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 For high speed facilities , items 1-3, 5-6 & 8-12 require a Level One design exception when minimum criteria are not satisfied.
 For low speed facilities, items 1, 2(NTN only), 5 & 12 require a Level One design exception when minimum criteria are not satisfied.
A Level Two design exception is required for items not referenced in note 1 or 2 when minimum criteria are not satisfied. Include a brief explanation with the design
computations. 

**All AASHTO design criteria references AASHTO’s Guidelines for Geometric Design of Very Low-Volume Local Roads (ADT<400). 
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0.60.68
0.56

0.65
0.6

0.55
0.65
0.45

Avg = 0.62 Avg = 0.57

Avg = 0.6

Go with 0.5 traction 
coefficient.

This is equal to equation 2 in calculation.
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For high speed facilities, items 1-3, 5-6 & 8-12 require a Level One design exception when minimum criteria are not satisfied.
For low speed facilities, items 1, 2(NTN only), 5 & 12 require a Level One design exception when minimum criteria are not satisfied.
A Level Two design exception is required for items not referenced in note 1 or 2 when minimum criteria are not satisfied. Include a
brief explanation with the design computations.
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Excerpt from AASHTO's "Guidelines for Geometric Design of 
Very Low-Volume Local Roads (ADT<= 400)"
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0.60.68
0.56

0.65
0.6

0.55
0.65
0.45

Avg = 0.62 Avg = 0.57

Avg = 0.6

Go with 0.5 traction 
coefficient.

This is equal to equation 2 in calculation.
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Excerpt from the 2019 NBIS Bridge Inspection Report for Jackson 154.

Bridges that are closed are subject to less frequent 
inspection (this bridge had been on a designated 12 month 
inspection cycle.).  Additionally, closure negates the need to 
conduct the special inspections that are required for bridges 
in service to vehicular traffic. If the bridge were to re-open, 
these inspections would be resumed.
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Excerpt from the 2019 NBIS Bridge Inspection Report for Jackson 154.

Special inspections not required 
any more due to closure.

Last special inspection 
prior to closure.
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Jonathan OlsonInspector:

Inspection Date: 03/19/2019

Asset Name: 36-00154

Bridge Inspection Report
Facility Carried: CR 300S

(59) SUPERSTRUCTURE: 2 - Critical Condition (advance loss to primary structure, may close bridge)
Comments:
Heavy pack rust and advanced section loss up to 85% to connection plates at lower connections. The interior vertical member at L2
North truss is completed rusted through and failed. Upper connections and floor system are in fair to satisfactory condition. A few
retrofitted truss members.
Material:  Steel Pratt Pony Truss

(60) SUBSTRUCTURE: 5 - Fair Condition (minor section loss)
Comments:
Heavy honeycombing and scaling in concrete portion of abutments. Steel caissons performing adequately.
Material:  Steel Caisson Filled with Concrete

(61) CHANNEL/CHANNEL
PROTECTION

4 - Protect. severely undermined. sev. damage

Comments:
Heavy bank erosion upstream and downstream. Good riprap protection directly under bridge. Large debris pile upstream of bridge
blocks flow.
Material:  Riprap / Natural

(62) CULVERTS: N - Not Applicable
Comments:

LOAD RATING AND POSTING
(31) DESIGN LOAD:

(63) OPERATING RATING
METHOD:

(64) OPERATING RATING:

(70) BRIDGE POSTING

(41) STRUCTURE
OPEN/POSTED/CLOSED:

0 - Unknown

0 - Field evaluation and
documented engineering
judgment

00

0 - More than 39.9%
below legal loads (0
tons)
K - Closed

00(66) INVENTORY RATING:

(65) INVENTORY RATING METHOD: 0 - Field evaluation
and documented
engineering
judgment

(66B) INVENTORY RATING (H): 00

(66C) TONS POSTED : 00

(66D) DATE POSTED/CLOSED: 03/19/2019

APPRAISAL

(67) STRUCTURAL EVALUATION:
(68) DECK GEOMETRY:

(69) UNDERCLEARANCES,
VERTICAL & HORIZONTAL:

(36) TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURE:
36A) BRIDGE RAILINGS:

36B) TRANSITIONS:
36C) APPROACH GUARDRAIL:

36D) APPROACH GUARDRAIL
ENDS:

0
0

N

0

0
0

0

SUFFICIENCY RATING:
1STATUS:
22.0

(71) WATERWAY ADEQUACY: 2 - Frequent Flooding - Severe Delays
Comments:
Inadequate - Frequent Flooding

(72) APPROACH ROADWAY ALIGNMENT: 6 - Equal to present minimum criteria
Comments:
Bridge above approaches, curve to east

Excerpt from the 2019 NBIS Bridge Inspection Report for Jackson 154.
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03/28/2018

36-00154

CR 300 S

Excerpt from the 2018 NBIS Bridge Inspection Report for Jackson 154.

Inspections as required when bridge is open.

Page 49 of 120



Item 71 - Waterway Adequacy 1 digit 

This item appraises the waterway opening with respect to passage of flow 
through the bridge.  The following codes shall be used in evaluating 
waterway adequacy (interpolate where appropriate).  Site conditions may 
warrant somewhat higher or lower ratings than indicated by the table 
(e.g., flooding of an urban area due to a restricted bridge opening). 

Where overtopping frequency information is available, the descriptions 
given in the table for chance of overtopping mean the following: 

    Remote - greater than 100 years
    Slight - 11 to 100 years
    Occasional - 3 to 10 years
    Frequent      - less than 3 years

Adjectives describing traffic delays mean the following: 

    Insignificant -  Minor inconvenience.  Highway passable in a 
matter of hours. 

    Significant   -  Traffic delays of up to several days. 
    Severe - Long term delays to traffic with resulting

hardship.

Functional Classification
               Other 
Principal      Principal 
Arterials -    and Minor Description
Interstates,   Arterials    Minor 
Freeways, or   and Major    Collectors, 
Expressways Collectors Locals Code

N N N Bridge not over a waterway. 

9 9 9 Bridge deck and roadway approaches 
above flood water elevations (high 
water).  Chance of overtopping is 
remote.

8 8 8 Bridge deck above roadway
approaches.  Slight chance of
overtopping roadway approaches. 

6 6 7 Slight chance of overtopping 
bridge deck and roadway 
approaches.

4 5 6 Bridge deck above roadway
approaches.  Occasional 
overtopping of roadway approaches 
with insignificant traffic delays. 

(codes continued on the next page) 

56

Excerpt from the FHWA Coding Guide
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Item 71 - Waterway Adequacy (cont'd) 

Functional Classification
               Other 
Principal      Principal 
Arterials -    and Minor Description
Interstates,   Arterials    Minor 
Freeways, or   and Major    Collectors, 
Expressways Collectors Locals Code

3 4 5 Bridge deck above roadway
 approaches.  Occasional 
overtopping of roadway approaches 
with significant traffic delays. 

2 3 4 Occasional overtopping of bridge
 deck and roadway approaches with 
  significant traffic delays. 

2 2 3 Frequent overtopping of bridge 
deck and roadway approaches with
 significant traffic delays. 

2 2 2  Occasional or frequent overtopping 
of bridge deck and roadway 
approaches with severe traffic 
delays.

0 0 0 Bridge closed. 

Item 72 - Approach Roadway Alignment 1 digit 

Code the rating based on the adequacy of the approach roadway alignment.
This item identifies those bridges which do not function properly or 
adequately due to the alignment of the approaches.  It is not intended 
that the approach roadway alignment be compared to current standards but 
rather to the existing highway alignment.  This concept differs from other 
appraisal evaluations.  The establishment of set criteria to be used at 
all bridge sites is not appropriate for this item.  The basic criteria is 
how the alignment of the roadway approaches to the bridge relate to the 
general highway alignment for the section of highway the bridge is on. 

The individual structure shall be rated in accordance with the general 
appraisal rating guide described on page 453 in lieu of specific design 
values.  The approach roadway alignment will be rated intolerable (a code 
of 3 or less) only if the horizontal or vertical curvature requires a 
substantial reduction in the vehicle operating speed from that on the 
highway section.  A very minor speed reduction will be rated a 6, and when 
a speed reduction is not required, the appraisal code will be an 8.
Additional codes may be selected between these general values. 

57

Excerpt from the FHWA Coding Guide
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From: Miller, Shaun (INDOT)
To: Diane Hunter
Cc: Sam Snell; Candace Hudziak; Kennedy, Mary; Carmany-George, Karstin (FHWA)
Subject: FW: FHWA Project: Des. No. 1703020; HBAA Addendum; Jackson County Bridge 154 over Rider Ditch Bridge Project, Washington Township,

Jackson County, Indiana.
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 2:57:57 PM
Attachments: JacksonCoBridge154_Des1703020_revHBAADL_ 2021-07-13.pdf

External Message:  This message originated outside of Metric Environmental.
Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Des. No.: 1703020 
Project Description: Jackson County Bridge 154 over Rider Ditch Bridge Project, Washington Township, Jackson
County, Indiana (DHPA 24684).

Jackson County, with funding from the Federal Highway Administration and administrative oversight from the Indiana
Department of Transportation, proposes to proceed with the Jackson County Bridge 154 over Rider Ditch project; Des.
No. 1703020, Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana. The Section 106 Early Coordination Letter for this project
was originally distributed on November 12, 2019.

As part of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, a Historic Bridge Alternatives Analysis Addendum has
been prepared and is ready for review and comment by consulting parties.

Please review this documentation located in IN SCOPE at http://erms.indot.in.gov/Section106Documents/ (the Des. No.
is the most efficient search term, once in IN SCOPE), and respond with any comments that you may have. If a hard copy
of the materials is needed, please respond to this email with your request within seven (7) days.

Consulting parties have thirty (30) calendar days from receipt of this information to review and provide comment.  Tribal
contacts may contact Shaun Miller at smiller@indot.in.gov or 317-416-0876 or Kari Carmany-George at FHWA at
k.carmanygeorge@dot.gov or 317-226-5629.

Thank you in advance for your input,

Shaun Miller
INDOT, Cultural Resources Office
Archaeology Team Lead
(317)416-0876



Eric Holcomb, Governor 
Daniel W. Bortner, Director

The DNR mission: Protect, enhance, preserve and wisely use natural, 
cultural and recreational resources for the benefit of Indiana’s citizens 
through professional leadership, management and education. 

www.IN.gov/DNR 
An Equal Opportunity Employer 

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology ∙ 402 W. Washington Street, W274 ∙ Indianapolis, IN  46204-2739
Phone 317-232-1646 ∙ Fax 317-232-0693 ∙ dhpa@dnr.IN.gov ∙ 

July 26, 2021

Samuel P. Snell
Metric Environmental, LLC
6971 Hillsdale Court
Indianapolis, Indiana 46250

Federal Agency:  Indiana Department of Transportation (“INDOT”),
on behalf of Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division (“FHWA”)

Re: Historic bridge alternatives analysis addendum for the Jackson County Bridge 154 
carrying CR 300S over Rider Ditch Bridge project in Washington Township, Jackson 
County, Indiana (Des. No. 1703020; DHPA No. 24684)

Dear Mr. Snell:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108), implementing 
regulations at 36 C.F.R. Part 800, the “Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the Indiana 
Department of Transportation, the Indiana State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation Regarding the Management and Preservation of Indiana’s Historic Bridges” (“Indiana Historic Bridges PA”), and 
the “Programmatic Agreement (PA) Among the Federal Highway Administration, the Indiana Department of Transportation, 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and the Indiana State Historic Preservation Officer Regarding the 
Implementation of the Federal Aid Highway Program In the State of Indiana,” the staff of the Indiana State Historic 
Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO”) has reviewed your July 13, 2021, submission, which included the historic bridge 
alternatives analysis addendum (“HBAA Addendum”), received by our office the same day.

As previously indicated, the Jackson County Bridge 154 is the only above-ground property within the project’s area of potential 
effects that is eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (“NRHP”). The c. 1910 steel Pratt pony truss is 
designated a Non-Select Bridge in the Indiana Historic Bridge Inventory.

Thank you for providing updated information regarding modifications to the proposed project. We note that these changes 
include widening the proposed replacement structure to a 24-foot clear roadway, adding channel protection along Rider Ditch 
embankments, providing a larger 50-foot middle span length to reduce debris collection under normal flow, and adjusting the 
horizontal alignment of the bridge to correct the angle point east of the bridge. 

Given these modifications and the calculations made for the alternatives and the standards pursuant to the Indiana Design 
Manual, we still agree that Alternative E, Relocation of Existing Bridge and New Bridge on Current Alignment is both feasible 
and prudent as long as a responsible party steps forward to claim ownership of the bridge. If no such party takes action, then 
Alternative F, Replacement is the next preliminary preferred alternative as it is also both feasible and prudent.

If no responsible party steps forward to fund the relocation of this bridge, we understand that demolition of the bridge will
occur. As a result, pursuant to the Indiana Historic Bridges PA, we request that this bridge be documented according to the 
“Indiana DNR – Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology Minimum Architectural Documentation Standards.” 
Specifically, we request digital, color photographs, a photo log that corresponds to the photographs, a photo key, and an 
overview thumbnail sheet. Any additional drawings or historic bridge plans will be accepted. Please ensure that the photographs 
provide overviews of the resource from all directions, as well as any character-defining features. Please submit a draft copy of 



Samuel P. Snell
July 26, 2021
Page 2

this documentation on CD, flash drive, or any other approved storage device for our review and approval. Upon approval, this 
documentation should be provided to a public or not-for-profit organization that is willing to accept a copy of this 
documentation and make it available to the public. Please inform us which local or not-for-profit organization is willing to 
accept this documentation. 

As previously indicated, in terms of archaeological resources, based upon the submitted information and the documentation 
available to the staff of the Indiana SHPO, we have not identified any currently known archaeological resources listed in or 
eligible for inclusion in the NRHP within the proposed project area and we concur with the opinion of the archaeologist that 
no further archaeological investigations appear necessary at the proposed project area. 

If any prehistoric or historic archaeological artifacts or human remains are uncovered during construction, demolition, or 
earthmoving activities, state law (Indiana Code 14-21-1-27 and -29) requires that the discovery be reported to the Indiana 
SHPO within two (2) business days.  In that event, please call (317) 232-1646.  Be advised that adherence to Indiana Code 14-
21-1-27 and -29 does not obviate the need to adhere to applicable federal statutes and regulations, including but not limited to
36 C.F.R. Part 800.

The archaeological reviewer for this project on the Indiana SHPO staff is Wade Tharp, and the structures reviewer is Danielle 
Kauffmann.  However, if you have questions about our comments or about the review process, please contact initially the 
INDOT Cultural Resources Office staff members assigned to this project.

In all future correspondence regarding the Jackson County Bridge 154 carrying CR 300S over Rider Ditch Bridge project in 
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana (Des. No. 1703020), please refer to DHPA No. 24684.

Very truly yours,

Beth K. McCord
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

BKM:DMK:dmk

emc: Erica Tait, FHWA
Anuradha Kumar, INDOT
Shaun Miller, INDOT
Susan Branigin, INDOT
Mary Kennedy, INDOT
Samuel P. Snell, Metric Environmental, LLC
Danielle Kauffmann, DNR-DHPA
Wade Tharp, DNR-DHPA

y y y ,

Beth K. McCord
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Red Flag Investigation - Site Map
E. C.R. 300 S. over Rider Ditch

Des. No. 1703020, Bridge Project
Jackson County, Indiana

CROTHERSVILLE QUADRANGLE
INDIANA
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for accuracy or other purposes.

Sources:
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Des. No. 1703020, Bridge Project
Jackson County, Indiana

This map is intended to serve as an aid in graphic 
representation only. This information is not warranted 
for accuracy or other purposes.

Sources:
Non Orthophotography 
Data - Obtained from the State of Indiana Geographical
 Information Office Library
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Red Flag Investigation - Water Resources
E. C.R. 300 S. over Rider Ditch

Des. No. 1703020, Bridge Project
Jackson County, Indiana
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WATERS DETERMINATION REPORT 
EAST C.R. 300 S OVER RIDER DITCH 

BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 
 DES. NO. 1703020 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP, JACKSON COUNTY, INDIANA 

Prepared for: 
Janssen & Spanns Engineering, Inc.

November 20, 2020 

Metric Environmental, LLC 

Complex Environment. Creative Solutions. 
6971 Hillsdale Court 

Indianapolis, IN  46256 
Telephone:  317.207.4286 

www.metricenv.com 



East C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch 
Bridge Project 
Des. No. 1703020 
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana 
Metric Project No. 19-0011 

Page 1 of 7

WATERS OF THE U.S. DETERMINATION REPORT 
East C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch 

Bridge Project 
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana 

Des. No. 1703020 
Prepared By: Zachary Root and Emma Winkeljohn, Metric Environmental, LLC     

November 20, 2020 

Date of Waters Field Investigation:  May 27 and October 29, 2020 

Location: 
Section 28 and 33; Township 6 North; Range 6 East 
Crothersville, IN 7.5 minute USGS Topographic Quadrangles (Exhibit 2) 
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana 
12-Digit HUC Watershed: 051202070706
Latitude:  38.8373299 Longitude: -85.866143

FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 
One mapped floodplain is located within the project study limits (PSL). This floodplain was 
identified as Zone A, an area subject to inundation by the 1 percent annual chance of flood. This 
floodplain was associated with Vernon Fork Muscatatuck River. An Indiana DNR Approximate 
Floodway was also present within this PSL. This floodway was also associated with Vernon Fork 
White River. The FIRM and DNR Floodway maps for this area are provided as Exhibit 3. 

National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Information: 
One mapped NWI polygon is located within the PSL, listed in the table below. This feature was 
identified as Rider Ditch. The NWI map is provided as Exhibit 4. 

Table 1: NWI Summary Table 

Symbol Wetland Type Location 
Within PSL Corresponding Features 

R2UBFx Riverine, Lower Perennial, Unconsolidated 
Bottom, Semipermanently Flooded Southeast corner Rider Ditch, Wetland A 

Karst Feature Information: 
No mapped karst features were found within 0.5 mi. of the PSL during the desktop review. 



East C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch 
Bridge Project 
Des. No. 1703020 
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana 
Metric Project No. 19-0011 

Page 2 of 7

USGS National Hydrography Dataset (NHD) Information: 
One mapped NHD flowline is located within the PSL, listed in the table below. The NHD map is 
provided in Exhibit 3. 

Table 2: NHD Summary Table 

Corresponding 
Feature 

NHD Flowline 
Classification Photo Nos. USGS Blue-line 

Rider Ditch Stream/River 11-25, 40 Yes 

Soils: 
According to the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Soil Survey Geographic 
(SSURGO) Database for Jackson County, Indiana, the PSL contained three mapped soil units, listed
in the table below. The NRCS soil survey map is provided as Exhibit 4.  

Table 3: NRCS Soil Survey Summary Table 

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Hydric Rating (%) 

BgeAH Birds silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes, frequently 
flooded, brief duration Hydric (90) 

StdAH Stendal silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, 
frequently flooded, brief duration Not Hydric (2) 

WaaAH Wakeland silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, 
frequently flooded, brief duration Hydric (10) 

Attached Documents: 
Maps of the project area (Exhibits 1-5) 
Photo Location Map (Exhibit 6) 
Site Photographs 
Wetland Determination Data Form(s) 
Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination Form 

Project Description: 
Jackson County Bridge No. 36-00154 carries East C.R. 300 South over Rider Ditch, 0.82 mile East 
of CR 840 East in Jackson County, IN.  The bridge is a single-span, steel pony truss determined 
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The March 19, 2019 bridge 
inspection report indicates that the bridge was closed on March 19, 2019 due to advanced section 
loss up to 85% and severed member. The current proposed project would be to replace the 
existing bridge. The existing truss bridge would be removed and relocated if a party comes 
forward to finance the bridge relocation or will be demolished in place. The new bridge would be 



East C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch 
Bridge Project 
Des. No. 1703020 
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana 
Metric Project No. 19-0011 
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a continuous three-span reinforced concrete slab bridge on the same alignment. Tree removal 
and scour protection will likely be required. It is anticipated that less than 0.5 acre of additional 
right-of-way will be required for this project. The amount of right-of-way will be defined as the 
design process advances. 

Field Reconnaissance: 
The wetland determination field visit was conducted on May 27 by Amy Smith and Emma 
Winkeljohn of Metric Environmental, LLC (Metric) and on October 29, 2020 by Zachary Root of 
Metric. The second field visit was to investigate additional area. The PSL consists of the area that 
has the potential to be impacted, based on the provided design scenario.  This area was evaluated 
for the presence of wetlands and Waters of the United States. This investigation was conducted 
in accordance with the 1987 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Wetland Delineation Manual 
and the August 2010 Midwest Regional Supplement (version 2.0) Manual. 

A Location Map showing the project location is provided as Exhibit 1. The proposed project is 
located in the southeast quadrant of Jackson County, Indiana, on County Road 300 South
approximately .82 mi. east of County Road 840 East. The PSL extended along County Road 300 
for approximately 400 ft., 65 ft. from the centerline of County Road 300 and the structure. An 
aerial map of sampling points and water features is provided as Exhibit 5.  A photo location map 
is provided as Exhibit 6 and site photographs are attached. 

The site was investigated for evidence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland 
hydrology to determine if the project impacts wetlands and other Waters of U.S. The sampling 
point (SP) locations were chosen in possible wetland areas within the PSL. The upland areas 
consisted of shrub and old field. Upland areas where sampling points were not taken, were 
investigated and determined to be upland due to upward sloping topography and/or presence 
of dominant upland vegetation. Dominant upland species observed within these upland areas 
included red fescue (Festuca rubra, FACU) in the western portion of the PSL and red clover 
(Trifolium pratense, FACU). Two sampling points were taken and are identified as SP-A1 and SP-
A2. The sampling points, recorded on the USACE Wetland Determination Data Forms and shown 
on Exhibit 5, provided the following information: 

Table 4: Sampling Plot Data Summary Table 

Plot # Photo 
#s Lat/Long Hydrophytic 

Vegetation 
Hydric 
Soils 

Wetland 
Hydrology 

Within 
Wetland 

SP-A1 4-7 38.83723 
-85.865922 Yes Yes Yes Yes, 

Wetland A 

SP-A2 8-10 38.837274 
-85.86598 Yes No No No 
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Streams: 
One stream, Rider Ditch, was observed within the PSL during the field reconnaissance. 
Descriptions of the stream is provided below. 

Table 5: Stream Summary Table 

Stream 
Name Photos Lat/Long 

OHWM 
Width 

OHWM 
Depth USGS Blue-

line 

Functional 
Riffles 
Pools 

Quality 

Likely 
Water 
of the 
U.S. 

Dominant 
Substrate 

Potential 
Stream 
Impact 

ft. ft. ft. 

Rider 
Ditch 11-25 38.8373, 

-85.8661 43.1 5.0 Yes 
(Perennial) 

Riffles & 
Pools Average Yes Silt, 

Hardpan 168 

Rider Ditch (168 LFT) 
Rider Ditch flows from north to south and is approximately 168 linear feet (LFT) (0.166 ac.) long 
within the PSL. Rider Ditch flows south into the Muscatatuck River, which flows east into the East 
Fork White River, a Section 10 TNW.  Therefore, Rider Ditch should be considered a jurisdictional 
Water of the U.S. Rider Ditch is associated with a solid blue line on the USGS topographic map, 
indicating it is likely perennial. Rider Ditch was associated with a mapped Riverine, Lower 
Perennial, Unconsolidated Bottom, Semipermanently Flooded (R2UBFx) NWI polygon. The 
ordinary high water mark (OHWM) was 43.1 ft. wide and 5 ft. deep both upstream and 
downstream of the main structure within the project study limits. Measurements of the OHWM 
were taken outside the influence of the structure. Measurement of the OHWM depth is derived 
from USGS Stream Gauge 03366500 on May 27, 2020.  The dominant stream substrate was silt, 
andfunctional riffles and pools were observed within the stream. Small amounts of instream 
cover were observed which included woody debris, rootwads, and boulders. No sinuosity and a 
moderate current velocity were observed. Streambanks exhibited minor erosion and the 
floodplain was composed of deciduous forest in the southeast quadrant of the PSL and oldfield 
in remaining three quadrants around the stream. Snakes were observed within the stream during 
the field reconnaissance, including a midland banded watersnake (Nerodia sipedon pleuralis) and 
a black rat snake (Pantherophis obsoletus). Vegetation observed along the streambanks included 
bitternut hickory (Carya cordiformis, FACU) and stinging nettle (Urtica dioica, FACW). According 
to USGS Indiana StreamStats, the drainage area upstream of Rider Ditch at the PSL is 2.757 square 
miles. Qualities of the stream listed above contribute to Rider Ditch being classified as average 
quality. 

Wetlands:  
One wetland was observed within the PSL. Descriptions of the wetland and corresponding 
sampling points are provided below. 
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Table 6: Wetland Summary Table 

Wetland
Name Photo #s Lat/Long Cowardin 

Class 

Total Area 
Quality 

Likely 
Water 
of the 
U.S.?

ac. 

Wetland 
A 5-7, 35 38.837245, 

-85.865846 PFO1A 0.122 Average Yes 

Wetland A (0.122 ac.) – PFO1A 
Wetland A was classified as a Palustrine, Forested, Broad-Leaved Deciduous, Temporarily 
Flooded (PFO1A) wetland. The wetland is located adjacent to Rider Ditch, within its floodplain
south of C.R. 300 S. Approximately 0.122 ac. of Wetland A was contained within the PSL and the 
wetland continued south east beyond the PSL. The boundaries of Wetland A were delineated by 
lack of wetland vegetation and increased elevation. Due to its location within a floodplain,
Wetland A likely receives flood waters on a consistent basis during rain events. Based on 
topography, it can be deduced that water drains southwest in Rider Ditch, which flows into the 
Muscatatuck River, which flows into the East Fork White River, a Section 10 Traditional Navigable 
Water (TNW). Therefore, Wetland A should be considered a jurisdictional Water of the U.S. The 
wetland was associated with a Palustrine, Forested,  Broad-leaved Deciduous, Temporarily 
Flooded NWI polygon and was formed within the StdAH mapped soil unit, which is listed as 2 
percent hydric. The wetland is located adjacent to Country Road 300 S and private oldfield and 
likely receives run-off from various agrochemicals. The wetland was forested and exhibited 
decent plant diversity. These factors contribute to the conclusion the wetland can support an 
average amount of wildlife or aquatic habitat, and therefore should be considered to be of 
average quality. 

Sampling Point A1 (SP-A1) – Wetland A
SP-A1 was located on the eastern bank of Rider Ditch, south of C.R. 300 S. The dominant 
vegetation at this sampling point was bitternut hickory (Carya cordiformis, FACU) and American 
beech (Fagus grandifolia, FACU) in the tree stratum, boxelder maple (Acer negundo, FAC) and 
common pawpaw (Asmina triloba, FAC) in the sapling/shrub stratum, stinging nettle (Urtica 
dioica, FACW) in the herb stratum, and common greenbrier (Smilax rotundifolia, FAC) in the 
woody vine stratum. This passed the hydrophytic vegetation indicators of dominance test (67 
percent) and prevalence index (2.79). To a depth of 20 inches (in.), the soils in the test pit were a 
silty clay loam. From 0 to 6 in., the soil in the test pit exhibited a matrix color of 10YR 3/2 (95 
percent) with 10YR 7/8 (5 percent) prominent redox concentrations in the matrix. From 6 to 13 
in., the soil exhibited a matrix color 10YR 5/4 (95 perc-ent) with 7.5YR 5/6 (5 percent) distinct 
redox concentrations in the matrix. From 13 to 20 in., the soil exhibited a matrix color of 10YR 
6/2 (80 percent) with 10YR 6/8 (20 percent) prominent redox concentrations in the matrix. This 
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met the hydric soil indicator of redox dark surface (F6). Indicators of wetland hydrology observed 
included drift deposits (B3) and geomorphic position (D2). Since all three required wetland 
criteria were met, this area qualified as a wetland.  

Sampling Point A2 (SP-A2) – Wetland A upland 
SP-A2 was located on a hillslope northwest of Wetland A. The dominant vegetation at this 
sampling point was bitternut hickory (Carya cordiformis, FACU) in the tree stratum, common 
pawpaw (Asmina triloba, FAC) and silver maple (Acer saccharinum, FACW) in the sapling and 
shrub stratum, yellow wingstem (Verbesina alternifolia, FACW) and creeping jenny (Lsimachia
nummularia, FACW) in the herb stratum, and poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans, FACW) in the 
woody vine stratum. This passes the dominance test (67 percent) and the prevelance index test 
(2.85). The soil in the test pit was a silty clay loam to a depth of 20 in. From 0 to 10 in., the soil 
exhibited a matrix color of 10YR 4/3 (70 percent) with 10YR 5/3 (30 percent) faint redox 
concentrations in the matrix, as well as some gravel. From 10 to 20 in. the soil exhibited a matrix 
color of 10YR 4/2 (98 percent) with 7.5YR 5/8 (2 percent) prominent redox concentration in the 
matrix. This did not meet any hydric soil indicators. No indicators of wetland hydrology were 
observed. Since only one of the three required wetland criteria were met, this area did not qualify 
as a wetland. 

Conclusion: 
One PFO1A wetland, totaling 0.122 ac., and one stream, totaling 168 LFT, were identified within 
the PSL during the field reconnaissance. These waterways are likely Waters of the U.S. Every 
effort should be taken to avoid and minimize impacts to the waterway and wetlands. If impacts 
are necessary, then mitigation may be required. The INDOT Environmental Services Division 
should be contacted immediately if impacts will occur. The final determination of jurisdictional 
waters is ultimately made by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. This report is our best judgment 
based on the guidelines set forth by the Corps. 
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Exhibit 2A - USGS Topographic Map - Small Scale
Crothersville, IN 7.5 minute Quadrangle
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Exhibit 2B - USGS Topographic Map - Large Scale
Crothersville, IN 7.5 minute Quadrangle
East County Road 300 S Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
Washington Township, Jackson County, IN
Des. No. 1703020
Metric Project No.19-0011
Map Date: 06/08/2020
Map Author: Emma Winkeljohn
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Symbol Map Unit Name Hydric Rating
BgeAH Birds silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes, frequently flooded, brief duration Hydric (90%)
WaaAH Wakeland silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, frequently flooded, brief duration Hydric (10%)
StdAH Stendal silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, frequently flooded, brief duration Hydric (2%)



&<

&<

Indiana Office of Information Technology, Indiana University Spatial Data
Portal, UITS, Woolpert Inc.,

± 0 50 10025
Feet

Project Study Limits (PSL)
&< Sampling Point (SP)

Delineated Wetland Extends Outside PSL
Stream

Exhibit 5 - Waters Delineation Map
East County Rd. 300 S. Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
Washington Township, Jackson County, IN
Des. No.1703020
Metric Project No. 19-0011
Map Date: 6/9/2020
Map Author: Emma Winkeljohn

All locations approximate

Source: Indiana Spatial Data Portal (2016)

Exh. 5

C.R. 300 S.

b

Rider Ditch
(168 LFT)

SP-A1

Wetland A
(PFO1A) (0.122 ac)

SP-A2

b
C.R. 300 S.
b



&<

&<

C.R. 300 S.

b

Rider Ditch
(168 LFT)

SP-A1

Wetland A
(PFO1A) (0.122 ac)

SP-A2

b
b

E1

E2

3

E

45

E

6E

7E
8

9E

10
E

11E

12E

13E

14
E

15 E

16

E

17E
18E

19E

20E 45E22E

23E 24E25
E

26
E

27
E

28

E

29E

30E31

E 33E

34E

35
E

36E

37E

38E

39

40

E
E 32E41

42

44E

43

E

46

E

47E

48

E

Indiana Office of Information Technology, Indiana University Spatial Data
Portal, UITS, Woolpert Inc.,

± 0 60 12030
Feet

&< Sampling Point (SP)
Delineated Wetland Extends Outside PSL

Stream
Project Study Limits (PSL)

Wetland

Exhibit 6 - Photograph Location Map
East C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
WashingtonTownship, Jackson County, IN
Des. No. 1703020
Metric Project No. 19-0011
Map Date: 6/10/2020
Map Author: Emma Winkeljohn

All locations approximate
Source: Indiana Spatial Data Portal (2016)

Exh. 6



1. View of Bridge No. 154, looking west. 2. View of Bridge No. 154. looking northwest.

3. View of Bridge No. 154, looking southwest. 4. View of SP-A1, Wetland A PFO1A, soil profile.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana
Des. No. 1703020



5. View of SP-A1, Wetland A (PFO1A), looking south. 6. View of SP-A1, Wetland A (PFO1A), looking northeast.

7. View of SP-A1, Wetland A (PFO1A), looking east. 8. View of SP-A2, Wetland A Upland, soil profile.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana
Des. No. 1703020



9. View of SP-A2. Wetland A Upland, looking north. 10. View of SP-A2, Wetland A Upland, looking south.

11. View beneath Bridge No. 154, looking east. 12. View beneath Bridge No. 154, looking southwest.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
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Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana
Des. No. 1703020



13. View of Rider Ditch from west bank, looking north
(upstream).

14. View of Rider Ditch from west bank, looking south
(downstream).

15. View beneath Bridge No. 154, looking west. 16. View beneath Bridge No. 154, looking southwest.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
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Bridge Project
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Des. No. 1703020



17. View beneath Bridge No. 154, looking northwest. 18. View of Rider Ditch from east bank, looking north (upstream).

19. View of Rider Ditch from east bank, looking south
(downstream).

20. View of Rider Ditch on top of Bridge No. 154, looking north
(upstream).

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
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21. View of Rider Ditch east bank on top of Bridge No. 154, look-
ing northeast.

22. View of Rider Ditch west bank on top of Bridge No. 154, look-
ing northwest (upstream).

23. View of Rider Ditch on top of Bridge No. 154 looking south
(downstream).

24. View of Rider Ditch east bank on top of Bridge No. 154, look-
ing southeast.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana
Des. No. 1703020



25. View of Rider Ditch west bank on top of Bridge No. 154, look-
ing southwest.

26. View of berm on the west bank of Rider Ditch from C.R. 300 S,
looking southeast.

27. View from western project study limit of surrounding shrub
and old field, looking south.

28. View from southern project study limit, looking north toward
E C.R. 300 S.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
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29. View of dominant upland vegeta on from southwestern pro-
ject study limit, looking east.

30. View of berm on west bank of Rider Ditch from C.R. 300 S,
looking northeast.

31. View from western project study limit of surrounding old field,
looking north.

32. View of Bridge No. 154, looking east.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana
Des. No. 1703020



33. View of Bridge No. 154, looking east from Rider Ditch west
bank.

34. View of Bridge No. 154 from western project study limits,
looking southeast.

35. View from northeastern project study limit looking southwest
toward Wetland A.

36. View from northeastern project study limit, looking north.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
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Bridge Project
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37. View from E C.R. 300 S., looking northeast at surrounding old
field.

38. INDOT Public No ce for Historic Bridge located on the south-
western side of Bridge No. 154.

39. Crawfish burrow seen in upland area of the northwest quad-
rant of the project study limits.

40. Midland banded watersnake (Nerodia sipedon pleuralis) seen
in Rider Ditch during Field Reconnaissance.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—5/27/2020 
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Washington Township, Jackson County, Indiana
Des. No. 1703020



41. View of C.R. 300 S. ROW from the western PSL, looking east. 42. View of C.R. 300 S. ROW from the western PSL, looking south-
east.

43. View of Wetland A, looking southwest. 44. View of Wetland A, looking northeast.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—10/29/2020 
C.R. 300 S Over Rider Ditch
Bridge Project
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45. View of C.R. 300 S. ROW, looking northeast. 46. View of row-crop, looking southwest.

47. View of C.R. 300 S. ROW from the eastern PSL, looking south-
west.

48. View of C.R. 300 S. ROW from the eastern PSL, looking south-
west.

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS—10/29/2020 
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Bridge Project
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0-6 10YR 3/2

6-13 10YR 5/4

SiCL

Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
 Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

 2 cm Muck (A10)

 Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
 Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.     2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Dark Surface (S7)
 Sandy Redox (S5)
 Stripped Matrix (S6)

x

 Hydric Soil Indicators:   Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
 Histosol (A1)
 Histic Epipedon (A2)
 Black Histic (A3)
 Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

 Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

 Stratified Layers (A5)

 Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
 Depleted Matrix (F3)
 Redox Dark Surface (F6)

 Other (Explain in Remarks)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
     wetland hydrology must be present,

 Restrictive Layer (if observed):

 Thick Dark Surface (A12)
 Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) unless disturbed or problematic.

Remarks:

 Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
 Redox Depressions (F8)

Hydric Soil Present?

 Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

HYDROLOGY

 Surface Water (A1)  Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

 Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

 Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

 Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

 Dry-Season Water Table (C2) Saturation (A3)  True Aquatic Plants (B14)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

     Wetland Hydrology Present?

Depth (inches):
Depth (inches):

No

 Crayfish Burrows (C8)
 Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
 Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

 Sediment Deposits (B2)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all that apply)

 Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
 FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

 Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

 Iron Deposits (B5)  Thin Muck Surface (C7)

 Drift Deposits (B3)

 High Water Table (A2)  Drainage Patterns (B10) Aquatic Fauna (B13)

 Water Marks (B1)

 Algal Mat or Crust (B4)  Geomorphic Position (D2)

 Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)  Other (Explain in Remarks)
 Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)  Gauge or Well Data (D9)

Yes

No

  Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

  Remarks:

 Field Observations:

Yes No
Surface Water Present?
Water Table Present?
Saturation Present?
(includes capillary fringe)

Yes

Depth (inches):

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region version 2.0



Sampling Date:

State: Sampling Point:

Soil Map Unit Name:

Yes No

Are Vegetation No Yes X No

Are Vegetation No

Yes
Yes X No
Yes X

Absolute
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: % Cover
1. 40%
2.
3.  That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
4.
5.

40% (B)

1. 30% (A/B)
2. 20%
3. 10%
4. 5%
5. 5%

70% Multiply by:
x1 =

1. 40% x2 =
2. 30% x3 = 
3. 10% x4 =
4. 10% x5 = 
5. 10% (B)
6. 10%
7. 1%
8.
9.

10.
11.
12.
13. X
14. X 3-Prevalence Index is 3.01

15. 4-Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
16.  data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
17.  Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
18.
19.  1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
20.  be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

111%

1. 10%
2. No

10%

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)

= Total Cover

Toxicodendron radicans Yes FAC  Vegetation
 Present? Yes X

Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30' radius )  Hydrophytic

= Total Cover

1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
2-Dominance Test is >50%

 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

6.59
Trifolium pratense No FACU
Taraxacum officinale No FACU Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.85

Festuca rubra No FACU  Column Totals: 2.31 (A)
Ambrosia trifida No FAC  UPL species 0% 0
Rumex crispus No FAC  FACU species 61% 2.44
Lysimachia nummularia Yes FACW  FAC species 75% 2.25

0
Verbesina alternifolia Yes FACW  FACW species 95% 1.9

= Total Cover Total % Cover of:
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5' radius )  OBL species 0%

Acer negundo No FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
Fraxinus pennsylvanica No FAC

Acer saccharinum Yes FACW
Ulmus rubra No FAC

Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: 15' radius )  Percent of Dominant Species
Asmina triloba Yes FAC  That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 83%

= Total Cover  Species Across All Strata: 6
 Total Number of Dominant

 Number of Dominant Species
5

30' radius ) Species? Status  Dominance Test worksheet:
Carya cordiformis Yes FACU

Remarks: Wetland A Upland Sampling Point

VEGETATION -- Use scientific names of plants.
Dominant Indicator

Yes X
Wetland Hydrology Present? No

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -- Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? No within a Wetland?

Stendal silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, frequently flooded, brief duration (StdAH) NWI classification: PFO1A

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? X   (If no, explain in Remarks.)

No , Soil , or Hydrology No naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

No , Soil , or Hydrology No significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present?

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None

Slope (%): 1% Lat: 38.837274 Long: -85.86598 Datum: NAD83

Applicant/Owner: INDOT IN SP-A2

Investigator(s): Amy Smith and Emma Winkeljohn Section, Township, Range: Section 28 and 33, Township 6 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM -- Midwest Region

Project/Site: East C.R. 300 Over Rider Ditch Des. No. 1703020 City/County: Jackson County 5/27/2020

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region version 2.0



SP-A1

% Type1

30 C

2 C

Type:
Depth (inches): Yes No X

x
x
x Yes No X     Wetland Hydrology Present?

(includes capillary fringe)
  Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

  Remarks:

Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

 Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)  Other (Explain in Remarks)

 Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No

 Iron Deposits (B5)  Thin Muck Surface (C7)  FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
 Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)  Gauge or Well Data (D9)

 Drift Deposits (B3)  Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)  Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
 Algal Mat or Crust (B4)  Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)  Geomorphic Position (D2)

 Water Marks (B1)  Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)  Crayfish Burrows (C8)
 Sediment Deposits (B2)  Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)  Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

 High Water Table (A2)  Aquatic Fauna (B13)  Drainage Patterns (B10)
 Saturation (A3)  True Aquatic Plants (B14)  Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

HYDROLOGY
 Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

 Surface Water (A1)  Water-Stained Leaves (B9)  Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Hydric Soil Present?

Remarks:

 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) unless disturbed or problematic.

 Restrictive Layer (if observed):

 Thick Dark Surface (A12)  Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
 Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)  Redox Depressions (F8)      wetland hydrology must be present,

 2 cm Muck (A10)  Depleted Matrix (F3)
 Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)  Redox Dark Surface (F6)

 Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)  Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
 Stratified Layers (A5)  Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)  Other (Explain in Remarks)

 Histic Epipedon (A2)  Sandy Redox (S5)  Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
 Black Histic (A3)  Stripped Matrix (S6) Dark Surface (S7)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.     2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
 Hydric Soil Indicators:   Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

 Histosol (A1)  Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)  Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

Prominent redox concentrations10-20 10YR 4/2 98 7.5YR 5/8 M SiCL

0-10 10YR 4/3 70 10YR 5/3 M SiCL Some gravel - Faint redox concentrations

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) Loc2 Texture

SOIL        Sampling Point:

 Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

Remarks

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region version 2.0



APPENDIX G  
Public Involvement



| | | |

Director of Survey & 
Right of Way Services 











APPENDIX H
Air Quality





APPENDIX I  
Additional Studies



ProjectNumber SubProjectCode County Property

1800171 1800171BB Jackson Starve Hollow

1800230 1800230 Jackson Jackson-Washington State Forest
and Starve Hollow

1800305 1800305C Jackson Starve Hollow State Recreation
Area

1800327 1800327J Jackson Starve Hollow State Recreation
Area

1800363 1800363EE Jackson Starve Hollow State Recreation
Area

1800447 1800447 Jackson Starve Hollow State Recreation
Area

1800328 1800328 Various* Heritage program

1800594 1800594 Various* Brown County State Park and
Versailles State Park

1800611 1800611 Various* Whitewater Memorial State
Park/Salamonie Reservoir

1800626 1800626 Various* Brown County S.P., Indiana Dunes
S.P. and Cataract Falls SRA

IDNR, Division of Outdoor Recreation


