


   

 
 

 
 

     
  

  
    

   
 

     
         

           
   

             
           

  
  

  
 

               
 

   
      

  

  

   

  

    
     

 

   
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

    
     

 
     

  
  

  
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

LS SDEIS 1 of 2 
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT STATEMENT 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42 USC 4321-4347, became effective January 1, 1970. This law 
requires that all federal agencies have prepared for every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation and 
other major federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human environment a detailed Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS). The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is therefore required to have prepared an EIS 
on proposals that are funded under its authority if the proposal is determined to be a major action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human environment. 

EISs are required for many transportation projects as outlined in NEPA. This Limited Scope Supplement Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement will follow the same procedure as a normally prepared EIS. The processing of an 
EIS is carried out in two stages. Draft EISs are first written and forwarded for review and comment to federal, state, 
and local agencies with jurisdiction by law or special expertise and are made available to the public. This availability to 
the public must occur at least 15 days before the public hearing and no later than the time of the first public hearing 
notice or notice of opportunity for a hearing. Normally, 45 days plus mailing time will be allowed for comments to be 
made on the Draft EIS unless a time extension is granted by the Bureau of Technical Services (Wisconsin 
Department of Transportation). Supplemental Draft EISs are prepared whenever there are changes, new information, 
or further developments on a project that result in significant environmental impacts not identified in the most recently 
distributed version of the DEIS [40 CFR 1502.9(c)]. They have the same review period and hearing requirements as a 
Draft EIS. After this period has elapsed for a Draft EIS or Supplement Draft EIS, preparation of the Final EIS can 
begin. 

1.	 Basic content of the Draft Statement (or Supplemental Draft Statement), as amended, due to internal agency 
comments, editing, additional alternatives being considered, and changes due to the time lag between the 
Draft, Supplemental Draft, and Final EIS. 

2.	 Summary of public hearing environmental comments. 

3.	 Copies of comments received on the Draft Statement or Supplemental Draft Statement. 

4.	 Evaluation and disposition of each substantive comment. 

The Draft, Supplemental Draft, and Final EIS are full-disclosure documents, which provide a full description of the 
proposed project, the existing environment, and an analysis of the anticipated beneficial or adverse environmental 
effects. 

The name, address, and telephone number of the individual from whom additional information can be obtained is 
listed on the cover of this document. 

GENERAL REVIEWER INFORMATION 

This LS SDEIS has been combined with the original 
2010 FEIS for ease of review. Original 2010 FEIS 
text is shown in black. Items that are considered 
revisions that target specifically identified issues in 
the January 19, 2012 Notice of Intent to prepare an 
LS EIS are shown in blue text. This document has 
also been updated to reflect changes to data, 
policies, or conditions since the 2010 FEIS was 
published. These updates are shown in maroon 
text. In addition, for ease of review, a summary of 
changes is provided at the beginning of each 
section. 

Project Location 
Project 1440-13/15-00 
WIS 23 
Fond du Lac and Sheboygan Counties 
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