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Methodology for Environmental Justice 
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The Environmental Justice methodology that was used to conduct an Environmental Justice analysis of 1 
the Preferred Alternative followed MDOT and FHWA guidelines (US DOT Order 6640.23).  That 2 
methodology has several steps that need to be followed along with a series of questions that need to be 3 
asked and answered in order to determine if there will be disproportionately high and adverse effects on 4 
minority populations groups within the Preferred Alternative. 5 
 6 

Step One: Determine if a minority population group or low income population group is 7 
present within the Preferred Alternative. 8 

 9 
Step Two: Determine whether project impacts associated with the identified low-income and 10 

minority populations are disproportionately high and adverse. 11 
 12 
Step Three: Propose measures that will avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate disproportionately 13 

high and adverse impacts and provide offsetting benefits and opportunities to 14 
enhance communities, neighborhoods and individuals affected by the proposed 15 
project. 16 

 17 
Step Four: If after further mitigation, enhancements, and off-setting benefits to the affected 18 

populations, there remains a high disproportionate adverse impact to minority 19 
populations or low income populations then the following questions must be 20 
considered: 21 

 22 
 Are there further mitigation measures that could be implemented to 23 

avoid or reduce the adverse effect?  If further mitigation measures exist, 24 
then those measures must be implemented unless they are “not 25 
practicable”. 26 

 Are there other additional alternatives to the proposed action that would 27 
avoid or reduce the impact to low income or minority populations?  If 28 
such as alternatives exists, and it is “practicable”, then that alternative 29 
must be selected.  If further mitigation or alternatives that avoid the 30 
impact are judged to be not practicable that conclusion must be 31 
documented, supported by evidence, and included in the NEPA 32 
document. 33 

 Considering the overall public interest is there a substantial need for the 34 
project? 35 

 Will alternatives that would still satisfy the need for the project and have 36 
less impact on the protected populations have other impacts that are 37 
more sever than the proposed action, or have increased the costs of 38 
extraordinary magnitude. 39 

Step Five: Include all findings, determinations, or demonstrations in the environmental 40 
document prepared for the project. 41 

 42 
Impacts of a No-Build Alternative: No impacts to Environmental Justice communities are expected for the 43 
No-Build Alternative. 44 
 45 
Impacts of a Preferred Alternative: The Preferred Alternative will include minor improvements along the 46 
existing US-31 in Holland Township and the City of Grand Haven, and a new alignment bypass located in 47 
Robinson Township and Crockery Township.  The small minority population in the study area is dispersed 48 
and no concentration of minorities groups will be disproportionately impacted by the Preferred Alternative.  49 
Although there are no disproportionate impacts to minority or low-income groups within the study area, 50 
these groups are impacted by the Preferred Alternative as part of the overall population. 51 
 52 
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APPENDIX F: US-31 DEIS RE-EVALUATION 1 
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US-31 DEIS Re-Evaluation 

APPENDIX G: WETLAND MITIGATION/PUBLIC INTEREST FINDING 1 
STATEMENT 2 
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