Matrix

US-270 in Seminole County

Advisory Assistance Results

Joel Brauning

905 G Broadway

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 220-1200

joelwayne@gmail.com

Cactus Pumbing Yes, access
Contractors not keeping area

free of mud and trash

His customers will have a harder time when the

bridge is down
(blank) (blank)

He is not happy about the way the

contractor left his commercial business

property where ODOT had worked on the

utilities because now he can't open his

gates and the water now runs down

towards his shop and has started to fill up

his drain with gravel and dirt.

Chris Kinney

1621 F. Street

Seminole, OK 74868

kinney6s@yahoo.com

GOFF, Inc.

5 mi away

No, not really - Seminole is

not really a growing city.
No

Having to relocate, cost of moving, trying to find

a decent place to live

Yes - he has multiple sclerosis (MS).

My place is ground level because I

can't walk up or down stairs.

Yes - he has MS. He needs

something ground level.
None

We will do a study to determine what housing is available in the project area.

We will select up to three houses that are functionally equivalent and decent,

safe and sanitary to best fit his needs. We will calculate a Replacement Housing

Payment differential payment to assist him in acquiring replacement housing to

fit his needs. It is his choice which house he selects. If there are no housing

available we may have look into new construction or modifications to an existing

house to make the house accommodate his disability. We provide relocation

advisory assistance for the whole process.

Ella Smith

35818 E. Hwy 270

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 585-1695

ellamsmith@sbcglobal.net

100% disabled

veteran
(blank) (blank)

Her home will be taken. She has three acres.

Husband died on April 24, 2017. She has six

dogs in heavy duty home-built kennels with

electricity. She has no one to re-build. Her

husband did all the work.

Yes - she is 100% disabled and on

oxygen. She had entire spinal surgery

and needs handicap accessibility in her

home. The VA spent over $8K

rebuilding for her handicap as a one-

time limitation.

Yes, see previous response. None

We will do a study to determine what housing is available in the project area.

We will select up to three houses that are functionally equivalent and decent,

safe and sanitary to best fit her needs. We will calculate a Replacement Housing

Payment differential payment to assist her in acquiring replacement housing to

fit her needs. It is her choice which house she selects. If there are no housing

available that fits her needs we may have look into new construction or

modifications to an existing house to make the house accommodate her

disability requirements. We will see what the house needs are and provide all

accessibility needs she requires for replacement housing functional to her

current housing. We will provide relocation advisory assistance throughout the

whole relocation process.

Johnny Goines/JoAnn Morris

12416 NS 3580 Unit #13

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 380-4172

Johnny's Mobile

Home

Park/JoAnn

Mobile Home

Park

Yes For my home Take home/business No No None

We will provide decent, safe, and sanitary housing functional, equal, or better

that their existing home. We will calculate a Replacement Housing Payment to

help them obtain decent, safe, and sanitary housing. We will also provide

relocation assistance throughout the whole relocation process.

Mark Crawford

12416 NS CR 3580 Unit #10

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 712-8298

Retired He guesses so No comment He guesses he will move No No None

Patsy Berry

217 West Broadway

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 826-3104

beeberry@sbcglobal.net

Retired

Transportation is essential

for the economy of an

area.

It will be a possitive effect.

It will probaby take a garage apartment and the

house which we are planning to move into. I

have built a goat fence with a nice iron gate. I

plan to continue to raise goats so would like the

fence replaced.

Not other than we are in our 80s and

do pretty good but are not very active
Not yet - Patsy is 86 years young

Bob Berry (Patsy's husband) stated that

the property has two unoccupied

residences. He advised that they are

completely for the highway project.

If she is not occupying the house when the offer is made, she will be offered a

FMV value to acquire the improvements on her property. Acquisition will

address every improvement in the ROW to be acquired. If she has personal

property to move, the Relocation Branch will give relocation advisory assistance

and pay to her to move her personal property from the right-of-way.

Lee Randle c/o BNL

Properties

PO Box 1606

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 380-8388

BNL Properties
Better flow of passing lane

if needed.
No None No No He indicated he is happy with the project.

Jared Ransom

35928 E. Hwy 270

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 380-2733

Sigma

20 mi away
He hopes so Yes It will take a few weeks No No None

Name and Contact

Information

Place of

Employment/

Distance to

Employment

What concerns do you have and what

hardships would you face by being displaced

by the US-270 project?

Do you or anyone in your household

have special needs that should be

addressed due to displacement by

the US-270 project?

Do you or anyone in your

household require disability

features?

Additional Comments?

Do you feel the US-270

project will positively

benefit your community?

Do you feel the US-270

Project will negatively impact

your community?



Residential Displacement Survey Matrix

US-270 in Seminole County

Mike Kiesel

35930 E. Hwy 270

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 382-5690

Self employed HELL NO (blank)

There will be more wrecks, people will be

driving faster, he has been operating his

business here for over 40 years. Now he will

have to find a place to relocate. There is no

better place. His business will suffer greatly.

May have to close down. Costs too much to

relocate - can't afford to do that. He sees no

reason to spend that kind of money for 8 miles

that goes no where.

(blank) (blank) None

Kenneth and Christal Taylor

35968 E. Hwy 270

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 684-7390 or (405) 684-

7391

knc69247@yahoo.com

WCA - 4 mi

away, Walmart -

5 mi away

Yes, too much traffic for a 2-

lane road
Lose my home

No place to live, her mom lives there too and if

they relocate, she won't see her.
(blank) (blank)

She indicated she is not happy with how

long the process has been taking.

We will assess the issues and needs by interviewing them personally and

determine what their living needs are for keeping the family together and

determine what may be done. We will provide relocation advisory assistance

throughout the relocation process. We will provide decent, safe and sanitary

replacement housing to all displaced persons that are being displaced.

Rick Smith

342 7th St.

Seminole, OK 74868

(405) 220-5424

Retired No, it will hurt all of us
It will kill every business along

270

I lose 60 years of life. It has knocked me out of a

paid-for home and land

Had to move into public housing and

he is not a city person to start.
I lose all of the needs I had.

He expressed concerns of his family land

being taken and that the project will hurt

all businesses along HWY 270.

We will do a study to determine what housing is available in the project area.

We will select up to three houses that are functionally equivalent and decent,

safe and sanitary to best fit his needs. If he currently owns his house now

without a mortgage, we don't expect him to have a mortgage after he relocates

unless he acquires a larger more expensive home. He will be offered a fair

market value for his home. If it costs more to buy a replacement home based

on our replacement housing study, we will provide relocation assistance

providing additional funds to acquire a comparable house based on the market

study we complete. We will know better what we need to offer him once we do

this replacement housing study.



Commercial Displacement Survey Matrix

US-270 Seminole Co
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Johnny Goines

12416 NS 3580 Unit #13

Seminole, OK 74868

Owner: Johnny Goines

(405) 380-4172

X X X X X 0 2 Mobile Homes 100% 0% X X Yes For his business Yes If I have the money
It affects my mobile home

business
N/A

Davis Company Logging and

Perforate, Inc.

35894 Hwy 270

Seminole, OK 74868

Owner Name: Larry O. Hendrix

(405) 382-0479 or (405) 380-6770

lhendrix1957@yahoo.com

X X X X 2 0
Oil Field

Service Co.
0% 0% X X No No Yes No Loss of location

Travel further

distances

Centaur International, LTD.

2021 E. Waterloo Rd.

Edmond, OK 73034

Owners Name: Peggy S. Spurlin

(405) 341-7653 or (405) 317-2858

centrint@aol.com

X X X X X N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A X X Better flow of traffic No Yes No
Empeding sale of this

property
N/A

Mary E. Kiesel

35930 Hwy 270 E, S

Seminole, OK 74818

Owners Name: Mary E. Kiesel

Contact: Ronald Kiesel

Relationship: Guardian

X X X X X X X N/A N/A Landlord 0% 0% X X
No - ROW is 10' from front

door

Yes - too much traffic in

front of house. Increase in

speed and noise.

No (Blank) Same as previous answer None

Mike Kiesel A/C & HT6 Co

35930 E. Hwy 270

Seminole, OK 74868

Owners Name: Mike Kiesel

(405) 382-5690

X X X X 1 3
Mechanical

contractor
0% 0% X X No No Yes Yes

Where to relocate, cost of

relocating, loss of business
Probably lose their job

How will the project

affect your

employees?

Did You Attend the US-270 Public

Meeting?
Do you think the US-270

project will positively

benefit your community?

Do you feel the US-270

project will negatively

impact your community?

Does your

business

depend on

traveling

public on US-

20?

Are you planning or do you have

plans to relocate your business?

What concerns do you

have and what hardships

would you face by beng

displaced by the US-270

project?

Are You Aware

of the US-270

Project?
Business Name and Contact

Information

Occupancy Status Business Ownership Business Type

Is your business a

Disadvantaged Business

Enterprise (DBE)?

How many people

does your business

employ? What is your

business

activity?

What percentage

of your employees

walk to work?

What percentage

of your

customers walk

to your business?





















FIELD SERVICES, INC. 

2nd Notification 

Oklahoma Department of Transportation 

Justice Interview form 

RE: 21006(05); SSP-167B(092)RW; Seminole County 

a tract of land in the SE/4 NE/4 and SW/4 NE/4 

GENERAL OFFICES 

P. 0. BOX 35666

TULSA, OKLAHOMA 

918/494-7600 OR 800/447-9191 

FAX:918/494-7650 

WWW.UFSRWCOM 

US-270 Over Carter & 8 Unnamed CR. From SH-270A in Seminole, East to Y at US-270B West of 

To Whom It May Concern: 

At your earlist convience, would you please take a few minutes to complete the enclosed Justice 

Interview Survey for the Oklahoma Department of Transportation. Enclosed for your ease you will find 

a postage paid envelope for you to return the form back to Universal Field Services. 

Please contact either of us at 918-494-7600, or toll free at 1-800-447 -9191 if you need clarification 

regarding the purpose of the form. 

Sincerely, 

Stevanna Winningham or Kyle Hepler 

UFS Right of Way Agent 



























































































PARCEL(S) 

7 

8 

20 

21 

22 

28 

32 

34 

35 

39 

51 

52 

52 

66 

9 

JP NO.: 21006(05) 

COMMERCIAL RELOCATION WEEKLY STATUS REPORT 

UNIVERSAL FIELD SERVICES, INC. 

COUNTY: Seminole County 

06-16-17

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: US-270 Over Carter & 8 Unnamed CR. From SH-270A in Seminole, East to Y at US-2708 West of Wewoka 
OWNER COMMERCIAL COMPLETION / COMMENTS 

OPERATION 

JED W. AND AFTON BRAUNING LL COMPLETED (05/30/17) 

NA pp N/A 

TERRY & ELLA SMITH, H&W pp NA - OWNER CONFIRMED NO COMMERCIAL BUSINESS ON SITE 

JOHNNY L. GOINES COM'L COMPLETED (05/30/17) 

NA pp N/A 

PATSY BERRY LL COMPLETED (05/30/17) 

NA pp N/A 

LARRY 0. HENDRIX COM'L COMPLETED (06/01/17) 

NA pp N/A 

CENTAUR INTERNATIONAL, LTD COM'L COMPLETED (06/06/17) 

BNL PROPERTIES, INC. LL COMPLETED (06/01/17) 

COMPLETED (06/01/17) 
MARY KIESEL LL GUARDIAN: RONALD KIESEL 

MIKE KIESEL AIR CONDITIONING COM'L COMPLETED (06-15-17) 

COMPLETED (05/30/17) REPRESENTATIVE - RICK SMITH 
W.H. CLIMER (DECEASED) LL NO TENANT OCCUPANT - PARCEL IN PROBATE - REPRESENTATIVE & POSSIBLE HEIR DID LIVED IN MOBILE

TOTAL SURVEY FORMS NEEDED 

Attachment 5 - Monthly Status Report - 3 





















US-270 from SH-70A in Seminole County East to Y at US-270B West of Wewoka

Seminole County, Oklahoma

J/P 21006(04)(07)(11)

Community Characteristics

Demographics

The study area for the proposed project is comprised of four census tracts, four block groups, and 26
populated blocks, with a total population of 514 individuals. The population of the study area is 43.8
percent minority, which is higher than both the Seminole County (32.8 percent) and State of Oklahoma
(31.3 percent) minority percentages. Table 1 provides a summary of the race and ethnicity data for the
study area, county, and state.

Table 1: Race and Ethnicity by Census Block, 2010 Census

Race and Ethnicity in the Study Area by Census Block*, 2010

Census
Tract

Block
Group

Census
Block

Total
Population

Not Hispanic or Latino
Hispanic
or Latino

(any
race)

Percent
Minority

White
Alone

Black or
African

American
Alone

American
Indian or
Alaskan
Native
Alone

Asian
Alone

Native
Hawaiian
or Pacific
Islander

Alone

Other
Race

Two or
More
Races

5832
3

3105 28 25 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 10.7%
3106 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
3107 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 75.0%
3109 5 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 60.0%
3110 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
3114 12 8 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 33.3%

3117 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 50.0%

5833 2

2012 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
2013 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
2014 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
2020 6 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 33.3%
2021 41 20 7 7 0 0 0 7 0 51.2%
2029 88 66 0 14 0 0 0 2 6 25.0%
2031 17 10 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 41.2%

5836 1

1023 32 27 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 15.6%

1025 96 13 18 56 0 0 0 7 2 86.5%
1040 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%

5839 1

1001 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 100%

1004 16 12 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 25.0%
1007 63 41 4 6 0 0 0 12 0 34.9%
1008 17 1 9 3 0 0 0 4 0 94.1%

1010 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
1043 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 20.0%
1045 4 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 50.0%

1047 44 31 6 6 0 0 0 0 1 29.5%
1061 10 2 0 6 0 0 0 2 0 80.0%

Total Study Area 514 289 54 118 0 0 0 43 10 43.8%

Seminole County 25,482 17,133 1,152 4,500 65 16 22 1,691 903 32.8%
State of Oklahoma 3.75M 2.56M 272,071 308,733 64,154 3,977 2,954 192,074 332,007 31.3%

Source: US Census, 2010, Summary File 1, “Race, Combination of Two Races, and Not Hispanic or Latino” (P9)

Notes: EJ populations are indicated by the rows highlighted in green.

* Only populated blocks are discussed in this table; the project area also includes 20 unpopulated blocks, for a total of 46 blocks.



Relocations

A total of 12 residential, six commercial, and three personal property displacements would occur as a
result of the proposed project. A map of the displacements is located in the Relocation Plan. Four houses
and eight mobile homes would be displaced as a result of the proposed project. Six of the mobile home
relocations would occur at one site.

The following five businesses would be displaced:

• Rental property office (one structure)

• Welding service (one structure)

• Mobile home park office (one structure)

• Environmental containment (one structure)

• Heat and air conditioning service (one structure)

• Fireworks stand (one structure)

The types of businesses that would be affected are not location-dependent and would be able to relocate
in the project vicinity without hardship on the business owners. Impacts to employees are not likely to be
significant, as the businesses would likely relocate and continue operation.

Acquisition and relocation assistance would be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, effective February 3, 2005.
The Relocation Plan indicates that there is limited decent, safe, and sanitary (DSS) comparable
replacement housing available for all residences, so additional time of six to eight months would be
needed to find replacement housing or for new construction to be completed (US Highway 270 Relocation
Plan, Page 4). Due to the lack of DSS comparable replacement housing options in or near the study area,
“housing of last resort” procedures would be implemented to secure DSS replacement housing for
displaced individuals. DSS comparable replacement housing would be constructed for project-related
relocations for which existing DSS comparable replacement housing is not available.

Environmental Justice Populations

Table 1 identifies environmental justice (EJ) populations in the study area. Census blocks with minority
populations of 50 percent or greater are highlighted in green in the table. Nine blocks in the study area
are considered to be EJ communities due to the concentrations of minority individuals residing within
them. The EJ communities are Blocks 3107, 3109, and 3117 of Block Group (BG) 3, Census Tract (CT) 5832;
Block 2021 of BG 2, CT 5833; Block 1025 of BG 1, CT 5836; and Blocks 1001, 1008, 1045, and 1061 of BG
1, CT 5839. The Census geographies and EJ blocks identified in Table 1 are illustrated in the Environmental
Justice Populations figure.

Income and Poverty
No block groups in the study area have median household incomes below the Department of Health and
Human Services (HHS) poverty guideline of $24,300 for a family of four, and no block groups have a
proportion of households below the poverty threshold that is 50 percent or greater. Table 2 provides the
median household income for the study area block groups, Seminole County, and the State of Oklahoma.
Block group median incomes range from $34,013 to $44,375, which is similar to the Seminole County
figure ($35,607) but lower than the state median household income ($46,235).



Table 2: Median Household Income by Block Group, 2014 ACS

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B19013 “Median Household Income in the Past 12 Months (in 2014 Inflation-Adjusted
Dollars)” and Table DP03 “Selected Economic Characteristics.”

Table 3 provides the household poverty percentages for study area block groups, Seminole County, and
the State of Oklahoma. The majority of the study area has a percentage of households below the poverty
threshold that is within the range of the Seminole County figure (16.9 percent). BG 3 of CT 5832 has a
considerably higher percentage of households below poverty, however, at 28.5 percent. All poverty
figures for the study area and the county are higher than the state’s figure (12.6 percent).

Table 3: Household Poverty by Block Group, 2014 ACS

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B17017 “Household Income in the Past 12 Months Below Poverty Level” and Table DP03
“Selected Economic Characteristics.”
*The county and state figures are based on “Total Families” rather than “Total Households.”

Gender, Age, and Disability Status
Table 4 provides a breakdown of sex by age for the study area block groups. The data indicate that males
and females are generally evenly represented in the study area and adults make up over 75 percent of
the population in the study area block groups. Table 5 presents the population of individuals aged 65 and
over and the percentage of that population who lives alone. Between 16 and 34 percent of individuals
aged 65 and over live alone in the study area block groups. Table 6 presents the disability status of the
population in the study area census tracts. The proportions of individuals with a disability range from over
12 percent in Census Tract 5833 to nearly 24 percent in Census Tract 5836.

Census Tract Block Group Median Household Income (2014 $)

5832 3 $41,429

5833 2 $39,471

5836 1 $34,013

5839 1 $44,375

Seminole County $35,607

State of Oklahoma $46,235

Census Tract Block Group Total Households
Percent Households Below

Poverty

5832 3 354 28.5%

5833 2 323 14.2%

5836 1 247 17.8%

5839 1 274 14.2%

Seminole County 6,447* 16.9%*

State of Oklahoma 964,329* 12.6%*



Table 4: Sex by Age by Block Group, 2014 ACS

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B01001 “Sex by Age.”

Table 5: Population Aged 65 and Over Living Alone by Block Group, 2014 ACS

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B09020 “Relationship by Household Type for the Population 65 Years and Over.”

Table 6: Disability Status by Census Tract, 2014 ACS

Source: US Census, 2014 ACS 5-Year Estimates, Table B18101 “Sex by Age by Disability Status.”

Relocations in Environmental Justice Communities
According to the Relocation Plan for the proposed project dated November 8, 2016, a total of six
commercial, two personal property, and 12 residential relocations are anticipated as a result of the
proposed project.
A total of two commercial, seven residential, and one personal property relocation would occur in
minority EJ communities as a result of the proposed project. No relocations are anticipated in the block
group with the highest poverty rate in the study area (BG 3 of CT 5832), however, individuals or
households below the poverty level nonetheless could be adversely impacted by relocations for the
proposed project. The first site, identified as Location C in the Relocation Plan, would include a mobile
home park of one commercial building (landlord) and six residential mobile homes. This site is located at
engineering station 149+00L, east of EW 124 on SH 270, in EJ Census Block 2021. A personal property

Census
Tract

Block
Group

Total
Population
Estimate

Males under
18

Males 18
and Over

Females
under 18

Females 18
and Over

5832 3 985 144 386 79 376

5833 2 955 122 347 137 349

5836 1 653 104 264 23 262

5839 1 652 62 270 53 267

Seminole County 25,460 3,282 9,116 3,202 9,860

State of Oklahoma 3,818,851 482,655 1,408,871 458,670 1,468,655

Census Tract Block Group
Total Population Aged 65

and Over
Percent of Total Elderly
Population Living Alone

5832 3 163 16.0%

5833 2 118 29.7%

5836 1 154 20.1%

5839 1 74 33.8%

Seminole County 4,279 26.6%

State of Oklahoma 534,068 28.1%

Census Tract Total Population Estimate
Percent Individuals with a

Disability

5832 3,442 17.5%

5833 2,637 12.6%

5836 3,993 23.9%

5839 1,711 22.4%

Seminole County 25,060 20.8%

State of Oklahoma 3,737,426 15.6%



relocation, identified as Location D in the Relocation Plan, would occur just east of the mobile home park
at engineering station 161+50L, also in EJ Census Block 2021. A third site, Location F in the Relocation
Plan, is a 750-square-foot metal building located east of EW 125 Road along SH 270 near engineering
station 216+50R. This commercial relocation is located in EJ Census Block 3117. The fourth site, Location
G in the Relocation Plan, is a 1,300-square-foot wood frame residence located at 216+50L, across the road
from Location F and also in EJ Census Block 3117.

EJ Relocation Impact Summary
Ten of the 20 potential project relocations would occur in minority EJ communities, which equates to 50
percent of the total relocations; therefore EJ populations would not experience a greater number of
relocations than non-EJ populations. The Relocation Plan indicates, however, that there is limited decent,
safe, and sanitary (DSS) comparable replacement housing available for all residences, so additional time
of six to eight months would be needed to find replacement housing or for new construction to be
completed (US Highway 270 Relocation Plan, Page 3). Due to the nature of the replacement housing
situation and the lower-income characteristics of the study area in general, there is a potential for adverse
impacts to EJ populations to be disproportionately high and adverse relative to non-EJ populations. If
replacement housing is found at a significant distance away from the current residences of the EJ
populations affected, this distance and change of location of residence could have a greater adverse
impact on the affected EJ populations than non-EJ populations in a similar scenario, because EJ
populations may be more reliant on the network of people in proximity to their current residences for
transportation and other assistance. If access to transportation is adversely impacted, then their ability to
get to their place of employment and access other lifeline services would be adversely impacted as well.
The replacement search summarized in the Relocation Plan occurred within a 30-mile radius of the City
of Seminole.

Due to the lack of DSS comparable replacement housing options in or near the study area, “housing of
last resort” procedures would be implemented to secure DSS replacement housing for displaced
individuals. For any proposed relocation for which DSS comparable replacement housing is not available,
DSS comparable replacement housing would be constructed. The use of housing of last resort would
minimize the potential for disproportionately high and adverse impacts to EJ populations; thus, it does
not appear that EJ populations would be disproportionately adversely impacted by relocations for the
proposed project.

Noise Impacts in Environmental Justice Communities
A total of 27 noise impacts are anticipated as a result of the proposed project; seven of these would occur
in EJ census blocks. The following are the impacted noise receivers located in EJ blocks:

• R18, R23, R24, R25, and R26 in Block 2021

• R28 in Block 3117

• R58 in Block 3109

Noise Receiver R18 is the mobile home park identified in the Relocation Plan as Location C. R23 is not one
of the structures mentioned in the Relocation Plan. R24 is a residence identified in the Relocation Plan as
an “uninhabited house and garage loft” (Relocation Plan Sheet #10). R25 is Rest Haven Cemetery. The
cemetery would experience an increase of 1.8 A-weighted decibels [dB(A)]. R26 is a residence that is
located within the ROW and is identified in the Relocation Plan as an “abandoned house” (Relocation Plan
Sheet #11). R28 is a residence identified in the Relocation Plan as Location G. Finally, R58 is not one of the
structures mentioned in the Relocation Plan. Of the seven noise impacts in EJ blocks, four are either
uninhabited or would be relocated. No mitigation is proposed for any of the potential noise impacts.
Additional details on the types and locations of receivers and potential noise impacts can be found in the
Noise Assessment for the proposed project. The potential noise impacts for the proposed project would



not disproportionately adversely affect EJ communities in the study area, as only seven of the 27 total
noise impacts would occur in EJ communities and no mitigation is proposed for any project-related noise
impacts, as it was determined that no mitigation measures would be feasible for any of the noise impacts.

Access Impacts in Environmental Justice Communities
A 16-foot wide paved center median would be constructed as part of the proposed project from the SH-
270A junction east approximately 3.25 miles. The median would not be raised, and is designed to be a
continuous left turn lane, so it would still allow for open access throughout this section of roadway. No
changes in access along the corridor are anticipated.

Public Involvement and Engagement in Environmental Justice Communities
All property owners within the study area were mailed an invitation to the public meeting. Door hangings
or other such physical methods could be used in the future to inform renters living in the study area whose
landlords did not share the public meeting invitation with them. Some members of the public expressed
concerns about being separated from family members or caregivers due to the proposed relocations.
Efforts would be made during the right-of-way relocation phase to keep these caregiving situations intact
by providing additional time to address the situation and potentially relocating both parties (caregiver and
family member) if necessary. Identified mobility concerns or issues will be addressed and mitigated to the
extent reasonable and feasible at the time of relocation.

Community Impacts Summary

EJ populations would not experience disproportionately high or adverse impacts as a result of the
proposed project. EJ populations would not experience a greater number of relocations than non-EJ
populations, but the existing stock of DSS replacement housing in or near the study area is limited. The
use of housing of last resort would minimize the potential for disproportionately high or adverse impacts
to EJ populations by ensuring the provision of DSS comparable replacement housing in or near the study
area for all affected individuals; thus, it does not appear that EJ populations would be disproportionately
adversely impacted by residential relocations for the proposed project. Additionally, EJ populations are
not anticipated to be adversely affected by the proposed business relocations, as the businesses would
likely relocate in or near the study area and continue operation; thus adverse impacts to employment of
EJ populations or provision of services to EJ populations due to the proposed project are not anticipated.
Furthermore, EJ populations would not experience disproportionately high or adverse noise impacts or
changes in access along the corridor. Approximately 26 percent of total noise impacts would occur in EJ
blocks, and no mitigation is proposed for any project-related noise impacts. Adverse changes are not
anticipated as a result of the proposed project, therefore adverse impacts to EJ populations would not
occur.






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































	4209_001.pdf
	4209_059.pdf
	4210_001.pdf
	4211_001.pdf
	4212_001.pdf
	4213_001.pdf
	4213_077.pdf
	4214_001.pdf
	4215_001.pdf
	Insert from: "EJ report.pdf"
	US270 Seminole Co displacement survey summary draft - and ODOT responses..
	Matrix - Summary of Residential and Commercial displacement survey US270...
	Comm survey matrix
	21006(05) Seminole Environ Justice Docs 1
	21006(04) Seminole Environ Status Report 2
	2016.11.29_ODOT12003




