Indiana Department of Transportation

County  Decatur Route  SR3 Des. No. 1602260

FHWA-Indiana Environmental Document

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION / ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION

Road No./County: SR 3, Decatur County, Indiana

Designation Number: 1602260

Project Description/Termini: | Small Structure Replacement, 16.17 miles north of SR 7

After completing this form, I conclude that this project qualifies for the following type of Categorical Exclusion (FHWA must
review/approve if Level 4 CE):

X Categorical Exclusion, Level 2 — The proposed action meets the criteria for Categorical Exclusion Manual
Level 2 - table 1, CE Level Thresholds. Required Signatories: ESM (Environmental Scoping Manager)

Categorical Exclusion, Level 3 — The proposed action meets the criteria for Categorical Exclusion Manual
Level 3 - table 1, CE Level Thresholds. Required Signatories: ESM, ES (Environmental Services Division)

Categorical Exclusion, Level 4 — The proposed action meets the criteria for Categorical Exclusion Manual
Level 4 - table 1, CE Level Thresholds. Required Signatories: ESM, ES, FHWA

Environmental Assessment (EA) — EAs require a separate FONSI. Additional research and documentation
is necessary to determine the effects on the environment. Required Signatories: ES, FHWA

Note: For documents prepared by or for Environmental Services Division, it is not necessary for the ESM of the district in which the project is
located to release for public involvement or sign for approval.

Approval

ESM Signature Date ES Signature Date

FHWA Signature Date

Release for Public Involvement

ESM Initials Date ES Initials Date

Certification of Public Involvement

Office of Public Involvement Date

Note: Do not approve until after Section 106 public involvement and all other environmental requirements have been satisfied.

INDOT ES/District Env.
Reviewer Signature: Date:

Name and Organization of CE/EA Preparer: _ Aimee Cooper — Beam, Longest, and Neff, LLC
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Indiana Department of Transportation

County  Decatur Route  SR3 Des. No. 1602260

Part | - PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Every Federal action requires some level of public involvement, providing for early and continuous opportunities throughout the
project development process. The level of public involvement should be commensurate with the proposed action.

Yes No
Does the project have a historic bridge processed under the Historic Bridges PA*? | | | x|
If No, then:
Opportunity for a Public Hearing Required? [ X | | |

*A public hearing is required for all historic bridges processed under the Historic Bridges Programmatic Agreement between INDOT,
FHWA, SHPO, and the ACHP.

Discuss what public involvement activities (legal notices, letters to affected property owners and residents (i.e. notice of entry),
meetings, special purpose meetings, newspaper articles, etc.) have occurred for this project.

Remarks: | Notice of Entry
Notice of entry letters were mailed to potentially affected property owners near the project area on March 14,
2019 notifying them about the project and that individuals responsible for land surveying and field activities
may be seen in the area. A sample copy of the Notice of entry letter is included in Appendix G-1.

Project Does Meet

The project will meet the minimum requirements described in the current Indiana Department of
Transportation (INDOT) Public Involvement Manual which requires the project sponsor to offer the public
an opportunity to submit comment and/or request a public hearing. Therefore, a legal notice will appear in a
local publication contingent upon the release of this document for public involvement. This document will be
revised after the public involvement requirements are fulfilled.

Public Controversy on Environmental Grounds Yes No
Will the project involve substantial controversy concerning community and/or natural resource impacts? [:|

Remarks: At this time there is no substantial public controversy concerning impacts to the community or to natural
resources.

Part Il - General Project Identification, Description, and Design Information

Sponsor of the Project: INDOT INDOT District: _Seymour
Local Name of the Facility: SR 3

Funding Source (mark all that apply): Federal State Local I:l Other* I:l

*If other is selected, please indentify the funding source: N/A

PURPOSE AND NEED:

Describe the transportation problem that the project will address. The solution to the traffic problem should NOT be discussed
in this section. (Refer to the CE Manual, Section IV.B.2. Purpose and Need)
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County  Decatur Route  SR3 Des. No. 1602260

Need:

The need is based on the poor conduction of the existing small structure, CV 003-016-60.37. The existing small
structure has large spalls, heavy scaling, wide cracks, and considerable efflorescence. Salt penetration has reached
the full depth of the slab. If no action is taken, more of the slab bottom will fall from the structure and the structure
will ultimately become unsafe and require the roadway to be closed until a replacement structure can be reinstalled.

Purpose:
The purpose of this project is to provide a structurally sufficient and hydraulically sound structure that perpetuates

the flow of traffic on SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE):

County:  Decatur Municipality: ~ N/A

Limits of Proposed Work: _ Approximately 250 ft south to 250 ft north of CV 003-016-60.37

Total Work Length: 0.019 Mile(s) Total Work Area: N/A Acre(s)

Yes' No
Is an Interchange Modification Study / Interchange Justification Study (IMS/IJS) required? | | X
If yes, when did the FHWA grant a conditional approval for this project? Date:

1If an IMS or IJS is required; a copy of the approved CE/EA document must be submitted to the FHWA with a request for final
approval of the IMS/IJS.

In the remarks box below, describe existing conditions, provide in detail the scope of work for the project, including the
preferred alternative. Include a discussion of logical termini. Discuss any major issues for the project and how the project will
improve safety or roadway deficiencies if these are issues.

Location:

This project is located in Section 19, T-9-N, R-9-E, & Section 24, T-9-N, R-8-E, in Sand Creek Township of Decatur

County, IN on SR 3 approximately 16.17 miles north of SR 7 (Appendix B-1).

Existing Conditions:

The existing small structure is a 14’ by 9’ slab top concrete structure in poor condition with large spalls, heavy scaling,
wide cracks, and considerable efflorescence located on SR 3 in Decatur County, IN. SR 3 at the project area is not an
element of the National Highway System or the National Truck Route. It is considered a rural, Principal Arterial. The
project area has a mixed surrounding of residential properties, agricultural use, and undeveloped wooded areas. An
unnamed tributary to Wyaloosing Creek is located within the project area.

Preferred Alternative:

It is proposed to replace the existing structure with a new concrete box structure. The new structure will be on the present
alignment. Roadway reconstruction will extend approximately 100 feet to the north and south of the structure, and will
consist of two 12-foot through lanes with 3-foot usable shoulders. A 55-mph design speed will be used for this project.
Traffic will be maintained through a single lane of alternating traffic controlled through the use of a temporary signal. By
outright replacing the structure, the purpose of providing a structurally sufficient and hydraulically sound structure that
perpetuates the flow of traffic on SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek will be met.
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OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:

was not selected.

Describe all discarded alternatives, including the Do-Nothing Alternative and an explanation of why each discarded alternative

“Do Nothing” Alternative:

This alternative would not require an expenditure of funds; however, it would not address the purpose of the project which
is to correct the deteriorated condition of the existing pavement and drainage concerns. With the “Do Nothing™ alternate,
the existing roadway and drainage patterns will continue to deteriorate and require constant maintenance. The “Do
Nothing” alternative does not address the purpose and need of the project and was dismissed from further consideration.

The Do Nothing Alternative is not feasible, prudent or practicable because (Mark all that apply):

It would not correct existing capacity deficiencies;

It would not correct existing safety hazards;

It would not correct the existing roadway geometric deficiencies;

It would not correct existing deteriorated conditions and maintenance problems; or

It would result in serious impacts to the motoring public and general welfare of the economy.

Other (Describe)

ROADWAY CHARACTER:

Functional Classification: Minor Arterial

Current ADT: 5014 VPD (2021) Design Year ADT: 5381 VPD (2041)

Design Hour Volume (DHV): 551 VPH  Truck Percentage (%) 16.38

Designed Speed (mph): 55 Legal Speed (mph): 55
Existing Proposed

Number of Lanes: 2 2

Type of Lanes: Travel lanes Travel lanes

Pavement Width: 12°-0” ft. 12°-0” | ft.

Shoulder Width: 2’-0” ft. 2’-0” ft.

Median Width: N/A ft. N/A ft.

Sidewalk Width: N/A ft. N/A ft.

Setting: Urban Suburban X | Rural

Topography: X | Level Rolling Hilly

If the proposed action has multiple roadways, this section should be filled out for each roadway.

DESIGN CRITERIA FOR BRIDGES:

Structure/NBI Number(s):

Small Structure CV 003-016-60.37

Sufficiency Rating: N/A
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Indiana Department of Transportation

County Decatur Route SR 3 Des. No. 1602260
Bridge Type:

Number of Spans:

Weight Restrictions: ton ton

Height Restrictions: ft. ft.

Curb to Curb Width: ft. ft.

Outside to Outside Width: ft. ft.

Shoulder Width: ft. ft.

Length of Channel Work: ft.

Describe bridges and structures; provide specific location information for small structures.

Remarks: | Presence

Existing Small Structure CV 003-016-60.37 is located on SR 3 approximately 16.17 miles north of SR
7. The existing small structure is a 14’ by 9 slab top concrete structure. The proposed project will
replace the existing structure with a single span precast reinforced concrete box structure.

Yes No N/A
Will the structure be rehabilitated or replaced as part of the project? | | | |
If the proposed action has multiple bridges or small structures, this section should be filled out for each structure.

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC (MOT) DURING CONSTRUCTION:

Yes

Is a temporary bridge proposed?
Is a temporary roadway proposed?
Will the project involve the use of a detour or require a ramp closure? (describe in remarks)
Provisions will be made for access by local traffic and so posted.
Provisions will be made for through-traffic dependent businesses.
Provisions will be made to accommodate any local special events or festivals.
Will the proposed MOT substantially change the environmental consequences of the action?
Is there substantial controversy associated with the proposed method for MOT?

w || x|

ot

Remarks: | The MOT for the project will require the use of a temporary signal to control a single lane of alternating traffic.

The closures/lane restrictions will pose a temporary inconvenience to traveling motorists (including school buses and
emergency services); however, no significant delays are anticipated, and all inconveniences will cease upon project
completion. Delays may occur during construction but will cease with project completion.

ESTIMATED PROJECT COST AND SCHEDULE:

Engineering: $ 191,100  (2019) Right-of-Way: $ 10,000 (2021)  Construction: $ 895,425.00 (2022)
Anticipated Start Date of Construction: November 2021
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Date project incorporated into STIP July 2, 2019

Yes No
Is the project in an MPO Area? | | [ X ]
If yes,
Name of MPO

Location of Project in TIP

Date of incorporation by reference into the STIP

RIGHT OF WAY:
Amount (acres)
Land Use Impacts Permanent Temporary

Residential 0.47 0.00
Commercial 0.00 0.00
Agricultural 0.68 0.00
Forest 0.20 0.00
Wetlands 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

TOTAL 1.35 0.00

Describe both Permanent and Temporary right-of-way and describe their current use. Typical and Maximum right-of-way
widths (existing and proposed) should also be discussed. Any advance acquisition or reacquisition, either known or
suspected, and there impacts on the environmental analysis should be discussed.

Remarks: Right-of way (ROW) acquisition varies from approximately 15 feet to 95 feet measured from the centerline of
the roadway for a total of approximately 1.35 acres. Approximately 0.99 acre of this ROW will be re-
acquisition. Existing typical and maximum ROW is shown on Appendix B-17.

Right-of-way (ROW) required
The project requires approximately 1.35 acres of permanent ROW coming from residential, agricultural, and
forest sources.

If the scope of work or permanent or temporary right-of-way amounts change, the INDOT Environmental
Services Division (ESD) and the INDOT Environmental Section will be contacted immediately.

Part lll — Identification and Evaluation of Impacts of the Proposed
Action

SECTION A - ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Presence Impacts
Yes No
Streams, Rivers, Watercourses & Jurisdictional Ditches X X
Federal Wild and Scenic Rivers
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State Natural, Scenic or Recreational Rivers
Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) listed
Outstanding Rivers List for Indiana
Navigable Waterways

Remarks: | Presence, with impacts

Based on a desktop review, a site visit on June 11, 2019 by BLN, the aerial map of the project area
(Appendix B-3), and the water resources map in the Red Flag Investigation (RFI) report (Appendix E-7),
there are eleven stream segments located within the 0.5 mile search radius. One stream segment is present
within the project area.

Waters Report
A Waters of the U.S. Determination/Wetland Delineation Report was approved by INDOT Ecology and

Waterway Permitting Office approved on August 29, 2019. Please refer to Appendix F-1 for the Waters of
the U.S. Determination/Wetland Delineation Report. It was determined that Wyaloosing Creek, which runs
through the project area is likely a jurisdictional waterway. USACE makes all final determinations regarding
jurisdiction.

Wyaloosing Creek runs through the project area and approximately 135 linear feet of stream will be impacted
from construction. A Section 401 and Section 404 will be needed for impacts to the waterway.

Early Coordination

An early coordination letter was sent on January 31, 2019. The Indiana Department of Natural Resources
(IDNR) responded on March 1, 2019 with recommendations to minimize impacts Wyaloosing Creek
(Appendix C-10). IDNR recommended that no work should be done in the waterway from April 1 through
June 30th. All applicable IDNR recommendations are included in the Environmental Commitments sections
of this CE document.

Presence Impacts
Other Surface Waters Yes No
Reservoirs
Lakes
Farm Ponds

Detention Basins
Storm Water Management Facilities
Other:

Remarks: | No presence, no impacts

Based on a desktop review, a site visit on June 11, 2019 by BLN, the aerial map of the project area
(Appendix B-3), and the water resources map in the Red Flag Investigation (RFI) report (Appendix E-7),
there are three lakes located within the 0.5 mile search radius. No other surface waters are present within the
project area; therefore, no impacts are expected.

Waters Report
A Waters of the U.S. Determination/Wetland Delineation Report was approved by INDOT Ecology and

Waterway Permitting Office approved on August 29, 2019. Please refer to Appendix F-1 for the Waters of
the U.S. Determination/Wetland Delineation Report. It was determined that no other surface waters are
present within the project area. USACE makes all final determinations regarding jurisdiction.

Early Coordination
An early coordination letter was sent on January 31, 2019. The Indiana Department of Environmental
Management (IDEM) responded on February 5, 2019 with recommendations to minimize impacts to any
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other surface waters (Appendix C-14). IDEM recommended that a Section 404 permit and Section 401
permit be completed and approved for any impacts to waterways. All applicable IDEM recommendations are
included in the Environmental Commitments sections of this CE document.

Presence Impacts
Yes No

Wetlands [ ] 1 [

Total wetland area: 0 acre(s) Total wetland area impacted: 0 acre(s)

(If a determination has not been made for non-isolated/isolated wetlands, fill in the total wetland area impacted above.)

Wetland No. Classification Total Impacted Comments
Size Acres
(Acres)
Documentation ES Approval Dates

Wetlands (Mark all that apply)
Wetland Determination X August 29, 2019
Wetland Delineation

USACE Isolated Waters Determination
Mitigation Plan

Improvements that will not result in any wetland impacts are not practicable because such avoidance
would result in (Mark all that apply and explain):
Substantial adverse impacts to adjacent homes, business or other improved properties;
Substantially increased project costs;
Unique engineering, traffic, maintenance, or safety problems;
Substantial adverse social, economic, or environmental impacts, or
The project not meeting the identified needs.

Measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate wetland impacts need to be discussed in the remarks box.

Remarks: | No presence, no impacts

Based on a review of the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) online mapper
(https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/Mapper.html), a site visit on June 11, 2019 by BLN, the USGS
topographic map (Appendix B-2) and the RFI report (Appendix E-1) showed one wetlands mapped within
the 0.5 mile search radius. No wetlands are present within or adjacent to the project area, therefore, no
impacts are expected.

Waters Report
A Waters of the U.S. Determination/Wetland Delineation Report was approved by INDOT Ecology and

Waterway Permitting Office approved on August 29, 2019. Please refer to Appendix F-1 for the Waters of
the U.S. Determination/Wetland Delineation Report. It was determined that no wetlands are present within
the project area. USACE makes all final determinations regarding jurisdiction.

Early Coordination
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An early coordination letter was sent on January 31, 2019. IDEM responded on February 5, 2019 with
recommendations to minimize impacts to wetlands (Appendix C-14). IDEM recommended that a Section 404
permit and Section 401 permit be completed and approved for any impacts to wetlands. All applicable IDEM
recommendations are included in the Environmental Commitments sections of this CE document.

Presence Impacts
Yes No
Terrestrial Habitat X X

Unique or High Quality Habitat

Use the remarks box to identify each type of habitat and the acres impacted (i.e. forested, grassland, farmland, lawn, efc).
Remarks: | Presence, with impact

Based on a desktop review, a site visit on June 11, 2019 by BLN, the aerial map of the project area

(Appendix B-3), there are maintained residential lawns that surround the project area. The dominate

vegetation present in the project area consists of crabgrass, milkweed, giant ragweed, and white clover. Trees

line Wyaloosing Creek with the dominate species consisting of American sycamore, American elm, and

black walnut. Approximately 0.2 acre of trees will be cleared to make a clear construction zone.

Early Coordination

An early coordination letter was sent on January 31, 2019. The Indiana Department of Natural Resources
(IDNR) responded on March 1, 2019 with recommendations to minimize impacts terrestrial habitat
(Appendix C-10). IDNR recommended that the clearing of brush and trees be minimized within the project
limits. All applicable IDNR recommendations are included in the Environmental Commitments sections of
this CE document.

If there are high incidences of animal movements observed in the project area, or if bridges and other areas appear to be the sole corridor for
animal movement, consideration of utilizing wildlife crossings should be taken.

Karst Yes No
Is the proposed project located within or adjacent to the potential Karst Area of Indiana? X
Are karst features located within or adjacent to the footprint of the proposed project? X

If yes, will the project impact any of these karst features? | | | |

Use the remarks box to identify any karst features within the project area. (Karst investigation must comply with the Karst
MOU, dated October 13, 1993)

Remarks: | Outside Karst Area
Based on a desktop review, the project is located outside the designated karst region of Indiana as outlined in the October
13, 1993 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). According to the topo map of the project area (Appendix B-2), the RFI
report (Appendix E-1) there are no karst features identified within or adjacent to the project area. In the early
coordination response, the Indiana Geological Survey (IGS) did not indicate that karst features exist in the project area
(Appendix C-7). Response from IGS has been communicated with the designer on July 15, 2020. No impacts are

expected.
Presence Impacts
Threatened or Endangered Species Yes No
Within the known range of any federal species X X
Any critical habitat identified within project area
Federal species found in project area (based upon informal consultation)
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State species found in project area (based upon consultation with IDNR) [ ] | | [ |

Yes No
Is Section 7 formal consultation required for this action? [ ]

Remarks: Based on a desktop review and the RFI report (Appendix E-1) completed by BLN on March 13, 2020, the IDNR Decatur
County Endangered, Threatened and Rare (ETR) Species List has been checked and is included in Appendix E-9. The
highlighted species on the list reflect the federal and state identified ETR species located within the county. According to
the IDNR-DFW early coordination response letter dated March 1, 2019 (Appendix C-10) the Natural Heritage Program’s
Database has been checked and no plant or animal species listed as state or federally endangered, threated, or rare have
been reported to occur in the project vicinity.

Indiana Bat and Northern Long-Eared Bat

Bats, Programmatic Informal Consultation — Not Likely to Adversely Affect

Project information was submitted through the USFWS’s Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) portal, and
an official species list was generated (Appendix C-19). The project is within range of the federally endangered Indiana
bat (Myotis sodalis) and the federally threatened northern long-eared bat (NLEB) (Myotis septentrionalis). No additional
species were found within or adjacent to the project area other than the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat.

The project qualifies for the Range-wide Programmatic Informal Consultation for the Indiana bat and northern long-eared
bat (NLEB), dated May 2016 (revised February 2018), between FHWA, Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), Federal
Transit Administration (FTA), and USFWS. An effect determination key was completed on January 30, 2020, and based
on the responses provided, the project was found to “Not Likely to Adversely Affect” the Indiana bat and/or the NLEB.
INDOT reviewed and verified the effect finding on February 7, 2020, and requested USFWS’s review of the finding
(Appendix C-24). No response was received from USFWS within the 14-day review period; therefore, it was concluded
they concur with the finding. Avoidance and Mitigation Measures (AMMs) are included as firm commitments in the
Environmental Commitments section of this document

This precludes the need for further consultation on this project as required under Section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act, as amended. If new information on endangered species at the site becomes available, or if project plans are changed,
USFWS will be contacted for consultation.

SECTION B - OTHER RESOURCES

Presence Impacts
Drinking Water Resources Yes No
Wellhead Protection Area
Public Water System(s)
Residential Well(s)
Source Water Protection Area(s)
Sole Source Aquifer (SSA)

If a SSA is present, answer the following:
Yes No

Is the Project in the St. Joseph Aquifer System?
Is the FHWA/EPA SSA MOU Applicable?

Initial Groundwater Assessment Required?
Detailed Groundwater Assessment Required?

Remarks: | Qutside of Sole Source Aquifer (SSA):

The project is located in Decatur County, which is not located within the area of the St. Joseph Sole Source
Aquifer, the only legally designated sole source aquifer in the state of Indiana. Therefore, the
FHWA/Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Sole Source Aquifer Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) is not applicable to this project. Therefore a detailed groundwater assessment is not needed and no
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impacts are expected.

Not located in a Wellhead Protection Area or Source Water Area:

The Indiana Department of Environmental Management’s (IDEM) Wellhead Proximity Determinator
website (http://www.in.gov/idem/cleanwater/pages/wellhead/) was accessed on June 6, 2019 by BLN. This
project is not located within a Wellhead Protection Area or Source Water Area. In an early coordination
letter dated February 1, 2019 IDEM stated the project is not located within a wellhead area (Appendix C-18).
No impacts are expected.

No wells present, no impacts:

The Indiana Department of Natural Resources Water Well Record Database website
(https://www.in.gov/dnr/water/3595.htm) was accessed on June 6, 2019 by BLN. No wells are located near
this project. Therefore, no impacts are expected.

Not in a Urban Area Boundary Location

Based on a desktop review of the INDOT MS4 website (https://entapps.indot.in.gov/MS4/) on June 6, 2019
by BLN and the RFI report; this project is not located in an Urban Area Boundary location. No impacts are
expected.

Not in a Public Water System Location

Based on a desktop review, a site visit on June 11, 2019 by BLN, the aerial map of the project area
(Appendix B-3), this project is not located where there will be public water system impacts. Therefore, no
impacts are expected.

Presence Impacts
Flood Plains Yes No
Longitudinal Encroachment
Transverse Encroachment
Project located within a regulated floodplain
Homes located in floodplain within 1000’ up/downstream from project

Discuss impacts according to classification system described in the “Procedural Manual for Preparing Environmental Studies”.

Remarks: | Not in a floodplain
The Indiana Department of Natural Resources Indiana Floodway Information Portal website

(http://dnrmaps.dnr.in.gov/appsphp/fdms/) was accessed on June 6, 2019 by BLN. This project is not located
in a regulatory floodplain as determined from approved INDR floodplain maps (Appendix B-5). Therefore, it
does not fall within the guidelines for the implementation of 23 CFR 650, 23 CFR 771, and 44 CFR. No
impacts are expected

Presence Impacts
Farmland Yes No
Agricultural Lands X
Prime Farmland (per NRCS)

Total Points (from Section VII of CPA-106/AD-1006* 145
*If 160 or greater, see CE Manual for guidance.

See CE Manual for guidance to determine which NRCS form is appropriate for your project.

Remarks: | Presence, score under 160

Based on a desktop review, a site visit on June 11, 2019 by BLN staff, the aerial map of the project area
(Appendix B-3) there are 0.9 acre of farmland within the project limits as defined by the Farmland Protection
Policy Act. An early coordination letter was sent on January 31, 2019, to Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS). Coordination with NRCS resulted in a score of 145 on the NCRS-CPA-106 (Appendix C-
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5). NRCS’s threshold score for significant impacts to farmland that result in the consideration of alternatives
is 160. Since this project score is less than the threshold, no significant loss of prime, unique, statewide, or
local important farmland will result from this project. No alternatives other than those previously discussed
in this document will be investigated without reevaluating impacts to prime farmland.

SECTION C - CULTURAL RESOURCES

Category Type INDOT Approval Dates N/A
Minor Projects PA Clearance | B | 9 | [7/2020 | | |

Eligible and/or Listed
Resource Present

Results of Research

Archaeology

NRHP Buildings/Site(s)
NRHP District(s)
NRHP Bridge(s)

Project Effect
No Historic Properties Affected |:| No Adverse Effect I:l Adverse Effect I:l

Documentation
Prepared
Documentation (mark all that apply) ES/FHWA SHPO
Approval Date(s) Approval Date(s)

Historic Properties Short Report

Historic Property Report

Archaeological Records Check/ Review
Archaeological Phase la Survey Report
Archaeological Phase Ic Survey Report
Archaeological Phase Il Investigation Report
Archaeological Phase Ill Data Recovery
APE, Eligibility and Effect Determination
800.11 Documentation

MOA Signature Dates (List all signatories)

Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)

Describe all efforts to document cultural resources, including a detailed summary of the Section 106 process, using the
categories outlined in the remarks box. The completion of the Section 106 process requires that a Legal Notice be published
in local newspapers. Please indicate the publication date, name of paper(s) and the comment period deadline. Likewise
include any further Section 106 work which must be completed at a later date, such as mitigation or deep trenching.

This is page 12 of 21  Project name: Small Structure Replacement Date:  September 4, 2020

Form Version: June 2013

Attachment 2



Indiana Department of Transportation

County  Decatur Route  SR3 Des. No. 1602260

Remarks: | Minor Project PA Category B projects

On July 20, 2020 INDOT Cultural Resources Office (CRO) determined that this project falls within the guidelines of
Category B, Type 9 under the Minor Projects Programmatic Agreement (Appendix D-1). This covers work that includes
the replacement of culverts that occurs in undisturbed soils. An archaeological report was prepared for this site and stated
that the site was not recommended eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. No further
consultation is required. This completes the Section 106 process and the responsibilities of the FHWA under Section 106
have been fulfilled.

SECTION D — SECTION 4(f) RESOURCES/ SECTION 6(f) RESOURCES

Section 4(f) Involvement (mark all that apply)

Presence Use
Parks & Other Recreational Land Yes No
Publicly owned park
Publicly owned recreation area
Other (school, state/national forest, bikeway, etc.)
Evaluations
Prepared
FHWA
Programmatic Section 4(f)* Approval date
“De minimis” Impact*
Individual Section 4(f) | |
Presence Use
Wildlife & Waterfowl Refuges Yes No
National Wildlife Refuge
National Natural Landmark
State Wildlife Area
State Nature Preserve
Evaluations
Prepared
FHWA
Programmatic Section 4(f)* Approval date
“De minimis” Impact*
Individual Section 4(f) | |
Presence Use
Historic Properties Yes No
Sites eligible and/or listed on the NRHP [ ] [ | | |
Evaluations
Prepared
FHWA
Programmatic Section 4(f)* Approval date

“De minimis” Impact*
Individual Section 4(f) | |

*FHWA approval of the environmental document also serves as approval of any Section 4f Programmatic and/or De minimis
evaluation(s) discussed below.

Discuss Programmatic Section 4(f) and “de minimis” Section 4(f) impacts in the remarks box below. Individual Section 4(f)
documentation must be separate Draft and Final documents. For further discussions on Programmatic, “de minimis” and
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Individual Section 4(f) evaluations please refer to the “Procedural Manual for the Preparation of Environmental Studies”.
Discuss proposed alternatives that satisfy the requirements of Section 4(f).

Remarks: No presence, no impact
Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 prohibits the use of certain public and
historic lands for federally funded transportation facilities unless there is no feasible and prudent alternative.
The law applies to significant publicly owned parks, recreation areas, wildlife/waterfowl refuges, and NRHP
eligible or listed historic properties regardless of ownership. Lands subject to this law are considered Section
4(f) resources.

Based on a desktop review, a site visit on June 11, 2019 by BLN staff, the aerial map of the project area
(Appendix B-3), and the RFI report (Appendix E-1) there are no Section 4(f) resources within or adjacent to
the project area. Therefore, no use is expected.

Section 6(f) Involvement Presence Use

Section 6(f) Property |:| | | | |

Discuss proposed alternatives that satisfy the requirements of Section 6(f). Discuss any Section 6(f) involvement.
Remarks: | Presence, no impact

The U.S. Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 established the Land and Water Conservation

Fund (LWCF), which was created to preserve, develop, and assure accessibility to outdoor recreation

resources. Section 6(f) of this Act prohibits conversion of lands purchased with LWCF monies to a non-

recreation use.

A review of 6(f) properties on the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) website at
https://www.lwcfcoalition.com/tools revealed a total of one property in Decatur County (Appendix I-1).
None of these properties are located within or adjacent to the project area. Therefore, there will be no impacts
to 6(f) resources as a result of this project.

SECTION E - Air Quality

Air Quality
Conformity Status of the Project Yes No
Is the project in an air quality non-attainment or maintenance area? [ ]
If YES, then:

Is the project in the most current MPO TIP?

Is the project exempt from conformity?

If the project is NOT exempt from conformity, then:
Is the project in the Transportation Plan (TP)?
Is a hot spot analysis required (CO/PM)?

Level of MSAT Analysis required?

Level 1a Level1b [ | Level2 [ |Level3 [ |Leveld [ ] Level5[ |
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Remarks: Standalone Project or Lead DES number
This project is included in the Fiscal Year (FY) 2020 — 2024 Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) (Appendix G-1).

Attainment area

This project is located in Decatur County, which is currently in attainment for all criteria pollutants
according to the IDEM Nonattainment Status for Indiana Counties (website:
https://www.in.gov/idem/airquality/files/nonattainment_areas_map.pdf). Therefore, the conformity
procedures of 40 CFR Part 93 do not apply.

MSAT Level 1a Analysis

This project is of a type qualifying as a categorical exclusion (Group 1) under 23 CFR 771.117(c), or
exempt under the Clean Air Act conformity rule under 40 CFR 93.126, and as such, a Mobile Source Air
Toxics analysis is not required.

SECTION F - NOISE

Noise Yes No

Is a noise analysis required in accordance with FHWA regulations and INDOT’s traffic noise policy? [ |

No Yes/ Date
| ES Review of Noise Analysis | | |

Remarks: | Type III Project:
This project is a Type III project. In accordance with 23 CFR 772 and the current /ndiana Department of
Transportation Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure, this action does not require a formal noise analysis.

SECTION G —- COMMUNITY IMPACTS

Regional, Community & Neighborhood Factors Yes No

Will the proposed action comply with the local/regional development patterns for the area? X

Will the proposed action result in substantial impacts to community cohesion?

Will the proposed action result in substantial impacts to local tax base or property values?

Will construction activities impact community events (festivals, fairs, etc.)?

Does the community have an approved transition plan? X
If No, are steps being made to advance the community’s transition plan?

Does the project comply with the transition plan? (explain in the remarks box) X

>[4

Remarks: | There may be temporary inconveniences associated with construction such as increased travel times, possible
construction noise and fugitive dust. There will be no substantial impacts on community cohesion or property
values as a result of the project. Furthermore, no permanent or temporary economic effects are expected to
result from the proposed project. Acquisition of the additional permanent and temporary right-of-way would
not appreciably affect the property tax base of the Decatur County. A review of www.fairsandfestivals.net, an
online resource for local fairs and festivals, there are no scheduled festivals or other public events that will be
impacted as a result of the project.

This is page 15 of 21 Project name: Small Structure Replacement Date:  September 4, 2020

Form Version: June 2013

Attachment 2


http://www.fairsandfestivals.net/
http://www.fairsandfestivals.net/

Indiana Department of Transportation

County  Decatur Route  SR3 Des. No. 1602260
Indirect and Cumulative Impacts Yes No
Will the proposed action result in substantial indirect or cumulative impacts? |:|

Remarks: | Indirect impacts are effects which are caused by the action and are later in time or farther removed in
distance but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include growth inducing effects and other
effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use, population density, or growth rate. Cumulative
impacts affect the environment which result from the incremental impact of the action when added to other
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency or person undertakes such
actions.

Because this project is a safety and serviceability improvement project, it will not contribute to or stimulate
an increase in commercial or residential development in the project area. No indirect or cumulative impacts
are expected as a result of the project.

Public Facilities & Services Yes No
Will the proposed action result in substantial impacts on health and educational facilities, public and |:|
private utilities, emergency services, religious institutions, airports, public transportation or pedestrian

and bicycle facilities? Discuss how the maintenance of traffic will affect public facilities and services.

Remarks: | No presence, no impact:

Based on a desktop review, a site visit on January 24, 2019 by BLN personnel, the aerial map of the project
area (Appendix B-3), and the RFI report (Appendix E-1) there are no public facilities within or adjacent to
the project area. Access to all properties will be maintained during construction. Therefore, no impacts are
expected.

Early Coordination:
Early coordination letters were sent to the Decatur County Board of County Commissioners on January 31,
2019. No response was received to the early coordination letter.

It is the responsibility of the project sponsor to notify school corporations and emergency services at least
two weeks prior to any construction that would block or limit access.

Environmental Justice (EJ) (Presidential EO 12898) Yes No
During the development of the project were EJ issues identified? X
Does the project require an EJ analysis? X
If YES, then:

Are any EJ populations located within the project area? X

Will the project result in adversely high or disproportionate impacts to EJ populations? X

Remarks: | EJ Analysis, EJ Populations

Under FHWA Order 6640.23A, FHWA and INDOT as a recipient of funding from FHWA, are responsible to
ensure that their programs, policies, and activities do not have a disproportionately high and adverse effect on
minority or low-income populations. Per the current INDOT Categorical Exclusion Manual, an
Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis is required for any project that has two or more relocations or 0.5 acre of
additional permanent right-of-way. The project will require 1.3 acres of right-of-way. Therefore, an EJ
Analysis is required.

Potential EJ impacts are detected by locating minority and low-income populations relative to a reference
population to determine if populations of EJ concern exists and whether there could be disproportionately
high and adverse impacts to them. The reference population may be a county, city or town and is called the
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community of comparison (COC). In this project, the COC is Decatur County. The community that overlaps
the project limits is called the affected community (AC). In this project, the AC is Census Tract 9695. An AC
has a population of concern for EJ if the population is more than 50% minority or low-income or if the low-
income or minority population is 125% of the COC. Data from the US Census Bureau 2013 — 2017
American Community Survey 5 Year Estimates was obtained from the US Census Bureau Website
https://factfinder.census.gov/ on June 6, 2019 by BLN staff. The data collected for minority and low-income
populations within the AC are summarized in the below table.

Table: Minority and Low-Income Data (ACS, 2013-2017)
COC Decatur County | AC Census Tract 9695

Percent Minority 5.09 3.51
125% of COC 6.37

EJ Population of Concern No
Percent Low-Income 11.39 15.42
125% of COC 14.23

EJ Population of Concern Yes

AC Census Tract 9695 has a percent minority of 3.51% which is below 50% and is below the 125% COC threshold.
Therefore, the AC does not contain a minority population of EJ concern.

AC Census Tract 9695 has a percent low-income of 15.42% which is below 50% and is above the 125% COC threshold.
Therefore, the AC is a low-income population of EJ concern.

Conclusion

The Environmental Justice analysis was submitted to INDOT- Environmental Services Division (ESD) on July 25, 2019.
On July 29, 2019 INDOT-ESD stated that it did not consider the impacts associated with this project as causing a
disproportionately high and adverse effect on minority and/or low income populations of EJ concern relative to non EJ
populations in accordance with the provisions of Executive Order 12898 and FHWA Order 6640.23a. No further EJ
Analysis is required.”

Yes No
Will the proposed action result in the relocation of people, businesses or farms? X
Is a Business Information Survey (BIS) required? X
Is a Conceptual Stage Relocation Study (CSRS) required? X
Has utility relocation coordination been initiated for this project? X
Number of relocations: Residences: 0 Businesses: 0 Farms: 0 Other: 0

If a BIS or CSRS is required, discuss the results in the remarks box.
Remarks: No Relocations
No relocations of people, businesses, or farms will take place as a result of this project.
SECTION H - HAZARDOUS MATERIALS & REGULATED SUBSTANCES
Documentation
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Red Flag Investigation X
Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (Phase | ESA)
Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment (Phase Il ESA)
Design/Specifications for Remediation required?

Indiana Department of Transportation

Decatur Route SR 3 Des. No. 1602260

No Yes/ Date

| ES Review of Investigations | | X/ March 15, 2020

Include a summary of findings for each investigation.

Remarks:

Presences, with impacts or potential impact

Based on a review of GIS and available public records, a Red Flag Investigation (RFI) was approved on
March 15,2020 by INDOT (Appendix E-1). One IDEM 303d-listed stream, UNT to Wyaloosing Creek, is
located within the project area. Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be used to avoid further degradation
to the stream.

SECTION | - PERMITS CHECKLIST

Permits (mark all that apply) Likely Required

Army Corps of Engineers (404/Section10 Permit)
Individual Permit (IP)
Nationwide Permit (NWP)
Regional General Permit (RGP) X
Pre-Construction Notification (PCN)
Other
Wetland Mitigation required
Stream Mitigation required

IDEM

Section 401 WQC X
Isolated Wetlands determination
Rule 5 X
Other

Wetland Mitigation required
Stream Mitigation required

IDNR

Construction in a Floodway
Navigable Waterway Permit
Lake Preservation Permit
Other
Mitigation Required
US Coast Guard Section 9 Bridge Permit
Others (Please discuss in the remarks box below)

Remarks:

This is page 18 of 21  Project name: Small Structure Replacement Date:  September 4, 2020

A Rule 5 Notice of Intent and erosion control plan will be necessary as more than one acre of land
disturbance is anticipated. Section 401 and Section 404 will be necessary for impacts to waterways.

Applicable recommendations provided by USFWS, INDOT, IDNR and IDEM are included in the
Environmental Commitments section of this document. If permits are found to be necessary, the conditions

of the permit will be requirements of the project and will supersede those recommendations.

It is the responsibility of the project sponsor to identify and obtain all required permits.

Form Version: June 2013

Attachment 2



Indiana Department of Transportation

County  Decatur Route  SR3 Des. No. 1602260

SECTION J- ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

The following information should be provided below: List all commitments, name of agency/organization requesting the
commitment(s), and indicating which are firm and which are for further consideration. The commitments should be numbered.
Remarks: | FIRM

1) If the scope of work or permanent or temporary right-of-way amounts change, the INDOT Environmental Services
Division (ESD) and the INDOT District Environmental Section will be contacted immediately. INDOT ESD and
INDOT Seymour District)

2) It is the responsibility of the project sponsor to notify school corporations and emergency services at least two weeks
prior to any construction that would block or limit access. (INDOT ESD)

3) General AMM 1: Ensure all operators, employees, and contractors working in areas of known or presumed bat
habitat are aware of all FHWA/FRA/FTA (Transportation Agencies) environmental commitments, including all
applicable AMMs. (USFWS)

4) Lighting AMM 1: Direct temporary lighting away from suitable habitat during the active season. (USFWS)

5) Tree Removal AMM 1: Modify all phases/aspects of the project (e.g., temporary work areas, alignments) to avoid
tree removal. (USFWS)

6) Tree Removal AMM 2: Apply time of the year restrictions (no tree clearing April 1 — September 30) for when bats
are not likely to be present, or limit tree removal to 10 or fewer trees per project at any time of the year within 100
feet of existing road/rail surface and outside of documented roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors; visual
emergence survey must be conducted with no bats observed. (USFWS)

7) Tree Removal AMM 3: Ensure tree removal is limited to that specified in project plans and ensure that contractors
understand clearing limits and how they are marked in the field (e.g., install bright colored flagging/fencing prior to
any tree clearing to ensure contractors stay within clearing limits). (USFWS)

8) Tree Removal AMM 4: Do not remove documented Indiana bat or NLEB roosts that are still suitable for roosting or
trees within 0.25 mile of roosts or document foraging habitat any time of year. (USFWS)

FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION

1) Minimize and contain within the project limits in channel disturbance and the clearing of trees and brush. (IDNR)

2) Do not work in the waterway from April 1 through June 20 without the prior written approval of the Division of Fish
and Wildlife. (INDR)

3) Do not cut any trees suitable for Indiana bat or Northern Long-eared bat roosting (greater that 3 inches dbh, living or
dead, with loose hanging bark, or with cracks, crevices, or cavities) from April 1 through September 30. (IDNR)

4) Do not excavate in the low flow area except for the placement of piers, foundations, and riprap, or removal of the
old structure. (IDNR)

5) Use minimum average 6 inch graded riprap stone extended below the normal water level to provide habitat for
aquatic organisms in the voids. (IDNR)

6) Post “Do Not Mow or Spray” signs along the right-of-way. (IDNR)

7) Appropriately designed measures for controlling erosion and sediment must be implemented to prevent sediment
from entering the stream or leaving the construction site; maintain these measures until construction is complete and
all disturbed areas are stabilized. (IDNR)

8) Seed and protect all disturbed streambanks and slopes not protected by other methods that are 3:1 or steeper with
erosion control blankets that are heavy-duty, biodegradable, and net free or that use loose-woven/Leno-woven
netting to minimize the entrapment and snaring of small-bodied wildlife such as snakes and turtles (follow
manufacturer’s recommendations for selection and installation); seed and apply mulch on all other disturbed areas.
(IDNR)

9) The physical disturbance of the stream and riparian vegetation, especially large trees overhanging any affected water
bodies should be limited to only that which is absolutely necessary to complete the project. The shade provided by
the large overhanging trees helps maintain proper stream temperatures and dissolved oxygen for aquatic life.
(IDEM)

10) Regardless of the size of your project, or which agency you work with to meet storm water requirements, IDEM
recommends that appropriate structures and techniques be utilized both during the construction phase, and after
completion of the project, to minimize the impacts associated with storm water runoff. The use of appropriate
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planning and site development and appropriate storm water quality measures are recommended to prevent soil from
leaving the construction site during active land disturbance and for post construction water quality concerns.
Information and assistance regarding storm water related to construction activities are available from the Soil and
Water Conservation District (SWCD) offices in each county or from IDEM. (IDEM)

11) Reasonable precautions must be taken to minimize fugitive dust emissions from construction and demolition
activities. For example, wetting the area with water, construction wind barriers, or treating dusty areas with chemical
stabilizers (such as calcium chloride or several other commercial products). Dirt tracked onto paved roads from
unpaved areas should be minimized. (IDEM)

12) With respect to asbestos removal: all facilities slated for renovation or demolition (except residential buildings that
have (4) four or fewer dwelling units and which will not be used for commercial purposes) must be inspected by an
Indiana-licensed asbestos inspector prior to the commencement of any renovation or demolition activities. If
regulated asbestos-containing material (RACM) that may become airborne is found, any subsequent demolition,
renovation, or asbestos removal activities must be performed in accordance with the proper notification and
emission control requirements. (IDEM)

13) In all cases where a demolition activity will occur (even if no asbestos is found), the owner or operator must still
notify IDEM 10 working days prior to the demolition, using the form found at
http://www.in.gov/icpr/webfile/formsdiv/44593.pdf. (IDEM)

14) With respect to lead-based paint removal: IDEM encourages all efforts to minimize human exposure to lead-based
paint chips and dust. IDEM is particularly concerned that young children exposed to lead can suffer from learning
disabilities. Although lead-based paint abatement efforts are not mandatory, any abatement that is conducted within
housing built before January 1, 1978, or a child-occupied facility is required to comply with all lead-based paint
work practice standards, licensing and notification requirements. For more information about lead-based paint
removal visit: http://www.in.gov/isdh/19131.htm. (IDEM)

15) Ensure that asphalt paving plants are permitted and operate properly. The use of cutback asphalt, or asphalt emulsion
containing more than seven percent (7%) oil distillate, is prohibited during the months April through October. See
326 IAC 8-5-2, Asphalt Paving Rule (http://www.ai.org/legislative /iac/T03260/A00080.PDE. (IDEM)

SECTION K- EARLY COORDINATION

Please list the date coordination was sent and all agencies that were contacted as a part of the development of this
Environmental Study. Also, include the date of their response or indicate that no response was received. INDOT and FHWA
are automatically considered early coordination participants and should only be listed if a response is received.

Remarks: | Early coordination was initiated on February 13, 2019 with applicable federal, state, and local agencies. A
copy of the outgoing early coordination letter is included in Appendix C-1 to C-3. The agencies that were
contacted and the date on which they replied are identified below.

Early Coordination Recipients Response Received Appendix

Natural Resources Conservation Service January 31, 2019 C-5
National Parks Service No Response -
Indiana Geological Survey February 11, 2019 C-7
Indiana Department of Natural Resources March 1, 2019 C-10
Indiana Department of Environmental Management February 5, 2019 C-14
Indiana Department of Environmental Management -

Groundwater Section February 1, 2019 C-18
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Louisville District No Response -
Decatur County Board of County Commissioners No Response -
Decatur County Highway Supervisor No Response -
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Categorical Exclusion Level Thresholds

PCE Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4!
Falls within “No Historic “No Adverse - “Adverse
Section 106 guidelines of Properties Effect” Effect” Or
Minor Projects PA Affected” Historic Bridge
involvement?
No construction in <300 linear > 300 linear - Individual 404
Stream Impacts waterways or water | feet of stream feet of stream Permit
bodies impacts impacts
Wetland Impacts No adverse impacts <0.1 acre - <1 acre >1 acre
to wetlands
Property < (.5 acre > 0.5 acre - -
Right-of-way’ acquisit?on for
preservation only
or none
Relocations None - - <5 >3
Threatened/Endangered “‘No Effect”, “Not “Not likely to - “Likely to Project does
Species (Species Specific likely t(')' Adyersely Adve':'rsel}.l Adversegy not fall pnder
- . Affect" (Without Affect" (With Affect Species
Programmatic for Indiana AMMs? ith h Specifi
bat & northern long eared s or wit any otuer pectiic |
AMMs required for AMMs) Programmatic
bat) S
all projects’)
Falls within “No Effect”, - - “Likely to
Threatened/Endangered guidelines of “"Not likely to Adversely
Species (Any other species) USFWS 2013 Adversely Affect”
Interim Policy Affect”
No - - - Potential®
. . disproportionately
Environmental Justice .
high and adverse
impacts
Detailed - - - Detailed
Sole Source Aquifer Assessment Not Assessment
Required
. No Substantial - - - Substantial
Floodplain
Impacts Impacts
Coastal Zone Consistency Consistent - - - Not Consistent
National Wild and Scenic Not Present - - - Present
River
New Alignment None - - - Any
Section 4(f) Impacts None - - - Any
Section 6(f) Impacts None - - - Any
Added Through Lane None - - - Any
Permanent Traffic Alteration None - - - Any
Coast Guard Permit None - - - Any
Noise Analysis Required No - - - Yes
Air Quality Analysis Required No - - - Yes’
Approval Level Concurrence by
INDOT District
¢ District Env. Supervisor Environmental or Yes Yes Yes Yes
e Env. Services Division Environmental Yes Yes
e FHWA Services Yes

!Coordinate with INDOT Environmental Services. INDOT will then coordinate with the appropriate FHWA Environmental Specialist.

2Any involvement with a bridge processed under the Historic Bridge Programmatic Agreement.
3Permanent and/or temporary right-of-way.

*AMMs = Avoidance and Mitigation Measures.
SAMMs determined by the IPAC decision key to be needed that are listed in the USFWS User’s Guide for the Range-wide Programmatic Consultation

for Indiana bat and Northern long-eared bat as “required for all projects”.

SPotential for causing a disproportionately high and adverse impact.
"Hot Spot Analysis and/or MSAT Quantitative Emission Analysis.
*Substantial public or agency controversy may require a higher-level NEPA document.

Categorical Exclusion A-1
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Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland Replacement of Small Structure #003-016-60.37

[ Freshwater Emergent Wetland SR 3 over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek
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Riverine Des. No. 1602260
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Legend

D Project Area

|| Floodway Floodplain Map
| 1% Annual Chance Flood Hazard Replacement of Small Structure #003-016-60.37

| ] 0.2 % Annual Chance Flood Hazard SR 3 over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek

Decatur County, Indiana

[ ] 0.2 % Annual Chance, Protected by Levee Des. No. 1602260
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2. View Looking West to CV 003-016-60.37

|
BEAM-LONGEST-NEFF

Photo Log December 18, 2018
Small Structure Project

SR 3 over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek
Decatur County, Indiana
Des. No. 1602260

Categorical Exclusion B-7



3. View Looking North along SR 3 at small structure

4. View Looking South along SR 3 at small structure

Photo Log December 18, 2018

= Small Structure Project
| SR 3 over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek
m Decatur County, Indiana

BEAM-LONGEST-NEFF Des. No. 1602260
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6. View Looking West (Downstream) along UNT to Wyaloosing Creek

Photo Log December 18, 2018

- Small Structure Project
O SR 3 over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek
u Decatur County, Indiana

BEAM-LONGEST-NEFF Des. No. 1602260
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8. View Looking Northwest

|
|

|
BEAM-LONGEST-NEFF

Photo Log December 18, 2018

Small Structure Project

SR 3 over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek
Decatur County, Indiana

Des. No. 1602260
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10. View Looking Southwest

|
BEAM-LONGEST-NEFF

Photo Log December 18, 2018
Small Structure Project

SR 3 over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek
Decatur County, Indiana

Des. No. 1602260
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PROJECT DESIGNATION

INDIANA DEPARTMENT TRAFFIC DATA

AAD.T. (2021) 5014 V.P.D.
AAD.T. (2041) 5381 V.P.D.
D.H.V (2041) 511 V.P.H.
DIRECTIONAL DISTRIBUTION 49.96 %
STRUCTURE TYPE SPAN AND SKEW OVER STATION TRUCKS 16.38 % AADT,
14.93 % D.H.V.
OV 003-016-60.37 PRECAST REINFORCED SINGLE SPAN @ 16'-0" UNNAMED TRIBUTARY TO ¢ STRUCTURE
CONCRETE BOX SKEW: 10° LT. WYALOOSING CREEK STA.911+68.00 "B" D E SIG N D AT A
DESIGN SPEED 55 M.P.H.
PROJECT DESIGN CRITERIA 3R (NON-FREEWAY)
FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION MINOR ARTERIAL
RURAL/URBAN RURAL
TERRAIN LEVEL
ACCESS CONTROL NONE

ROAD PLANS

SMALL STRUCTURE REPLACEMENT
ROUTE: SR 3 OVER UNNAMED TRIBUTARY TO WYALOOSING CREEK

AT: RP 60+37 h

PROJECT NO. 1602260 P.E. LT
1602260 R/W P
1602260 CONST. -

Small Structure Replacement on SR 3 over Unnamed Tributary to Wyaloosing Creek
Located 16.17 miles North of SR 7 in
Section 19, T-9-N, R-9-E, & Section 24, T-9-N, R-8-E Sand Creek Township,
Decatur County, Indiana

PROJECT LOCATION SHOWN BY  -m=-
DECATUR COUNTY

PROJECT LOCATION

Begin Project-Sta.911+20.00 "B"
End Project-Sta.912+20.00 "B"

LATITUDE: 39°13'01.65" N LONGITUDE: 85°34'30.49" W

W CO RD 800 S

SCO RD 420 W
SCORD 350W

W CO RD 800§

. > BRIDGE LENGTH: 0.000 MI.
ROADWAY LENGTH: 0.019 MI.
TOTAL LENGTH: 0.019 MI.

MAX. GRADE: 0.58 %

IRON MINE RD

HUC# 05120206030120

Mapleton Cen
n

W CO RD 950 §
WCO RD 950 §

S STATE RD 3

O RD 350 W

LOCATION MAP
SCALE: 1:24000 INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS DATED 2020
TO BE USED WITH THESE PLANS.

PLANS PREPARED BY: . BRIDGE FILE
PLANS CV 003-016-60.37
| PREPARED BY: _ BEAM, LONGEST & NEFF, LLC (317)849-5832
PHONE NUMBER DESIGNATION
. 1602260
CERTIFIED BY: DRAWING NO. SHEETS
BEAM-LONGEST-NEFF DATE T |
APPROVED
8320 CRAIG STREET | INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46250 FOR LETTING: CONTRACT PROJECT
317.849.5832 | f: 317.841.4280 | WWW.B-L-N.COM INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DATE R-40426 1602260

aallen | p:\180022 - seymour district sr 3 des 1602260\02bridge\04plans\180022- sht title sheet.dwg | br_title sheet | 8/31/2020 3:34:53 PM ||
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20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone

20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone

Safety Edge***
(30°) (Typ.)

3

Existing Ground (Typ.)

** Varies 6'-6" Shidr. 12'-0" Lane 12'-0" Lane 4'-0" Shidr. 3'-5"x*
(Min.)
2-0 See Plan and Profile for Type
~— ¢ Rdwy. & Line "B" and Location of Guardrail (Typ.)
Exist. Profile Grade
Slope 4% Slope 2% _Slope 2% X Slope 2% Slope 2% &
~Z \ ~ I
- e — — R —— \\t —————————————————————————————————— 1| 3:#
5/ Tack Coat / /}2// T~
@ i
N @\ i}
(Typ.) Subgrade Treatment Type ID Tack Coat
TYPICAL SECTION Subgrade Treatment Type ID (Typ.)
STA.909+60.00 "B" to STA.911+20.00 "B"
Scale: 3/8"=1'-0"
20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone 20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone
3'-5"k* 6'-6" Shidr. 12'-0" Lane 12'-0" Lane 4'-0" Shidr. 3'-5"**
(Min.) >'.0" (Min.)
—— @Rdwy. & Line "B" See Plan and Profile for Type
and Location of Guardrail (Typ.)
Profile Grade
Slope 4% Slope 2% Slope 2% Slope 2% Slope 2%
— 7 L

7

O 0702

Asphalt MaterialJ

\ Subgrade Treatment, Type ID

LEGEND

@ Variable-Depth Compacted Aggregate, No.53

(K) 165#/Syd QC/QA-HMA, 2, 64, Surface, 9.5 mm, on
385#/Syd QC-QA-HMA, 2, 64, Intermediate, 19 mm, on
Compacted Aggregate, No.53, Base (Variable Depth, 5" min.) on

Subgrade Treatment, Type ID

(R) 165#/Syd QC/QA-HMA, 2, 64, Surface, 9.5 mm, on
385#/Syd QC-QA-HMA, 2, 64, Intermediate, 19 mm, on

Surface Milling (up to 3.5")

(W) 165#/Syd QC/QA-HMA, 2, 64, Surface, 9.5 mm, on

Widening with HMA, Type B consisting of:
275#/Syd HMA Intermediate, Type B, on
6" Compacted Aggregate, No.53, Base on
Subgrade Treatment, Type ID

* See Cross Sections for slope.

** See Std.Dwg.No.E601-GRET-06 for Gradi
required around OS End Treatment.

*x* Safety Edge (30°) applicable to Surface and

Intermediate Layers only. Not required
sections with guardrail.

ng

for

NOTE TO REVIEWER:

pavement design is completed.

Pavement material shown above is a place holder.
Actual pavement material will be shown when the

L] for Tack Coat L1
20" Existing Ground (Typ.)
(Tvp.) TYPICAL SECTION ~ Z ,,,,,,, -
——————— STA.911+20.00 "B" TO STA.912+00.00 "B"
Scale: 3/8"=1'-0"
20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone 20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone
3'-5"k* 6'-6" Shidr. 12'-0" Lane 12'-0" Lane 4'-0" Shidr. Varies **
(Mln') 2|_O||
~— ¢ Rdwy. & Line "B"
See Plan and Profile for Type
and Location of Guardrail (Typ.)
Safety Edge***
( : )—\ , 30°) (Typ.)
Profile Grade (
Slope 4% Slope 2% Slope 2% Slope 2% Slobe 2%
7 f T~
1l %% >
o Dz \®
8 o .
1 Asphalt Material Subgrade Treatment, Type ID
for Tack Coat
L1
20" Existing Ground (Typ.) _
Typ) | BT AAL CECTTAN S~ A e T ———_
(Typ.) TYPICAL SECTION _ Z /////
——————— STA.912+00.00 "B" TO STA.912+20.00 "B"
Scale: 3/8"=1'-0" Note:
The pavement safety edge is not required in locations
of curb, guardrail, or barrier rail; however, the
Contractor has the option to construct the pavement
safety edge within these limits if they choose.
HORIZONTAL SCALE BRIDGE FILE
RECOMMENDED INDIANA AS NOTED CV 003-016-60.37
FOR APPROVAL DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION VERTICAL SCALE DESIGNATION
DESIGN ENGINEER DATE AS NOTED 1602260
DRAWING NO. SHEETS
DESIGNED: JJA DRAWN: MEN PICAL SECTIONS 3 [of | 59
. . A CONTRACT PROJECT
CHECKED: JAP CHECKED: JAP RA0426 1602260

aallen | p:\180022 - seymour district sr 3 des 1602260\02bridge\04plans\180022- sht typical sections.dwg | typical 1 | 8/31/2020 3:35:09 PM ||
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LEGEND
@ Variable-Depth Compacted Aggregate, No.53
20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone 20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone ® 165#/Syd QC/QA-HMA, 2, 64, Surface, 9.5 mm, on
385#/Syd QC-QA-HMA, 2, 64, Intermediate, 19 mm, on
_ Compacted Aggregate, No.53, Base (Variable Depth, 5" min.) on
3'-5"*x* 6'-6" Shidr. 12'-0" Lane 12'-0" Lane 4'-0" Shidr. Varies ** Subgrade Treatmentl Type ID
Min.
(Min-) 2-0" (R) 165#/Syd QC/QA-HMA, 2, 64, Surface, 9.5 mm, on
s 385#/Syd QC-QA-HMA, 2, 64, Intermediate, 19 mm, on
See Plan gnd Profile for Type ~— ¢ Rdwy. & Line "B" Surface Milling (up to 3.5")
and Location of Guardrail
| _ Safety Edge** (W) 165#/Syd QC/QA-HMA, 2, 64, Surface, 9.5 mm, on
Exist. Profile Grade (30°) Widening with HMA, Type B consisting of:
275#/Syd HMA Intermediate, Type B, on
Slope 2% Slope 2% Slope 2% 0 6" Compacted Aggregate, No.53, Base on
_Slope 4% _olope 2% = N = Slope 2% _ 7& Subgrade Treatment, Type ID
——
* I 1 e\ —_———— - _ 3.'1* * .
) \ ‘ See Cross Sections for slope.
——————— /A//AV/ M Tack Coat W \— —_—_——————— ** See Std.Dwg.No.E601-GRET-06 for Grading
11 \ : Existing Ground (Typ.) required around OS End Treatment.
11 \ @_/ EI'_F;g.)Coat *** Safety Edge (30°) applicable to Surface and
L Subgrade Treatment Type ID Intermediate Layers only.
(_Zr—O ) TYPICAL SECTION Subgrade Treatment Type ID
yp- STA.912+20.00 "B" to STA.913+65.00 "B" Shoulder Strengthening & Widening.
Scale: 3/8"=1'-0" (See Maintenance of Traffic Details for Limits.)
Existing Shoulder NOTE TO REVIEWER:
Pavement material shown above is a place holder.
Actual pavement material will be shown when the
pavement design is completed.
i i 2K X
© g
© ©
/ Saw Cut 1 1/2" 9'-Q"
= -
Pavement Limits = () ¥ @ Existing Surface —) <
o/ S O/
- 2 Geotextiles for
o : H
g < Riprap Type 1A
XXX
Project Limits Incidental Construction Limits Existing Shoulder
TYP. REVETMENT RIPRAP
DETAIL - MATCHING EXISTING ROADWAY FLAT BOTTOM DITCH (R.R.5.D.)
(REQ'D. @ EACH END OF PROJECT) Scale: 1/2"=1'-0
No Scale
9!_0"
3!_0" 3!_0" 3!_0"
7II
Edge of Pvmt. of Shidr. ’. -
o
cutace_ s | g
urface < iO\ n Sodd|ng
< m——
Intermediate . \L /
Comp. Agg. No. 53, Base
Comp. Agg. No. 53
30° SAFTY EDGE
Y TYP. SODDED FLAT BOTTOM DITCH
Scale: 1/2"=1"'-0"
Note:
The pavement safety edge is not required in locations
of curb, guardrail, or barrier rail; however, the
Contractor has the option to construct the pavement
safety edge within these limits if they choose.
HORIZONTAL SCALE BRIDGE FILE
RECOMMENDED INDIANA AS NOTED CV 003-016-60.37
FOR APPROVAL DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION VERTICAL SCALE DESIGNATION
DESIGN ENGINEER DATE AS NOTED 1602260
DRAWING NO. SHEETS
DESIGNED: JJA DRAWN: MEN PICAL SECTIONS 2 [of | 59
. . A CONTRACT PROJECT
CHECKED: JAP CHECKED: JAP RA0426 1602260

aallen | p:\180022 - seymour district sr 3 des 1602260\02bridge\04plans\180022- sht typical sections.dwg | typical 2 | 8/31/2020 3:35:09 PM ||
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Varies

36" \ 2'-0"

1I_Ol|

™

10!_0"

1I_OII

‘ L

CONSTRUCTION AREA

Lane

TRAFFIC AREA

¢ Rdwy. & Line "B" —
|

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC GENERAL NOTES

1. The Maintenance of Traffic listed here is only a recommendation
and should the Contractor desire to adopt another Method of
Maintaining Traffic during Construction, it shall be submitted to
the Engineer for Review and Approval in advance of the
Commencement of Work in the Affected Area.

2. All Construction Signs, Drums, and Barricades shall be Equipped
with Construction Warning Lights, Type A.

3. Actual construction sign location shall be determined by the
Engineer. The locations shown are approximate and may be
adjusted by the Engineer.

4. Existing Pavement Markings that conflict with the Maintenance
of Traffic Scheme shall be removed prior to construction.

5. The Contractor shall Furnish, Erect and Maintain all construction
signs and barricades as shown.

6. Maintenance of Traffic shall be in accordance with Section
104.04 and the Indiana Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices, dated, 2011, with Revision #1-#3, and the Maintaining

LEGEND

Detection Zone
Construction Zone
HMA for Temporary Pavement, Type C

HMA for Widening

165#/Syd QC?QA-HMA, 2, 64, Surface, 9.5 mm, on
Widening with HMA, Type B consisting of:
275#/Syd HMA Intermediate, Type B, on

6" Compacted Aggregate, No.53, Base on
Subgrade Treatment, Type ID

INE

|Z, Temporary Pole for Single Span
—$— Push Button
-1 Construction Sign and Supports

® Construction Drums

Temp. Traffic Barrier, Type 2 @

Profile Grade ) 7.
Varies |
: (2'-0" Min.) ‘ ‘

8. Portable Changeable Message Signs to be utilized as directed by
the Engineer.

Traffic Sequence for Individual Segments as detailed. ® Low Intensity Construction Warning Light Type A

Remove snowplowable raised pavement markers as necessary
where centerline markings are to be removed. The <

snowplowable raised pavement markers shall be replaced. c—L Portable Changeable Message Sign
—%—%- Line Removal
[ Temporary Traffic Barrier, Type 2
[T 1 1] Energy Absorbing Terminal, CZ, TL-2
—3Pp 1-Way, 3-Section (12" Red, 12" Amber, 12" Green) Signal Indication
Barricade Type III-B & Road Closure Sign Assembly

Directional Traffic

HMA for Temporary -~ 9

Pavement, Type C ~_ The Contractor to cover 55 mph Speed Limit signs located within

~ the Advanced sign Placement Plan.

ROAD TYPICAL SECTION S~ 10. Place Temporary Buzz Strips at both Approaches.

Scale: 1/4"=1'-0" ~ 11. Access to Residential Drives to be maintained at all times.

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC - PHASE 1

ITEM QUANTITY
Construction Sign, A EA
Construction Sign, B EA
Maintaining Traffic LS
Barricade, III-A LFT
Temporary Traffic Barrier, Type 2 LFT
HMA for Temporary Pavement, Type C TON
Joint Adhesive Surface LFT
Joint Adhesive Intermediate LFT
Liquid Asphalt Sealant LFT
Subgrade Treatment, Type IB SYS
Asphalt for Tack Coat TON
Portable Changeable Message Sign EA
Temporary Pavement Marking, Non-Removable, 4 In. (White) LFT
Temporary Pavement Marking, Removable, 4 In. (White) LFT
Varies . Temporary Transverse Pavement Marking, Removable, 24 In. (White) LFT
- 3-6" \_ 2-07, / 0 10'-0" 1'-0" Portable Signal LS
‘ Lane Temporary Buzz Strips LFT

Barricade Type III-B

Temporary Pavement Marking, Non-Removable, 4 in. (White)

Temporary Pavement Marking, Removable, 4 in. (Yellow)

Temporary Pavement Marking, Removable, 4 in. (Yellow)

DO®R®®E

Temporary Transverse Pavement Marking, Removable, 24 in. (White)

Type "A" Construction Signs

R11-2 Road Closed

©

TRAFFIC AREA Line, Remove LFT
Snowplowable Raised Pavement Marker, Remove EA

Road Closure Sign Assembly EA

CONSTRUCTION AREA

¢ Rdwy. & Line "B" —
Temp. Traffic Barrier,

Varies |

(2-0" Min.)

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC - TOTAL QUANTITIES

Type 2
Profille Grade
| %
- —_———= ITEM QUANTITY
Construction Sign, A EA
: Pavement, Type C T~ COT]Strl_JC_tion Sigr.m, B EA
Varies >~ Maintaining Traffic LS
Barricade, III-A LFT
Temporary Traffic Barrier, Type 2 LFT
HMA for Temporary Pavement, Type C TON
| Joint Adhesive Surface LFT
Joint Adhesive Intermediate LFT
Liquid Asphalt Sealant LFT
Subgrade Treatment, Type IB SYS
Asphalt for Tack Coat TON
Portable Changeable Message Sign EA
Temporary Pavement Marking, Non-Removable, 4 In. (White) LFT
Temporary Pavement Marking, Removable, 4 In. (White) LFT
Temporary Transverse Pavement Marking, Removable, 24 In. (White) LFT
Portable Signal LS
Temporary Buzz Strips LFT
Line, Remove LFT Notes:
Snowplowable Raised Pavement Marker, Remove EA
Road Closure Sign Assembly EA

HMA for Temporary ~

Temporary Shoring ——= >~
(Placed Lto Structure) T—\

\ Proposed Structure \ Existing Structure

Phased ——
Construction
Line

S [ 1

36'-0" Phase I Construction (Measured along Structure)

STRUCTURE TYPICAL SECTION

Scale: 1/4"=1'-0"

For Additional Maintenance of Traffic Details, see Shts.7 - 8.

HORIZONTAL SCALE
AS NOTED
VERTICAL SCALE

AS NOTED 1602260

DRAWING NO. SHEETS

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC 6 Jof| 2
PHASE I CONTRACT PROJECT

R-40426 1602260

BRIDGE FILE
CV 003-016-60.37
DESIGNATION

INDIANA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

RECOMMENDED
FOR APPROVAL

DESIGN ENGINEER DATE

DESIGNED: JAP DRAWN: NW

CHECKED: SIM CHECKED: JAP

aallen | p:\180022 - seymour district sr 3 des 1602260\02bridge\04plans\180022- sht mot.dwg | mot - sections phase i | 8/31/2020 3:35:26 PM ||
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AutoCAD SHX Text
X

AutoCAD SHX Text
X


. " 1!_ n
1|_Oll 10]_0“ 1 —O \v 2I_0l| v[l 3!_6"
Lane ‘ < ¢ Rdwy. & Line "B"
TRAFFIC AREA | CONSTRUCTION AREA
Temp. Traffic Barrier,
Type 2
|
| —Profile Grade
ROAD TYPICAL SECTION
Scale: 1/4"=1'-0"
1|_0II 10I_0|| ]_'—0"\v 2!_0" '[ - 3!_6" |
Lane =— G Rdwy. & Line "B"
TRAFFIC AREA CONSTRUCTION AREA
Temp. Traffic Barrier,
ﬁ / Type 2
Profile Grade
/ =~

Phased Construction Varies

Line - Pvm't.

~=—— Temporary Shoring
(To be removed.)

MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC - PHASE II
ITEM QUANTITY
Construction Sign, A EA
Construction Sign, B EA
Maintaining Traffic LS
Barricade, III-A LFT
Temporary Traffic Barrier, Type 2 LFT
HMA for Temporary Pavement, Type C TON
Joint Adhesive Surface LFT
Joint Adhesive Intermediate LFT
Liquid Asphalt Sealant LFT
Subgrade Treatment, Type IB SYS
Asphalt for Tack Coat TON
Portable Changeable Message Sign EA
Temporary Pavement Marking, Non-Removable, 4 In. (White) LFT
Temporary Pavement Marking, Removable, 4 In. (White) LFT
Temporary Transverse Pavement Marking, Removable, 24 In. (White) LFT
Portable Signal LS
Temporary Buzz Strips LFT
Line, Remove LFT
Snowplowable Raised Pavement Marker, Remove EA
Road Closure Sign Assembly EA

Phased Construction —=
Line - Str.

36'-0" Phase I Construction (Measured along Structure)

40'-0" Phase II Construction (Measured along Structure)

STRUCTURE TYPICAL SECTION

Scale: 1/4"=1'-0"

Notes:

For Legend & Maintenance of Traffic General Notes, see Sht.6.
For Additional Maintenance of Traffic Details, see Shts.10 - 11.

HORIZONTAL SCALE BRIDGE FILE
RECOMMENDED INDIANA AS NOTED CV 003-016-60.37
FOR APPROVAL DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION VERTICAL SCALE DESIGNATION
DESIGN ENGINEER DATE AS NOTED 1602260
DRAWING NO. SHEETS
DESIGNED: JAP DRAWN: NW MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC (o[ 2
CONTRACT PROJECT
CHECKED: SIM CHECKED: JAP PHASE II ST o

aallen | p:\180022 - seymour district sr 3 des 1602260\02bridge\04plans\180022- sht mot.dwg | mot - sections phase ii | 8/31/2020 3:35:30 PM ||
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For Section B-B, see Sht.17. DECATUR COUNTY
HORIZONTAL SCALE BRIDGE FILE
RECOMMENDED INDIANA AS NOTED CvV 003-016-60.37
FOR APPROVAL DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION VERTICAL SCALE DESIGNATION
DESIGN ENGINEER DATE AS NOTED 1602260
DRAWING NO. SHEETS
DESIGNED: JJA DRAWN: MEN GENERAL PLAN T [of | 59
. P CONTRACT PROJECT
CHECKED: CHECKED: R-A0426 1602260
Categorical Exclusion B-19

aallen | p:\180022 - seymour district sr 3 des 1602260\02bridge\04plans\180022- sht general plan.dwg | general plan 01 | 8/31/2020 3:36:26 PM ||
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1'-0" Min. Varies *34'-6" Clear Roadway Varies 1'-0" Min.
Headwall Headwall
*20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone *20'-0" Obstruction Free Zone
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*Slope 4% *Slope 2% / *Slope 2%
'] l/ — AN |
Y gLt gty L
1l 1
u (l
Varies
Match Exist. k El. El.816.28 . El.816.28 Match Exist. K _El.
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Exist. k (Typ.
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SECTION B-B
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top and sides and 4" in the bottom. All other parts to be 2" unless riage Design Specifications and a
FOOTING/WINGWALL DESIGN Alternate Cast-In-Place Wingwalls may be substituted for the Precast DEAD LOAD: Actual weight plus 35 psf (composite) for future
Bearing Resistance Factor (b) 0.45 Wingwall shown in Section C-C. wearing surface.
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DECATUR COUNTY
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

100NorttBenate Avenue Eric Holcomb, Governor

e Joe McGuinness, Commissioner
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

SAMPLE EARLY COORDINATION LETTER
January 31, 2019

Early Coordination Agency

Re: Des. Nos 1602260, Small Structure Replacement Project over Un — Named Tributary to Wyaloosing Creek on SR
3, 16.17 Miles North of SR 7, Decatur County, Indiana

Dear Early Coordination Agency:

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) intend to
proceed with a project involving the referenced small structure in south — central Decatur County, Indiana. This letter
is part of the early coordination phase of the environmental review process. As the agent for INDOT, Beam Longest
Neff (BLN) request your review of the enclosed information. Please provide a written evaluation of potential project
impacts upon those resources under your jurisdiction. Please use the referenced project number in your reply. We will
incorporate your comments into a study of the environmental impacts of the proposed project.

This project is located on SR 3, 16.17 miles north of SR 7 in south — central Decatur County, Indiana. This section of
SR 3 is a two lane Rural Principal Arterial. The existing SR 3 approach cross - section consists of two 11foot wide lanes
bordered by 1-foot wide asphalt usable shoulders. Shallow roadside ditches exists along SR 3 in the vicinity of the
structure. The existing small structure (#CV 003-016-60.37) is a 14-foot span by nine foot rise concrete slabtop culvert
under shallow fill. The culvert is 80 feet in length. The west headwall has spalling with exposed rebar. Moisture is
penetrating through the ceiling of the culvert with spalling and calcium deposits (efflorescence) present. There is scaling
with efflorescence on the ends of the slab. The approximate existing right-of-way is 12 feet wide on each side of the
centerline throughout the project area.

The proposed project includes the replacement of the existing single span flat slab structure with a new structure on the
existing alignment. It is anticipated that the new structure will be a 3-sided or 4-sided precast concrete box type bridge.
The approaches will consist of two 12-foot travel lanes with 4-foot usable shoulders. It is anticipated that the approach
reconstruction will extend approximately 200 feet to the north and south of the structure along SR 3. A 55-mph design
speed will be used for this project. Full closure of SR 3 will be required throughout construction. The established detour
would follow SR 3 to SR 7 to SR 46 to bypass the construction. A temporary runaround will not be used. The project
requires the acquisition of approximately 0.9 acre of permanent right-of-way. Proposed right-of-way widths along SR
3 would be 50 feet from centerline.

Land use in the vicinity of the project is primarily agricultural and rural residential. The UNT at SR 3 is classified as a
Riverine wetland. A Freshwater Emergent wetland is mapped south of the structure on the east bank. No floodplains
are documented in the project area; refer to the attached National Wetlands Inventory Map and Floodplain Map,
respectively. As a part of our services, BLN will prepare a Waters of the US Report (WOUSR) including wetland

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer ‘A Staze tht Werks
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determinations as appropriate. This project qualifies for application of the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
range-wide programmatic informal consultation for the federally — endangered Indiana bat and the Northern Long-
Eared bat. The USFWS will be supplied with a project information form for review separately. In addition, we will
employ Qualified Professionals (QPs) to investigate the additional right-of-way for archaeological and historic
resources for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The results of this
investigation will be forwarded to the Indiana State Historic Preservation Officer (IN SHPO) for review and
concurrence.

Should we not receive your response within 30 calendar days of the date of this letter, it will be assumed that your
agency has no comment on potential adverse effects as a result of the proposed project. However, if an extension to
the response time is necessary, a reasonable amount could be granted upon request. If you have any questions, or if
we can be of any further assistance, plea as contact either Mr. Brad Williamson, INDOT Project Manager at
bwilliamson@indot.in.gov or telephone 812-524-3971 or this office at jvlach@b-l-n.com and telephone 317-849-
5832, ext. 3031. Thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

ééeténﬁ?ﬁdl

Chief Environmental Analyst
Beam Longest Neff

Attachments:

Early Coordination Mailing List

Maps (Location, Topographic, Aerial NWI, Floodplain)
Ground-Level Photographs

GRAPHICS PROVIDED IN ECL ARE SHOWN IN APPENDIX B

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer
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EARLY COORDINATION
MAILING LIST

Mr. Robert Dirks

Federal Highway Administration

Federal Office Building, Room 254

575 North Pennsylvania Street, Room 254
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Mr. David Dye

Environmental Scoping Manager
INDOT, Seymour District

185 Agrico Lane

Seymour, IN 47274

Ms. Jill Reinhart

Acting State Conservationist

Natural Resources Conservation Service
6013 Lakeside Boulevard

Indianapolis, Indiana 46278

Mr. Nick Chevas

Regional Environmental Coordinator
Midwest Regional Office

National Park Service

601 Riverfront Drive

Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Ms. Nancy Hasenmueller, Section Head
Environmental Geology Section
Indiana Geological Survey

611 North Walnut Grove

Bloomington, Indiana 47405

Ms. Christie Stanifer, Environmental Coordinator
Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Division of Fish and Wildlife

402 West Washington St, Room W273
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2781

Mr. James Kinder

Indiana Department of Transportation, Aviation Section
Indiana Government Center North, Room N901

100 North Senate Avenue

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Mr. Rickie Clark, Public Hearings Manager
Indiana Department of Transportation
Office of Communications

100 North Senate Avenue, Room 642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Indiana Department of Environmental Management
Electronic Early Coordination website
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Mr. James Sullivan

Drinking Water Branch/Groundwater Section
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue

Indianapolis, IN 46204

Mr. Greg McKay

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Louisville District

ATTN: CERLR - RDN

P.O. Box 59

Louisville, KY 40201 — 0059

Mr. Rick Nobbe

Mr. Mark kooris

Mr. Jerome Buening

Decatur County Board of
County Commissioners

150 Court House Square

Greensburg, Indiana 47240

Mr. Mark Mohr

Decatur County Highway Supervisor
781 E. Base Road

Greensburg, Indiana 47240
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Natural Resources Conservation Service

USDA Indiana State Office

_— 6013 Lakeside Boulevard

Indianapolis, IN 46278

United States Department of Agriculture 317-290-3200
January 31, 2019

Jeffery A. Vlach

Beam, Longest and Neff, L.L.C.

100 North Senate Avenue, Room N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Dear Mr. Vlach:

The proposed project to replace the small structure that carries State Road 3 over an unnamed
tributary to Wyaloosing Creek in Decatur County, Indiana (Des. No. 1602260), as referred to in
your letter received January 31, 2019, will cause a conversion of prime farmland.

The attached packet of information is for your use competing Parts VI and VII of the AD-1006.
After completion, the federal funding agency needs to forward one copy to NRCS for our records.

If you need additional information, please contact Daniel Phillips at 317-295-5871.
Sincerely,

{ Digitally signed by JERRY
JER RY v RAYNOR

RAYNOR /' Dte201s0201141654

JERRY RAYNOR
State Conservationist

Enclosures

Helping People Help the Land.

WEORORCRORS

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

NRCS-CPA-106

(Rev. 1-91)

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Sheet 1 of

' ~Federal Agency Tnvol
1. Name of Project  pes1602260 Small Structure Replacement - Fecalgnnoy iWeNeg

2. Type of Project

6. County and State pacatyr County, Indiana

1. Dale Request Heceived by NACS | 2. Ferson Gompleting Form
1/31/19 DP

YES ¥YNO

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS)

4. Acres Irgated | Averaga Farm Size

3. Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local important farmland? 296 A
c

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form).

5. Major Crop(s) 6. Farmable Land In Government Jurisdiction 7. Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Corn Acres: 238,816 o, 95 Acres: 195,083 o 82
8. Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9. Name of Local Site Assessment System 10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
LESA 1/31/19
PART lll (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Corridor For Segment :
Corridor 1 Corridor 2 Corridor 3 Corridor 4
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services
C. Total Acres In Corridor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 0.90
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 0.00
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.001
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Gowt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 72.0
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points) 68
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor Maximum
AssessmentCriteria(Thesecriteriaare explainedin7CFR658.5(c)) | Points
1. Area in Nonurban Use 15 14
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 10
3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 19
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 10
6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 0
7. Availablility Of Farm Support Services 5 5
8. On-Farm Investments 20 19
9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 0
10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 0
TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 77 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 68
Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) 160 77 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 145 0 0 0
1. Corridor Selected: 1 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be 3. Date Of Selection: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Converted by Project:
I 0'9/4(/ Z/l///7 ves [1 o Ij/

5. Reason For Selection:

Qoops 15 Less
DTE,  [fvAcoares.

NOTE: Complete a form for each segmeyit/with fore tfi#n one Alternate Corridor

V -

OTHER, /LT mT IV

THAY 160 / yor

“Signature of Person Completing this Part:

" /A
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INDIANA
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Organization and Project Information

Project ID: 180022

Des. ID: 180022

Project Title: 1602260

Name of Organization: Beam Longest Neff
Requested by: Jeff Vlach

Environmental Assessment Report

1. Geological Hazards:
e Moderate liquefaction potential

2. Mineral Resources:
e Bedrock Resource: High Potential
e Sand and Gravel Resource: Low Potential

3. Active or abandoned mineral resources extraction sites:
e None documented in the area

*All map layers from Indiana Map (maps.indiana.edu)

DISCLAIMER:

This document was compiled by Indiana University, Indiana Geological Survey, using data believed to be accurate; however, a
degree of error is inherent in all data. This product is distributed "AS-IS" without warranties of any kind, either expressed or
implied, including but not limited to warranties of suitability to a particular purpose or use. No attempt has been made in either the
design or production of these data and document to define the limits or jurisdiction of any federal, state, or local government. The
data used to assemble this document are intended for use only at the published scale of the source data or smaller (see the
metadata links below) and are for reference purposes only. They are not to be construed as a legal document or survey
instrument. A detailed on-the-ground survey and historical analysis of a single site may differ from these data and this document.

This information was furnished by Indiana Geological Survey

Address: 420 N. Walnut St., Bloomington, IN 47404

Email: IGSEnvir@indiana.edu

Phone: 812 855-7428 Date: February 11, 2019

w Copyright © 2015 The Trustees of Indiana University, Copyright Complaints Categorigéilv?_f*&‘ﬁiscfon C-7


https://maps.indiana.edu/
https://www.iu.edu/comments/privacy.shtml
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https://www.iu.edu/copyright/index.shtml
https://www.iu.edu/
https://www.iu.edu/copyright/complaints.shtml
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https://www.iu.edu/comments/privacy.shtml
https://www.iu.edu/
https://www.iu.edu/copyright/index.shtml
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https://www.iu.edu/copyright/complaints.shtml

Metadata:

e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Seismic Earthquake Liquefaction Potential.html
e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Industrial Minerals Sand Gravel Resources.html

e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Bedrock Geology.html

"IJ Copyright © 2015 The Trustees of Indiana University, Copyright Complaints Categorigéjlvgxﬁ(ﬂiscfon C-9


https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Seismic_Earthquake_Liquefaction_Potential.html
https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Industrial_Minerals_Sand_Gravel_Resources.html
https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Bedrock_Geology.html
https://www.iu.edu/comments/privacy.shtml
https://www.iu.edu/
https://www.iu.edu/copyright/index.shtml
https://www.iu.edu/
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THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division of Fish and Wildlife

Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

DNR #: ER-21201 Request Received: January 31, 2019
Requestor: Beam, Longest and Neff, LLC
Jeffery A Vlach

8126 Castleton Road
Indianapolis, IN 46250-2007

Project: SR 3 small structure (#CV 003-016-60.37) replacement over UNT Wyaloosing Creek,
16.17 miles north of SR 7; Des #1602260
County/Site info: Decatur

The Indiana Department of Natural Resources has reviewed the above referenced
project per your request. Our agency offers the following comments for your
information and in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969,

If our agency has regulatory jurisdiction over the project, the recommendations
contained in this letter may become requirements of any permit issued. If we do not
have permitting authority, all recommendations are voluntary.

Regulatory Assessment:  This proposal will require the formal approval of our agency for construction in a
floodway pursuant to the Flood Control Act (IC 14-28-1), unless it qualifies for a bridge
exemption (see enclosure). Please include a copy of this letter with the permit
application if the project does not meet the bridge exemption criteria.

Natural Heritage Database: The Natural Heritage Program's data have been checked.
To date, no plant or animal species listed as state or federally threatened, endangered,
or rare have been reported to occur in the project vicinity.

Fish & Wildlife Comments: Avoid and minimize impacts to fish, wildlife, and botanical resources to the greatest
extent possible, and compensate for impacts. The following are recommendations that
address potential impacts identified in the proposed project area:

1) Crossing Structure:

For purposes of maintaining fish and wildlife passage through a crossing structure, the
Environmental Unit recommends bridges rather than culverts and bottomless culverts
rather than box or pipe culverts. Wide culverts are better than narrow culverts, and
culverts with shorter through lengths are better than culverts with longer through
lengths. If box or pipe culverts are used, the bottoms should be buried a minimum of 6"
(or 20% of the culvert height/pipe diameter, whichever is greater up to a maximum of 2')
below the stream bed elevation to allow a natural streambed to form within or under the
crossing structure. Crossings should: span the entire channel width (a minimum of 1.2
times the OHWM width); maintain the natural stream substrate within the structure;
have a minimum openness ratio (height x width / length) of 0.25; and have stream
depth, channel width, and water velocities during low-flow conditions that are
approximate to those in the natural stream channel.

The new, replacement, or rehabbed structure, and any bank stabilization under the
structure, should not create conditions that are less favorable for wildlife passage under
the structure compared to the current conditions. Any riprap placed at the culvert's
outlet should match the outlet/invert elevation at the upstream edge of the riprap apron.
Smaller stone and fines should be mixed in to match the existing stream substrate
particle distribution and provide impermeability of the riprap apron/substrate so the flow
does not percolate through the voids below the riprap apron's surface. The slope of the
riprap should be no steeper than 20:1 from the lip of the culvert pipe to the streambed.

Attachments: A - Bridge Exemption Criteria
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THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division of Fish and Wildlife

Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

Riprap on the inlet side should have a slope no steeper than 5:1. Natural streambed
material should be backfilled within the structure where possible as it can provide refuge
for species using the culvert. Natural bed materials such as large cobble and boulders
should be placed within the structure (anchored if necessary) to provide flow diversity
and roughness/energy dissipation.

Sump depth for a pipe or box culvert should be increased/adjusted to match the
structure's design life according to the background rate of bed degradation/downcutting
so that the culvert does not become perched long before the culvert requires
replacement. Culvert width and gradient should be appropriate for the site conditions
so that flows do not scour out material from the culvert. Stream simulation design
should be applied with any crossing structure. Additional information is available in
Publication No. FHWA-HIF-11-008, Federal Highway Administration, Culvert Design for
Aquatic Organism Passage, October 2010
(http://iwww.fhwa.dot.gov/engineering/hydraulics/pubs/11008/hif11008. pdf).

If riprap is placed within the structure to protect the footings, it should not extend from
the edge of the structure more than 3 feet on each side.

2) Bank Stabilization & Wildlife Passage:

Minimize the use of riprap and use alternative erosion protection materials whenever
possible. Riprap must not be placed in the active thalweg channel or placed in the
streambed in a manner that precludes fish or aquatic organism passage (riprap must
not be placed above the existing streambed elevation). Where riprap must be used, we
recommend placing only enough riprap to provide stream bank toe protection, such as
from the toe of the bank up to the ordinary high water mark (OHWM). The banks above
the OHWM must be restored, stabilized, and revegetated using geotextiles and a
mixture of grasses, sedges, wildflowers, shrubs, and trees native to the area and
specifically for stream bank/floodway stabilization purposes as soon as possible upon
completion.

While hard armoring alone (e.g. riprap or glacial stone) may be needed in certain
instances, soft armoring and bioengineering techniques should be considered first. In
many instances, one or more methods are necessary to increase the likelihood of
vegetation establishment. Combining vegetation with most bank stabilization methods
can provide additional bank protection and help reduce impacts upon fish and wildlife.
If hard armoring is needed, wildlife passage can be facilitated by using a
smooth-surfaced armoring material instead of riprap, such as articulated concrete block
mats, fabric-formed concrete mats, or other similar smooth-surfaced material.

Information about bioengineering techniques can be found at
hitp://www.in.gov/legislative/iac/20120404-I1R-312120154NRA.xml.pdf. Also, the
following is a USDA/NRCS document that outlines many different bioengineering
techniques for streambank stabilization: http://directives.sc.egov.usda.gov/17553.wba.

3) Riparian Habitat:

We recommend a mitigation plan be developed (and submitted with the permit
application, if required) for any unavoidable habitat impacts that will occur. The DNR's
Floodway Habitat Mitigation guidelines (and plant lists) can be found online at:
http://www.in.gov/legislative/iac/20190130-IR-312190041NRA.xml.pdf.

Impacts to non-wetland forest of one (1) acre or more should be mitigated at a minimum
2:1 ratio. If less than one acre of non-wetland forest is removed in a rural setting,
replacement should be at a 1:1 ratio based on area. Impacts to non-wetland forest
under one (1) acre in an urban setting should be mitigated by planting five trees, at least
2 inches in diameter-at-breast height (dbh), for each tree which is removed that is 10"

Attachments: A - Bridge Exemption Criteria
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State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division of Fish and Wildlife
Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

dbh or greater (5:1 mitigation based on the number of large trees). Impacts to wetland
habitat should be mitigated at the appropriate ratio according to the 1991
INDOT/IDNR/USFWS Memorandum of Understanding.

The mitigation site should be located in the floodway, downstream of the one (1) square
mile drainage area of that stream (or another stream within the 8-digit HUC, preferably
as close to the impact site as possible) and adjacent to existing forested riparian
habitat.

The additional measures listed below should be implemented to avoid, minimize, or
compensate for impacts to fish, wildlife, and botanical resources:

1. Revegetate all bare and disturbed areas in the floodway with a mixture of native
grasses, sedges, wildflowers, and also native hardwood trees and shrubs if any woody
plants are disturbed during construction as soon as possible upon completion. Do not
use any varieties of Tall Fescue or other non-native plants, including prohibited invasive
species (see 312 IAC 18-3-25).

2. Minimize and contain within the project limits inchannel disturbance and the clearing
of trees and brush.

3. Do not work in the waterway from April 1 through June 30 without the prior written
approval of the Division of Fish and Wildlife.

4. Do not cut any trees suitable for Indiana bat or Northern Long-eared bat roosting
(greater than 3 inches dbh, living or dead, with loose hanging bark, or with cracks,
crevices, or cavities) from April 1 through September 30.

5. Do not excavate in the low flow area except for the placement of piers, foundations,
and riprap, or removal of the old structure.

6. Do not construct any temporary runarounds/access bridges, causeways, cofferdams,
diversions, or pumparounds.

7. Use minimum average 6 inch graded riprap stone extended below the normal water
level to provide habitat for aquatic organisms in the voids.

8. Plant native hardwood trees along the top of the bank and right-of-way to replace the
vegetation destroyed during construction.

9. Post "Do Not Mow or Spray" signs along the right-of-way.

10. Appropriately designed measures for controlling erosion and sediment must be
implemented to prevent sediment from entering the stream or leaving the construction
site; maintain these measures until construction is complete and all disturbed areas are
stabilized.

11. Seed and protect all disturbed streambanks and slopes not protected by other
methods that are 3:1 or steeper with erosion control blankets that are heavy-duty,
biodegradable, and net free or that use loose-woven / Leno-woven netting to minimize
the entrapment and snaring of small-bodied wildlife such as snakes and turtles (follow
manufacturer's recommendations for selection and installation); seed and apply mulch
on all other disturbed areas.

Contact Staff: Christie L. Stanifer, Environ. Coordinator, Fish & Wildlife
Our agency appreciates this opportunity to be of service. Please contact the above
staff member at (317) 232-4080 if we can be of further assistance.

(/ét‘ﬂ,%a_/ %J?éz ixm/é, Date: March 1, 2019

Christie L. Stamfer
Environ. Coordinator
Division of Fish and Wildlife

Attachments: A - Bridge Exemption Criteria
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The Flood Control Act (IC 14-28-1) contains a provision (Section 22), which exempts certain bridge
projects from its permitting requirement. Specifically, the Act states:

A permit is not required for “a construction or reconstruction project on a state or county highway
bridge in a rural area that crosses a stream having an upstream drainage area of not more than fifty (50)

square miles..."

Therefore, in order for a bridge project to be exempt, it must:

be a state or county highway department project;

be a bridge;

be located in a rural area; and

cross a stream having an upstream drainage area of less than 50 square miles.

The initial criterion is very specific - the structure must be a state or county highway department project.

The second requirement mandates that the project be a bridge (for this provision, the Department of
Natural Resources considers a culvert to be a bridge). Projects such as bank protection, spoil disposal,
borrow pits, etc. are not automatically exempt. Anyone proposing to undertake a non-bridge related
activity should consult with the Division of Water's Technical Services Section staff at 317-232-4160
(or toll free at 1-877-928-3755) regarding the applicability of the exemption prior to initiating work.

The third criterion states that the project must be located in a rural area. The phrase "rural area" is
defined as an area:

- where the lowest floor elevation, including a basement, of any residential, commercial, or industrial
building impacted by the project is at least 2 feet above the 100 year flood elevation with the project in
place;

- located outside the corporate boundaries of a consolidated or an incorporated city or town; and

- located outside of the territorial authority for comprehensive planning (generally, a 2 mile planning
buffer around a city or town).

The final criterion limits the exemption to a project crossing a stream having an upstream drainage area
of less than 50 square miles. The drainage area includes all land area contributing to runoff above the
project site and is determined from the United States Geological Survey 7%z minute series quadrangle
maps. The Department of Natural Resources will determine the drainage area upon written request.

This exemption has been grossly misunderstood and liberally applied in the past. As a result, the
Department of Natural Resources is taking a firm stance on future violations. If challenged, it will be
the responsibility of the person claiming the exemption to prove to the Department that all 4 criteria
have been satisfied. Failure to do so will result in the Department initiating litigation with the potential
for the imposition of fines in amounts up to $10,000 per day.

Note: This exemption only applies to the Flood Control Act. If a bridge is to be constructed over a
navigable waterway, or over or near a public freshwater lake, a permit will be required.

Categorical Exclusion C-13
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4/ndiana Department of Environmental Management

We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment.

100 North Senate Avenue - Indlanapolls, IN 46204
(800) 451-B027 - (317) 232-8603 - www.idom.IN.gov

INDOT Beam Longest Neff
Seymour District Jeff Vlach
8320 Craig Street

100 N. Senate Avenue
IGCN, Room N 642
Indianapolls, IN 46204
Date

Indlanapolis , IN 46250

To Englneers and Consultants Proposing Roadway Construction Projects:

RE:  This project is located on SR 3, 16.17 miles north of SR 7 in south - central Decatur County, Indiana. INDOT and FHWA proposes replacement of the existing
single span structure over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek with a new concrete box bridge on the existing alignment. Road approaches will consist of two 12-foot
lanes with 4-foot shoulders, which wlll be reconstructed for 200 feet north and south of the structure. Closure of SR 3 will be required during construction.
Approximately 0.9 acre of permanent right-of-way will be acqulred.

This letter from the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) serves as a standardized response to enquiries inviting IDEM comments on roadway

construction, reconstruction, or other improvement projects within existing roadway corridors when the proposed scope of the project is beneath the threshold

requiring a formal National Environmental Policy Act-mandated Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Statement. As the letter attempts to address all
roadway-related environmental topics of potential concern, it Is possible that not every toplc addressed in the letter will be applicable to your particular roadway
project.

For additional information on specific roadway-related topics of interest, please visit the appropriate Web pages cited below, many of which provide contact

information for persons within the varlous program areas who can answer questions not fully addressed In this letter. Also please be mindful that some

environmental requirements may be subject to change and so each person intending to include a copy of this letter in thelr project documentation packet Is advised
to download the most recently revised version of the letter; found at: http://www.In.gov/idem/5283.htm (http://www.In.gov/idem/5283.htm).

To ensure that all environmentally-related Issues are adequately addressed, IDEM recommends that you read this letter In Its entlrety, and conslder each of the
following issues as you move forward with the planning of your proposed roadway construction, reconstruction, or Improvement project:

WATER AND BIOTIC QUALITY

1. Sectlon 404 of the Clean Water Act requires that you obtaln a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) before discharging dredged or fill materlals
Into any wetlands or other waters, such as rivers, lakes, streams, and ditches. Other activitles regulated include the relocatlon, channelization, widening, or
other such alteration of a stream, and the mechanlcal clearing (use of heavy construction equipment) of wetlands. Thus, as a project owner or sponsor, it is
your responsibility to ensure that no wetlands are disturbed without the proper permit. Although you may initially refer to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
National Wetland Inventory maps as a means of identifying potentlal areas of concern, please be mindful that those maps do not depict Jurisdictional wetlands
regulated by the USACE or the Department of Environmental Management. A valid jurisdictional wetlands determination can only be made by the USACE, using

the 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual.

USACE recommends that you have a consultant check to determine whether your project will abut, or lle within, a wetland area. To view a list of consultants
that have requested to be included on a list posted by the USACE on their Web site, see USACE Permits and Public Notices
(http://www.Irl.usace.army.mil/orf/default.asp) (http://www.Irl.usace.army.mil/orf /default.asp (http://www.Irl.usace.army,mil/orf/default.asp)) and then click on
“Information" from the menu an the right-hand side of that page. Their "Consultant List" is the fourth entry down on the "Information” page. Please note that
the USACE posts all consuitants that request to appear on the list, and that inclusion of any particular consultant on the list does not represent an endorsement

of that consultant by the USACE, or by IDEM.

Much of northern Indiana (Newton, Lake, Porter, LaPorte, St. joseph, Elkhart, LaGrange, Steuben, and Dekalb counties; large portions of Jasper, Starke, Marshall,
Noble, Allen, and Adams countles; and lesser portions of Benton, White, Pulaski, Kosciusko, and Wells countles) is served by the USACE District Office In Detroit
(313-226-6812). The central and southern partions of the state (large portions of Benton, White, Pulaski, Kosciosko, and Wells counties; smaller portions of
Jasper, Starke, Marshall, Noble, Allen, and Adams counties; and all other indlana countles located in north-central, central, and southern Indiana ) are served by

the USACE Louisville District Office (502-315-6733).

Additlonal Information on contacting these U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) District Offices, government agencies with Jurisdiction aver wetlands, and
other water quality issues, can be found at http://www.in.gov/idem/4396.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4396.htm). IDEM recommends that impacts to wetlands

and other water resources be avoided to the fullest extent.

2.In the event a Section 404 wetlands permit is required from the USACE, you also must obtain a Section 401 Water Quallty Certification from the IDEM Office of
Water Quality Wetlands Program. To learn more about the Wetlands Program, visit: http://www.in.gov/Idem/4384.htm (http://www.in.gov/Idem/4384,htm).

3. If the USACE determines that a wetland or other water body is Isolated and not subject to Clean Water Act regulation, it is still regulated by the state of Indiana .
A State Isolated Wetland permit from IDEM's Office of Water Quality (OWQ) is required for any actlvity that results in the discharge of dredged or fill materlals
into Isolated wetlands. To learn more about Isolated wetlands, contact the OWQ Wetlands Program at 317-233-8488.

4. tf your project will Involve over a 0.5 acre of wetland impact, stream relocatlon, aor other large-scale alteratlons to water bodles such as the creation of a dam or
a water diversion, you should seek additlonal input from the OWQ Wetlands Program staff. Consult the Web at: http://www.in.gov/idem/4384.htm
(http://www.In.gov/Idem/4384.htm) for the appropriate staff contact to further discuss your project.

5. Work within the one-hundred year floodway of a given water body is regulated by the Department of Natural Resources, Division of Water. The Division issues

permits for activities regulated under the follow statutes:
© |C 14-26-2 Lakes Preservation Act 312 IAC 11

© 1C 14-26-5 Lowering of Ten Acre Lakes Act No related code
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o |C 14-28-1 Flood Control Act 310 IAC 6-1

o 1C 14-29-1 Navigable Waterways Act 312 IAC 6

© |C 14-29-3 Sand and Gravel Permits Act 312 IAC 6

o 1C 14-29-4 Construction of Channels Act No related code

For Informatlon on these tndlana (statutory) Code and Indlana Administrative Code citations, see the DNR Web site at; http://www.in.gov/dnr/water/9451.htm
(http:/Awww.in.gov/dnr/water/9451,htm) . Contact the DNR Division of Water at 317-232-4160 for further information.

The physical disturbance of the stream and riparian vegetation, especially large trees overhanging any affected water bodles should be limited to only that
which is absolutely necessary to complete the project. The shade provided by the large overhanging trees helps maintain proper stream temperatures and

dissolved oxygen for aquatic life.
For projects involving construction activity (which includes clearing, grading, excavation and other land disturbing activities) that result in the disturbance of one
(1), or more, acres of total land area, contact the Office of Water Quality - Watershed Planning Branch (317/233-1864) regarding the need for of a Rule 5 Storm

Water Runoff Permit. Visit the followlng Web page
© http://www.in.gov/idem/4902 htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4902.htm)

o

To obtain, and operate under, a Rule 5 permit you will first need to develop a Construction Plan (http://www.in.gov/Idem/4917.htmi#constreq
(http://www.in.gov/Idem/4917 htmi#constreq)), and as described in 327 IAC 15-5-6.5 (http://www.in.gov/legislative/iac/T03270/A00150 [PDF]
(http://www.in.gov/legislative/lac/T03270/A00150.PDF), pages 16 through 19). Before you may apply for a Rule 5 Permit, or begin constructlon, you must submit
your Construction Plan to your county Soil and Water Conservation District (SWCD) (http://www.In.gov/Isda/soll/contacts/map.htm|

(http://www.in.gov/isda/soil/contacts/map.html)).

Upon receipt of the construction plan, personnel of the SWCD or the Indlana Department of Environmental Management will review the plan to determine if It
meets the requirements of 327 IAC 15-5, Plans that are deemed deficlent will require re-submittal. If the plan is sufficient you will be notified and instructed to
submit the verification to IDEM as part of the Rule 5 Notice of Intent (NOI) submittal. Once construction begins, staff of the SWCD or Indiana Department of
Environmental Management wlll perform inspections of activities at the site for compllance with the regulation.

Please be mindful that approximately 149 Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) areas are now being established by various local governmental
entlties throughout the state as part of the implementation of Phase Il federal storm water requirements. All of these MS4 areas will eventually take
responsibility for Construction Plan review, inspectlon, and enforcement, As these MS4 areas obtain program approval from IDEM, they will be added to a list of
MS4 areas posted on the IDEM Website at: http://www.in.gov/idem/4900.htm (http://www.in.gov/ldem/4900.htm),

Ifyour project is located In an IDEM-approved MS4 area, please contact the local MS4 program about meeting their storm water requirements. Once the MS4
approves the plan, the NOI can be submitted to IDEM.

Regardless of the size of your project, or which agency you work with to meet storm water requirements, IDEM recommends that approprlate structures and
techniques be utilized both during the constructlon phase, and after completion of the project, to minimize the impacts associated with storm water runoff. The
use of approprlate planning and site development and appropriate storm water quality measures are recommended to prevent soil from leaving the
construction site during active land disturbance and for post construction water quality concerns. Informatlon and assistance regarding storm water related to
construction activities are avallable from the Soil and Water Conservation District (SWCD) offices in each county or from IDEM.

7. For projects involving impacts to fish and botanical resources, contact the Department of Natural Resources - Division of Fish and Wildlife (317/232-4080) for
additlon project input.

For projects involving water maln construction, water main extenslons, and new public water supplies, contact the Office of Water Quality - Drinking Water
Branch (317-308-3299) regarding the need for permits.

4

9. For projects Involving effluent discharges to waters of the State of Indlana , contact the Office of Water Quality - Permits Branch (317-233-0468) regarding the
need for a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permilt.

10. For projects invalving the construction of wastewater facllities and sewer lines, contact the Office of Water Quallty - Permits Branch (317-232-8675) regarding
the need for permits.

AIR QUALITY

The above-noted project should be designed to minimize any impact on amblent air quality in, or near, the project area. The project must comply with all federal and
state air pollution regulations, Consideration should be glven to the following:

1. Regarding open burning, and disposing of organic debris generated by land clearing activities; some types of open burning are allowed
(http://www.in.gov/idem/4148.htm (http://www.in.gov/Idem/4148.htm)) under speclfic conditions. You also can seek an open burning variance from IDEM.

However, IDEM generally recommends that you take vegetative wastes to a registered yard waste composting facility or that the waste be chipped or shredded
with compasting on site (you must register with IDEM if more than 2,000 pounds Is to be compasted; contact 317/232-0066). The finished compost can then be
used as a muich or soil amendment. You also may bury any vegetative wastes (such as leaves, twigs, branches, limbs, tree trunks and stumps) onsite, although

burylng large quantities of such material can lead to subsidence problems, later on.

Reasonable precautions must be taken to minimize fugitive dust emissions from construction and demolition activities. For example, wetting the area with
water, constructing wind barrlers, or treating dusty areas with chemical stabilizers (such as calcium chlorlde or several other commercial products). Dirt tracked

onto paved roads from unpaved areas should be minimized.

Additionally, If construction or demolition is conducted in a wooded area where blackbirds have roosted or abandoned buildings or bullding sections in which
plgeons or bats have roosted for 3-5 years precautionary measures should be taken to avoid an outbreak of histoplasmosis. This disease Is caused by the
fungus Histoplasma capsulatum, which stems from bird or bat droppings that have accumulated in one area for 3-5 years. The spores from this fungus become
airborne when the area is disturbed and can cause Infections over an entire community downwind of the site. The area should be wetted down prior to cleanup
or demoalition of the project site. For more detalled Information on histoplasmosis prevention and control, please contact the Acute Disease Control Division of

the Indiana State Department of Heaith at (317) 233-7272.
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2.The U.5. EPA and the Surgeon General recommend that people not have long-term exposure to radon at levels above 4 pCl/L. (For a county-by-county map of
predicted radon levels in Indiana, visit: http://www.In.gov/idem/4145 htrn (http://www.in.gov/idem/4145.htm).)

The U.S. EPA further recommends that all homes (and apartments within three storles of ground level) be tested for radon. If In-home radon levels are
determined to be 4 pCi/L, or higher, EPA recommends a follow-up test, If the second test confirms that radon levels are 4 pCl/L, or higher, EPA recommends the

installation of radon-reduction measures, (For a list of qualified radon testers and radon mitigation (or reduction) specialists visit:

http://www.ln.gov/isdh/regsvcs/radhealth/pdfslradon_testers_mltlgators_IIst.pdf
(http://www.in.gov/lsdh/regsvcs/radheaIth/pdfs/radon_testers_mitigators_llst.pdf).) It also is recommended that radon reduction measures be built into all new

homes, particularly in areas like Indlana that have moderate to high predicted radon levels.

To learn more about radon, radon risks, and ways to reduce exposure vislt: http://www.In.gov/isdh/regsvcs/radhealth/radon.htm
(http://www.In.gov/isdh/regsvcs/radhealth/radon.htm), http://www.in.gov/idem/4145.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4145.htm), or
http://www.epa.gov/radon/Index.htm| (http://www.epa.gov/radon/index.htmi).

3. With respect to asbestos removal: all facilitles slated for renovation or demolition (except residentlal bulldings that have (4) four or fewer dwelling units and
which will not be used for commerclal purposes) must be inspected by an Indlana-licensed asbestos inspector prior to the commencement of any renovation or
demolition activitles. If regulated asbestos-contalning material (RACM) that may become alrborne is found, any subsequent demolition, renovation, or asbestos
removal activities must be performed in accordance with the proper notiflcation and emisslon control requirements.

If no asbestos Is found where a renovation activity will accur, or If the renovatlon involves removal of less than 260 linear feet of RACM off of pipes, less than
160 square feet of RACM off of other facility components, or less than 35 cubic feet of RACM off of all facility components, the owner or operator of the project

does not need to notify IDEM before beginning the renovation activity.
For questions on asbestos demolition and renovation activities, you can also call IDEM's Lead/Asbestos section at 1-888-574-8150.

However, in all cases where a demolition activity will occur (even If no asbestos is found), the owner or operator must still notify IDEM 10 working days prior to
the demolition, using the form found at http://www.In,gov/icpr/webfile/formsd iv/44593.pdf (http://www.In.gov/icpr/webflle/formsdiv/44593.pdf).

Anyone submitting a renovation/demolition notification form wili be billed a notification fee based upon the amount of frlable asbestos contalning material to
be removed or demolished. Projects that involve the removal of more than 2,600 linear feet of friable asbestos contalning materials on plpes, or 1,600 square
feet or 400 cublc feet of friable asbestos containing material on other facllity components, will be bllled a fee of $150 per profect; projects below these amounts

will be billed a fee of $50 per project. All notification remitters will be billed on a quarterly basis.

For more information about IDEM policy regarding asbestos removal and disposal, visit: http://www.in.gov/idem/4983.htm (http://www.in.gov/Idem/4983.htm).

4. With respect to lead-based paint removal: IDEM encourages all efforts to minimize human exposure to lead-based paint chips and dust. IDEM Is particularly
concerned that young children expased to lead can suffer from learning disabilitles. Although lead-based paint abatement efforts are not mandatory, any
abatement that Is conducted within housing built before January 1, 1978, or a child-occupled facillty Is required to comply with all lead-based paint work
practice standards, licensing and notification requirements. For more Information about lead-based paint removal vislt: http://www.In.gov/isdh/19131.htm

(http://www.in.gov/isdh/19131.htm).
5. Ensure that asphalt paving plants are permitted and operate properly. The use of cutback asphalt, or asphalt emulsion contalning mare than seven percent

(7%) oil distlillate, is prohibited during the months April through October. See 326 IAC 8-5-2, Asphalt Paving Rule
(http://www.ai.org/legislatlve/lac/T03260/A00080.PDF (http://www.al.org/legislative/iac/T03260/A00080,PDF)).

6. If your project involves the construction of a new source of alr emissions or the modification of an existing source of air emissions or air pollution control
equlpment, it will need to be reviewed by the IDEM Office of Air Quality (OAQ). A registration or permit may be required under 326 IAC 2 (View at;
www.al.org/legislative/lac/t03260/a00020.pdf (http:/iwww.ai.org/leglslative/iac/t03260/a00020.pdf).) New sources that use or emit hazardous air pollutants may
be subject to Section 112 of the Clean Air Act and corresponding state air regulations governing hazardous alr pollutants.

7. For more information on alr permits visit: http:/Aww.In.gov/idem/4223.htmn (http://www. in.gov/ldem/4223.htm), or to initiate the IDEM air permitting process,
please contact the Office of Air Quality Permit Reviewer of the Day at (317) 233-0178 or OAMPROD atdem.state.in.us.

LAND QUALITY

In order to maintain compliance with all applicable laws regarding contamination and/or proper waste disposal, IDEM recommends that:

1. if the site is found to contaln any areas used to dispose of solid or hazardous waste, you need to contact the Office of Land Quality (OLQ)at 317-308-3103.

2. All salid wastes generated by the project, or removed from the project site, need to be taken to a properly permitted solid waste processing or disposal facility.
For more information, visit http://www.in.gov/idem/4998.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4998.htm).

3. If any contaminated soils are discovered during this project, they may be subject to disposal as hazardous waste. Please contact the OLQ at 317-308-3103 to
obtaln Information on proper disposal procedures.

4. if PCBs are found at this site, please contact the Industrial Waste Section of OLQ at 317-308-3103 for information regarding management of any PCB wastes
from this site.

5. If there are any asbestos disposal Issues related to this site, please contact the industrial Waste Sectlon of OLQ at 317-308-3103 for Information regarding the
management of asbestos wastes (Asbestos remaval is addressed above, under Air Quality).

6. If the project Involves the installatlon or remaval of an underground storage tank, or involves contaminatlon from an underground storage tank, you must
contact the IDEM Underground Storage Tank program at 317/308-3039. See: http://www.in.gov/idem/4999.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4999.htm).

FINAL REMARKS

Should you need to obtain any environmental permits in assaclation with this proposed prolect, please be mindful that IC 13-15-8 requires that you notlfy all
adjoining property owners and/or accupants within ten days your submittal of each permit application, However, if you are seeking multiple permits, you can still
meet the notification requirement with a single notice If all required permit applications are submitted with the same ten day perlod.
3/4

https://portal.idem.in.gov/IDEMWebForms/roadwayletter.aspx
Categorical Exclusion C-16



2/5/2019 https://portal.idem.in.gov/IDEMWebForms/roadwayletter.aspx

Should the scope of the proposed project be expanded to the extent that a National Environmental Policy Act Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) is required, IDEM will actively participate In any early Interagency coordination review of the project.
Meanwhile, please note that this letter does not constitute a permit, license, endorsement or any other form of approval on the part of the Indiana Department of

Environmental Management regarding any project for which a copy of this letter Is used. Also note that is It the responsibility of the project englneer or consultant
using this letter to ensure that the most current draft of this document, which is located at http://www.in.gov/idem/5284.htm (http://mww.In.gov/Idem/5284.htm), Is

used.

Signature(s) of the Applicant

I acknowledge that the following proposed roadway project will be financed in part, or in whole, by public monies.

Project Description

This project Is located on SR 3, 16.17 miles north of SR 7 in south - central Decatur County, Indlana. INDOT and FHWA proposes replacement of the existing single
span structure over UNT to Wyaloosing Creek with a new concrete box bridge on the existing alignment. Road approaches will consist of two 12-foot lanes with 4-foot
shoulders, which will be reconstructed for 200 feet north and sauth of the structure, Closure of SR 3 will be required during construction. Approximately 0.9 acre of
permanent right-of-way will be acquired.

With my signature, | do hereby affirm that | have read the letter from the Indlana Department of Environment that appears directly above. In addition, | understand
that In order to complete that project in which | am interested, with a minimum of Impact to the environment, | must consider all the issues addressed In the
aforementioned letter, and further, that | must obtain any required permits.

Date: Digitally signed by Brad
B rad Williamson
Signature of the INDOT WiIIiamson Date: 2019.02.05 11:37:22
-05'00"

Project Englneer or Other Responsible Agent

" iy Seymour District
Date: 2/ 5/ / /
Signature {f the / W
For Hire Consultant /
y v
Jeff Vlach
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Indiana Department of Environmental Management

We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment.
100 N. Senate Avenue ¢ Indianapolis, IN 46204

(800) 451-6027 + (317) 232-8603 * www.idem.IN.gov

Eric J. Holcomb Bruno Pigott
Governor Commissioner

February 1, 2019

66-33

Beam Longest Neff

Attention: Jeffrey A. Vlach

8126 Castleton Road

Indianapolis, Indiana 46250 RE: Wellhead Protection Area
Proximity Determination
Des No 1602260
Small Structure Replacement
Project over Un - Named Tributary to
Wyaloosing Creek on SR 3,
16.17 Miles North of SR 7, Decatur
County, Indiana

Dear Jeffrey A. Vlach,

Upon review of the above referenced project site, it has been determined that the proposed
project area is not located within a Wellhead Protection Area. The information is accurate to the
best of our knowledge; however, there are in some cases a few factors that could impact the
accuracy of this determination. Some Wellhead Protection Area Delineations have not been
submitted, and many have not been approved by this office. In these cases we use a 3,000 foot
fixed radius buffer to make the proximity determination. To find the status of a Public Water
Supply System’s (PWSS’s) Wellhead Protection Area Delineation please visit our tracking
database at http://www.in.gov/idem/cleanwater/2456.htm and scroll to the bottom of the page.

Note: the Drinking Water Branch has launched a new self service feature which allows one to
determine wellhead proximity without submitting the application form. Use the following
instructions:

1. Go to http://idemmaps.idem.in.gov/whpa2/

2. Use the search tool located in the upper left hand corner of the application to zoom to your
site of interest by way of city, county, or address; or use the mouse to click on the site of
interest displayed on the map.

3. Once the site of interest has been located and selected, use the print tool to create a .pdf of
a wellhead protection area proximity determination response.

In the future please consider using this self service feature if it is suits your needs.

If you have any additional questions please feel free to contact me at the address above or at
(317) 233-9158 and aturnbow@idem.in.gov.
Sincerely,

Alishe. ™ fnbonr

Alisha Turnbow,
Environmental Manager
Ground Water Section
Drinking Water Branch
Office of Water Quality

Please Reduce, Reuse, Recycle
AState that Works
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Indiana Ecological Services Field Office
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121
Phone: (812) 334-4261 Fax: (812) 334-4273

http://www.fws.gov/midwest/Endangered/section7/s7process/step1.html

In Reply Refer To: January 30, 2020
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2020-SLI-0685

Event Code: 03E12000-2020-E-03103

Project Name: Des #1602260 SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The attached species list identifies any federally threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate
species that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project or may be affected by your
proposed project. The list also includes designated critical habitat if present within your proposed
project area or affected by your project. This list is provided to you as the initial step of the
consultation process required under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act, also referred to
as Section 7 Consultation.

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 requires that actions authorized, funded, or
carried out by Federal agencies not jeopardize federally threatened or endangered species or
adversely modify designated critical habitat. To fulfill this mandate, Federal agencies (or their
designated non-federal representative) must consult with the Service if they determine their
project “may affect” listed species or critical habitat.

Under 50 CFR 402.12(e) (the regulations that implement Section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act) the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally. You may verify the list by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/ at regular intervals during project planning and implementation and
completing the same process you used to receive the attached list. As an alternative, you may
contact this Ecological Services Field Office for updates.

Please use the species list provided and visit the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Region 3
Section 7 Technical Assistance website at - http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section7/
s7process/index.html. This website contains step-by-step instructions which will help you
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determine if your project will have an adverse effect on listed species and will help lead you
through the Section 7 process.

For all wind energy projects and projects that include installing towers that use guy wires or
are over 200 feet in height, please contact this field office directly for assistance, even if no
federally listed plants, animals or critical habitat are present within your proposed project or may
be affected by your proposed project.

Although no longer protected under the Endangered Species Act, be aware that bald eagles are
protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.) and Migratory
Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703 et seq), as are golden eagles. Projects affecting these species may
require measures to avoid harming eagles or may require a permit. If your project is near an
eagle nest or winter roost area, see our Eagle Permits website at http://www.fws.gov/midwest/
midwestbird/EaglePermits/index.html to help you determine if you can avoid impacting eagles or
if a permit may be necessary.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. Please include the
Consultation Tracking Number in the header of this letter with any request for consultation or
correspondence about your project that you submit to our office.

Attachment(s):

» Official Species List
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Official Species List

This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

Indiana Ecological Services Field Office
620 South Walker Street

Bloomington, IN 47403-2121

(812) 334-4261
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2020-SLI-0685

Event Code: 03E12000-2020-E-03103
Project Name: Des #1602260 SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek
Project Type: TRANSPORTATION

Project Description: The proposed project consists of the replacement of the existing culvert
(#003-016-60.37) that carries SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek. The project is
located approximately 16.17 miles North of SR 7 in Decatur County. The
subject project includes the replacement of existing single span flat slab
structure with a new structure on the present alignment. It is anticipated
that the new structure will be a 3-sided or 4-sided box type bridge. The
approaches will consist of two 12-foot through lanes with 3-foot usable
shoulders. It is anticipated that the approach reconstruction will extend
approximately 100 feet to the north and south of the structure. A 55-mph
design speed will be used for this project. It is assumed that full closure of
the roadway will be required throughout construction.

Approximately 1.35 acres of permanent right-of-way will be needed for
the project. Approximately 0.2 acres of trees will be cleared. No
permanent lighting will be installed. Construction is anticipated to begin
in November of 2021.

Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/place/39.215195981055906N85.5751639412298W
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Counties: Decatur, IN
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Indiana Ecological Services Field Office
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121
Phone: (812) 334-4261 Fax: (812) 334-4273

http://www.fws.gov/midwest/Endangered/section7/s7process/step1.html

In Reply Refer To: February 07, 2020
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2020-1-0685

Event Code: 03E12000-2020-E-03433

Project Name: Des #1602260 SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek

Subject: Concurrence verification letter for the 'Des #1602260 SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek'
project under the revised February 5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA Programmatic
Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects within the Range of the Indiana Bat
and Northern Long-eared Bat.

To whom it may concern:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has received your request to verify that the Des
#1602260 SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek (Proposed Action) may rely on the concurrence
provided in the February 5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA Programmatic Biological Opinion for
Transportation Projects within the Range of the Indiana Bat and Northern Long-eared Bat (PBO)
to satisfy requirements under Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87
Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C 1531 et seq.).

Based on the information you provided (Project Description shown below), you have determined
that the Proposed Action is within the scope and adheres to the criteria of the PBO, including the
adoption of applicable avoidance and minimization measures, and may affect, but is not likely to
adversely affect (NLAA) the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and/or the threatened
Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis).

The Service has 14 calendar days to notify the lead Federal action agency or designated non-
federal representative if we determine that the Proposed Action does not meet the criteria for a
NLAA determination under the PBO. If we do not notify the lead Federal action agency or
designated non-federal representative within that timeframe, you may proceed with the Proposed
Action under the terms of the NLAA concurrence provided in the PBO. This verification period
allows Service Field Offices to apply local knowledge to implementation of the PBO, as we may
identify a small subset of actions having impacts that were unanticipated. In such instances,
Service Field Offices may request additional information that is necessary to verify inclusion of
the proposed action under the PBO.
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For Proposed Actions that include bridge/structure removal, replacement, and/or
maintenance activities: If your initial bridge/structure assessments failed to detect Indiana bats,
but you later detect bats during construction, please submit the Post Assessment Discovery of
Bats at Bridge/Structure Form (User Guide Appendix E) to this Service Office. In these
instances, potential incidental take of Indiana bats may be exempted provided that the take is
reported to the Service.

If the Proposed Action is modified, or new information reveals that it may affect the Indiana bat
and/or Northern long-eared bat in a manner or to an extent not considered in the PBO, further
review to conclude the requirements of ESA Section 7(a)(2) may be required. If the Proposed
Action may affect any other federally-listed or proposed species, and/or any designated critical
habitat, additional consultation between the lead Federal action agency and this Service Office is
required. If the proposed action has the potential to take bald or golden eagles, additional
coordination with the Service under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act may also be
required. In either of these circumstances, please contact this Service Office.
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Project Description

The following project name and description was collected in IPaC as part of the endangered
species review process.

Name

Des #1602260 SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek

Description

The proposed project consists of the replacement of the existing culvert (#003-016-60.37)
that carries SR 3 over Wyaloosing Creek. The project is located approximately 16.17 miles
North of SR 7 in Decatur County. The subject project includes the replacement of existing
single span flat slab structure with a new structure on the present alignment. It is anticipated
that the new structure will be a 3-sided or 4-sided box type bridge. The approaches will
consist of two 12-foot through lanes with 3-foot usable shoulders. It is anticipated that the
approach reconstruction will extend approximately 100 feet to the north and south of the
structure. A 55-mph design speed will be used for this project. It is assumed that full closure
of the roadway will be required throughout construction.

Approximately 1.35 acres of permanent right-of-way will be needed for the project.

Approximately 0.2 acres of trees will be cleared. No permanent lighting will be installed.
Construction is anticipated to begin in November of 2021.
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Determination Key Result

Based on your answers provided, this project(s) may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect
the endangered Indiana bat and/or the threatened Northern long-eared bat, therefore, consultation
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service pursuant to Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species
Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) is required. However, also
based on your answers provided, this project may rely on the concurrence provided in the revised
February 5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA Programmatic Biological Opinion for Transportation
Projects within the Range of the Indiana Bat and Northern Long-eared Bat.

Qualification Interview

1. Is the project within the range of the Indiana bat!1?
[1] See Indiana bat species profile

Automatically answered

Yes

2. Is the project within the range of the Northern long-eared bat!!1?

[1] See Northern long-eared bat species profile

Automatically answered

Yes

3. Which Federal Agency is the lead for the action?
A) Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

4. Are all project activities limited to non-construction!!! activities only? (examples of non-
construction activities include: bridge/abandoned structure assessments, surveys, planning
and technical studies, property inspections, and property sales)

[1] Construction refers to activities involving ground disturbance, percussive noise, and/or lighting.

No

5. Does the project include any activities that are greater than 300 feet from existing road/
rail surfaces!'?

[1] Road surface is defined as the actively used [e.g. motorized vehicles] driving surface and shoulders [may be

pavement, gravel, etc.] and rail surface is defined as the edge of the actively used rail ballast.

No
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10.

Does the project include any activities within 0.5 miles of a known Indiana bat and/or
NLEB hibernaculum!1?

[1] For the purpose of this consultation, a hibernaculum is a site, most often a cave or mine, where bats hibernate
during the winter (see suitable habitat), but could also include bridges and structures if bats are found to be

hibernating there during the winter.

No

Is the project located within a karst area?
No

Is there any suitable!!! summer habitat for Indiana Bat or NLEB within the project action
areal?? (includes any trees suitable for maternity, roosting, foraging, or travelling habitat)

[1] See the Service’s summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.

[2] The action area is defined as all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal action and not merely
the immediate area involved in the action (50 CFR Section 402.02). Further clarification is provided by the
national consultation FAQs.

Yes

Will the project remove any suitable summer habitat!!! and/or remove/trim any existing
trees within suitable summer habitat?

[1] See the Service’s summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.
Yes

Will the project clear more than 20 acres of suitable habitat per 5-mile section of road/rail?
No
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11.

12.

13.

Have presence/probable absence (P/A) summer surveys'1?! been conducted®*! within
the suitable habitat located within your project action area?

[1] See the Service's summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.

[2] Presence/probable absence summer surveys conducted within the fall swarming/spring emergence home range
of a documented Indiana bat hibernaculum (contact local Service Field Office for appropriate distance from
hibernacula) that result in a negative finding requires additional consultation with the local Service Field Office to
determine if clearing of forested habitat is appropriate and/or if seasonal clearing restrictions are needed to avoid

and minimize potential adverse effects on fall swarming and spring emerging Indiana bats.

[3] For projects within the range of either the Indiana bat or NLEB in which suitable habitat is present, and no bat
surveys have been conducted, the transportation agency will assume presence of the appropriate species. This
assumption of presence should be based upon the presence of suitable habitat and the capability of bats to occupy
it because of their mobility.

[4] Negative presence/probable absence survey results obtained using the summer survey guidance are valid for a
minimum of two years from the completion of the survey unless new information (e.g., other nearby surveys)
suggest otherwise.

No

Does the project include activities within documented Indiana bat habitat!!1?1?

[1] Documented roosting or foraging habitat — for the purposes of this consultation, we are considering
documented habitat as that where Indiana bats and/or NLEB have actually been captured and tracked using (1)
radio telemetry to roosts; (2) radio telemetry biangulation/triangulation to estimate foraging areas; or (3) foraging
areas with repeated use documented using acoustics. Documented roosting habitat is also considered as suitable
summer habitat within 0.25 miles of documented roosts.)

[2] For the purposes of this key, we are considering documented corridors as that where Indiana bats and/or
NLEB have actually been captured and tracked to using (1) radio telemetry; or (2) treed corridors located directly
between documented roosting and foraging habitat.

No

Will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees occur within suitable but undocumented
Indiana bat roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors?

Yes
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

What time of year will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees within suitable but
undocumented Indiana bat roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors occur11?

[1] Coordinate with the local Service Field Office for appropriate dates.

B) During the inactive season

Does the project include activities within documented NLEB habitat!1121?

[1] Documented roosting or foraging habitat — for the purposes of this consultation, we are considering
documented habitat as that where Indiana bats and/or NLEB have actually been captured and tracked using (1)
radio telemetry to roosts; (2) radio telemetry biangulation/triangulation to estimate foraging areas; or (3) foraging
areas with repeated use documented using acoustics. Documented roosting habitat is also considered as suitable
summer habitat within 0.25 miles of documented roosts.)

[2] For the purposes of this key, we are considering documented corridors as that where Indiana bats and/or
NLEB have actually been captured and tracked to using (1) radio telemetry; or (2) treed corridors located directly
between documented roosting and foraging habitat.

No

Will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees occur within suitable but undocumented
NLEB roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors?

Yes

What time of year will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees within suitable but
undocumented NLEB roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors occur?

B) During the inactive season

Will any tree trimming or removal occur within 100 feet of existing road/rail surfaces?
Yes

Will the tree removal alter any documented Indiana bat or NLEB roosts and/or alter any
surrounding summer habitat within 0.25 mile of a documented roost?

No

Will any tree trimming or removal occur between 100-300 feet of existing road/rail
surfaces?

No

Are all trees that are being removed clearly demarcated?
Yes
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22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Will the removal of habitat or the removal/trimming of trees include installing new or
replacing existing permanent lighting?

No

Does the project include wetland or stream protection activities associated with
compensatory wetland mitigation?

No

Does the project include slash pile burning?
No

Does the project include any bridge removal, replacement, and/or maintenance activities
(e.g., any bridge repair, retrofit, maintenance, and/or rehabilitation work)?

Yes

Is there any suitable habitat'!! for Indiana bat or NLEB within 1,000 feet of the bridge?
(includes any trees suitable for maternity, roosting, foraging, or travelling habitat)

[1] See the Service’s current summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.
Yes

Has a bridge assessment'!! been conducted within the last 24 months!?! to determine if the
bridge is being used by bats?

[1] See User Guide Appendix D for bridge/structure assessment guidance

[2] Assessments must be completed no more than 2 years prior to conducting any work below the deck surface on
all bridges that meet the physical characteristics described in the Programmatic Consultation, regardless of
whether assessments have been conducted in the past. Due to the transitory nature of bat use, a negative result in
one year does not guarantee that bats will not use that bridge/structure in subsequent years.

Yes
SUBMITTED DOCUMENTS

» Bat Inspection.pdf https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/project/
YQZJIL7D725ADXNWTHRETRBDELM/
projectDocuments/20057746
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28. Did the bridge assessment detect any signs of Indiana bats and/or NLEBs roosting in/under
the bridge (bats, guano, etc.)!!l?

[1] If bridge assessment detects signs of any species of bats, coordination with the local FWS office is needed to
identify potential threatened or endangered bat species. Additional studies may be undertaken to try to identify

which bat species may be utilizing the bridge prior to allowing any work to proceed.

Note: There is a small chance bridge assessments for bat occupancy do not detect bats. Should a small number of
bats be observed roosting on a bridge just prior to or during construction, such that take is likely to occur or does
occur in the form of harassment, injury or death, the PBO requires the action agency to report the take. Report all
unanticipated take within 2 working days of the incident to the USFWS. Construction activities may continue

without delay provided the take is reported to the USFWS and is limited to 5 bats per project.
No

29. Will the bridge removal, replacement, and/or maintenance activities include installing new
or replacing existing permanent lighting?

No

30. Does the project include the removal, replacement, and/or maintenance of any structure
other than a bridge? (e.g., rest areas, offices, sheds, outbuildings, barns, parking garages,
etc.)

No

31. Will the project involve the use of temporary lighting during the active season?
Yes

32. Is there any suitable habitat within 1,000 feet of the location(s) where temporary lighting
will be used?

Yes

33. Will the project install new or replace existing permanent lighting?
No

34. Does the project include percussives or other activities (not including tree removal/
trimming or bridge/structure work) that will increase noise levels above existing traffic/
background levels?

No
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35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Are all project activities that are not associated with habitat removal, tree removal/
trimming, bridge and/or structure activities, temporary or permanent lighting, or use of
percussives, limited to actions that DO NOT cause any additional stressors to the bat
species?

Examples: lining roadways, unlighted signage , rail road crossing signals, signal lighting, and minor road repair

such as asphalt fill of potholes, etc.
Yes

Will the project raise the road profile above the tree canopy?
No

Are the project activities that are not associated with habitat removal, tree removal/
trimming, bridge and/or structure activities, temporary or permanent lighting, or use of
percussives consistent with a No Effect determination in this key?

Automatically answered
Yes, other project activities are limited to actions that DO NOT cause any additional
stressors to the bat species as described in the BA/BO

Is the habitat removal portion of this project consistent with a Not Likely to Adversely
Affect determination in this key?

Automatically answered

Yes, because the tree removal/trimming that occurs outside of the Indiana bat's active
season occurs greater than 0.5 miles from the nearest hibernaculum, is less than 100 feet
from the existing road/rail surface, includes clear demarcation of the trees that are to be
removed, and does not alter documented roosts and/or surrounding summer habitat within
0.25 miles of a documented roost.

Is the habitat removal portion of this project consistent with a Not Likely to Adversely
Affect determination in this key?

Automatically answered

Yes, because the tree removal/trimming that occurs outside of the NLEB's active season
occurs greater than 0.5 miles from the nearest hibernaculum, is less than 100 feet from the
existing road/rail surface, includes clear demarcation of the trees that are to be removed,
and does not alter documented roosts and/or surrounding summer habitat within 0.25
miles of a documented roost.

Is the bridge removal, replacement, or maintenance activities portion of this project
consistent with a No Effect determination in this key?

Automatically answered

Yes, because the bridge has been assessed using the criteria documented in the BA and no
signs of bats were detected
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41. General AMM 1
Will the project ensure all operators, employees, and contractors working in areas of
known or presumed bat habitat are aware of all FHWA/FRA/FTA (Transportation
Agencies) environmental commitments, including all applicable Avoidance and
Minimization Measures?

Yes

42. Tree Removal AMM 1
Can all phases/aspects of the project (e.g., temporary work areas, alignments) be modified,
to the extent practicable, to avoid tree removal'!! in excess of what is required to
implement the project safely?

Note: Tree Removal AMM 1 is a minimization measure, the full implementation of which may not always be
practicable. Projects may still be NLAA as long as Tree Removal AMMs 2, 3, and 4 are implemented and LAA as
long as Tree Removal AMMs 3, 5, 6, and 7 are implemented.

[1] The word “trees” as used in the AMMs refers to trees that are suitable habitat for each species within their
range. See the USFWS’ current summer survey guidance for our latest definitions of suitable habitat.

Yes

43. Tree Removal AMM 3
Can tree removal be limited to that specified in project plans and ensure that contractors
understand clearing limits and how they are marked in the field (e.g., install bright colored
flagging/fencing prior to any tree clearing to ensure contractors stay within clearing
limits)?

Yes

44. Tree Removal AMM 4
Can the project avoid cutting down/removal of all (1) documented"! Indiana bat or NLEB
roosts!?! (that are still suitable for roosting), (2) trees within 0.25 miles of roosts, and (3)
documented foraging habitat any time of year?

[1] The word documented means habitat where bats have actually been captured and/or tracked.

[2] Documented roosting or foraging habitat — for the purposes of this consultation, we are considering
documented habitat as that where Indiana bats and/or NLEB have actually been captured and tracked using (1)
radio telemetry to roosts; (2) radio telemetry biangulation/triangulation to estimate foraging areas; or (3) foraging
areas with repeated use documented using acoustics. Documented roosting habitat is also considered as suitable

summer habitat within 0.25 miles of documented roosts.)

Yes
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45. Lighting AMM 1
Will all temporary lighting be directed away from suitable habitat during the active
season?

Yes

Project Questionnaire

1. Have you made a No Effect determination for all other species indicated on the FWS IPaC
generated species list?

Yes

2. Have you made a May Affect determination for any other species on the FWS IPaC
generated species list?

No

3. How many acres!! of trees are proposed for removal between 0-100 feet of the existing
road/rail surface?

[1] If described as number of trees, multiply by 0.09 to convert to acreage and enter that number.

0.2

4. Please describe the proposed bridge work:

Small Structure Replacement

5. Please state the timing of all proposed bridge work:
November 2021

6. Please enter the date of the bridge assessment:
06/11/19

Avoidance And Minimization Measures (AMMSs)

This determination key result includes the committment to implement the following Avoidance
and Minimization Measures (AMMSs):

GENERAL AMM 1

Ensure all operators, employees, and contractors working in areas of known or presumed bat
habitat are aware of all FHWA/FRA/FTA (Transportation Agencies) environmental
commitments, including all applicable AMMs.
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LIGHTING AMM 1

Direct temporary lighting away from suitable habitat during the active season.

TREE REMOVAL AMM 1

Modify all phases/aspects of the project (e.g., temporary work areas, alignments) to avoid tree
removal.

TREE REMOVAL AMM 2

Apply time of year restrictions for tree removal when bats are not likely to be present, or limit
tree removal to 10 or fewer trees per project at any time of year within 100 feet of existing road/
rail surface and outside of documented roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors; visual
emergence survey must be conducted with no bats observed.

TREE REMOVAL AMM 3

Ensure tree removal is limited to that specified in project plans and ensure that contractors
understand clearing limits and how they are marked in the field (e.g., install bright colored
flagging/fencing prior to any tree clearing to ensure contractors stay within clearing limits).

TREE REMOVAL AMM 4

Do not remove documented Indiana bat or NLEB roosts that are still suitable for roosting, or
trees within 0.25 miles of roosts, or
documented foraging habitat any time of year.
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Determination Key Description: FHWA, FRA, FTA
Programmatic Consultation For Transportation Projects
Affecting NLEB Or Indiana Bat

This key was last updated in IPaC on December 02, 2019. Keys are subject to periodic revision.

This decision key is intended for projects/activities funded or authorized by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and/or Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), which may require consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) for the endangered Indiana bat
(Myotis sodalis) and the threatened Northern long-eared bat (NLEB) (Myotis septentrionalis).

This decision key should only be used to verify project applicability with the Service’s February
5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA Programmatic Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects. The
programmatic biological opinion covers limited transportation activities that may affect either bat
species, and addresses situations that are both likely and not likely to adversely affect either bat
species. This decision key will assist in identifying the effect of a specific project/activity and
applicability of the programmatic consultation. The programmatic biological opinion is not
intended to cover all types of transportation actions. Activities outside the scope of the
programmatic biological opinion, or that may affect ESA-listed species other than the Indiana bat
or NLEB, or any designated critical habitat, may require additional ESA Section 7 consultation.
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Endangered Species Act Species

There is a total of 2 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species
list because a project could affect downstream species. Note that 1 of these species should be
considered only under certain conditions.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA
Fisheries!, as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office
if you have questions.

1. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of

Commerce.
Mammals
NAME STATUS
Indiana Bat Myotis sodalis Endangered

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location is outside the critical habitat.

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5949

Species survey guidelines:
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/guideline/survey/population/1/office/31440.pdf

Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis Threatened
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
This species only needs to be considered under the following conditions:
= Incidental take of the NLEB is not prohibited here. Federal agencies may consult using the
4(d) rule streamlined process. Transportation projects may consult using the programmatic
process. See www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/index.html
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

Critical habitats

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S
JURISDICTION.
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