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  fun.               innovative.               smart. 

1104 Prospect Street    www.green3studio.com p 317.634.4110 
Indianapolis, IN 46203  f  866.422.2046 

 
 
May 6, 2020 
Re: Des. No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Project   
 
Dear Environmental Reviewer, 
 
The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) intend to proceed with a road 
project on State Road (SR) 14 between US 35 and SR 17. This letter is part of the early coordination phase of the environmental 
review process. We are requesting comments from your area of expertise regarding any possible environmental effects 
associated with this project. Please use the above designation number (Des. No. 1800182) and description in your reply. We will 
incorporate your comments into a study of the project’s environmental impacts. 
 
This project is located at SR 14 between US 35 and SR 17, in Monroe, Harrison, and Union Townships, in Pulaski and Fulton 
Counties, Indiana. This existing section of SR 14 is a two lane, rural, minor arterial with a 55 mph speed limit. The existing 
roadway is 28 feet wide, with 12 feet wide travel lanes, and 8 feet wide useable shoulders. The existing roadway has extensive 
light to moderate rutting due to issues within the base and subbase of the roadbed, causing accelerated deterioration. The 
purpose of this project is to achieve a sufficient pavement that facilitates 15 to 20 years of useful pavement service life.   
 
The Preferred Alternative is milling of the existing mainline and shoulder asphalt 4 inches in depth and paving with 4 inches of 
HMA from the North Junction of US 35 to the Tippecanoe River. From the Tippecanoe River to SR 17, full depth reclamation of 
the existing pavement will occur, with paving of 4 inches of HMA. The existing superelevated curves will be improved to the 
current design standards. The existing public road approaches shall be milled and paved within the existing right of way in 
accordance with standards. The existing asphalt private drives, commercial drives, field entrances, and mailbox approaches will 
be milled and paved in accordance with standards. Along SR 14, several culverts and drainage pipes will be replaced. Work will 
not occur off the roadway along the bridge, and impacts to the Tippecanoe River will not be impacted. In addition, existing street 
signs will be replaced, potential guardrail adjustments, and updates to the ADA curb ramps will occur. Updates to curb ramps will 
occur at N Monticello Street/SR 35 and E 13th Street/SR 14, at the northeast corner and southeast corner, and additional at N 
Riverside Drive and E 13th Street/SR 14, at the northwest corner and southwest corner. Culverts and drainage structures will be 
replaced where needed due to full depth reclamation. Letting is anticipated to be Fall 2022.  
 
Land use in the vicinity of the project is primarily agricultural, with residential areas at the beginning of the project area, in 
Winamac, with some sporadically along SR 14. Green 3, LLC. will perform waters and wetlands determinations and a biological 
assessment to identify any ecological resources that may be present. This project qualifies for the application of the USFWS 
range-wide programmatic informal consultation for the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat and project information will be 
submitted through USFWS’s Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) separately. Permit coordination will occur with 
INDOT Ecology and Waterway Permitting specialists to determine permit requirements.  
 
Please respond with comments, questions, and concerns wwithin thirty (30) calendar days from the date of this letter; if no 
response is received, it will be assumed that your agency feels that there are no adverse effects incurred as a result of this 
proposed project. However, should you find that an extension to the response time is necessary, a reasonable amount may be 
granted upon request. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact Laney Walstra at Green 3, LLC 
at llaney@green3studio.com or 317-634-4110, or INDOT Project Manager Brandon Downing at  bdowning1@indot.in.gov or 219-
325-7582. Thank you in advance for your input on this project. 

 
Sincerely, 
  
Laney Walstra 
Green 3 LLC 
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Enclosures: 
Project Maps 
Project Area Photographs 
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June 30, 2021

Re: Des. No. 1800182, SR 14 from US 35 to SR 17, Pulaski and Fulton County, Indiana

Dear environmental reviewer,

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
intend to proceed with a road project on State Road (SR) 14 between US 35 and SR 17. This letter is part 
of the early coordination phase of the environmental review process. We are requesting comments from 
your area of expertise regarding any possible environmental effects associated with this project. Please 
use the above designation number (Des. No. 1800182) and description in your reply. We will incorporate 
your comments into a study of the project’s environmental impacts.

This project is located at SR 14 between US 35 and SR 17, in Monroe, Harrison, and Union Townships,
in Pulaski and Fulton Counties, Indiana. This existing section of SR 14 is a two lane, rural, minor arterial 
with a 55 mph speed limit. The existing roadway is 28 feet wide, with 12 feet wide travel lanes, and 8 feet 
wide useable shoulders. The existing roadway has extensive light to moderate rutting due to issues within 
the base and subbase of the roadbed, causing accelerated deterioration. The purpose of this project is to 
achieve a sufficient pavement that facilitates 15 to 20 years of useful pavement service life.

The preferred alternative is milling of the existing mainline and shoulder asphalt 4 inches in depth and 
paving with 4 inches of HMA from the North Junction of US 35 to the Tippecanoe River. From the 
Tippecanoe River to SR 17, full depth reclamation of the existing pavement will occur, with paving of 4 
inches of HMA. The existing superelevated curves will be improved to the current design standards. The 
existing public road approaches shall be milled and paved within the existing right of way in accordance 
with standards. The existing asphalt private drives, commercial drives, field entrances, and mailbox 
approaches will be milled and paved in accordance with standards. Along SR 14, several culverts and 
drainage pipes will be replaced. Work will not occur off the roadway along the bridge, and the 
Tippecanoe River will not be impacted. In addition, existing street signs will be replaced, potential 
guardrail adjustments, and updates to the ADA curb ramps will occur. Updates to curb ramps will occur 
at N Monticello Street/SR 35 and E 13th Street/SR 14, at the northeast corner and southeast corner, and 
additional at N Riverside Drive and E 13th Street/SR 14, at the northwest corner and southwest corner. 
Culverts and drainage structures will be replaced where needed due to full depth reclamation. Letting is 
anticipated to be Fall 2022.

Land use in the vicinity of the project is primarily agricultural, with residential areas at the beginning of 
the project area, in Winamac, with some sporadically along SR 14. Kaskakia Engineering Group, LLC 
will perform waters and wetlands determinations and a biological assessment to identify any ecological 
resources that may be present. This project qualifies for the application of the USFWS range-wide pro-
grammatic informal consultation for the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat and project information 
will be submitted through USFWS’s Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) separately. Permit 
coordination will occur with INDOT Ecology and Waterway Permitting specialists to determine permit 
requirements.

Please respond with comments, questions, and concerns within thirty (30) calendar days from the date 
of this letter; if no response is received, it will be assumed that your agency feels that there are no adverse

Sample Letter
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effects incurred as a result of this proposed project. However, should you find that an extension to the
response time is necessary, a reasonable amount may be granted upon request. If you have any questions
regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at wgaines@sjcainc.com or 317-566-0629, or INDOT
Project Manager Brandon Downing at bdowning1@indot.in.gov or 219-325-7582. Thank you in advance
for your input on this project.

Sincerely,

Wanda Gaines, CFM

SJCA Inc.

Enclosures:

Mailing List

Project Maps

Project Area Photographs

Project maps and photographs are
included in Appendix B-1 to B-23.
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Chief,Bridge Program Section 
Eighth Coast Guard District  
1222 Spruce St  
St. Louis, Missouri 63103-2832 

Fulton County Surveyor  
Surveyor@co.fulton.in.us 

Pulaski County Surveyor 
Jennifer Keller 
surveyorsoffice@pulaskicounty.in.gov 

Winamac Town Manager  
Brad Zellers  
townmanager@townofwinamac.com 

Winamac Water & Street Department 
waterstreet@townofwinamac.com 

Pulaski County Highway Department  
Gary Kruger, Highway Superintendent 
countyhighway@pulaskicounty.in.gov 

Fulton County Highway 
Department 
Highway@co.fulton.in.us 

Fulton County Drainage Board 
Dbsec@co.fulton.in.us 

Winamac Nazarene Church
mail@winnaz.org

Church of Heartland -Winamac 
pastorhiatt@gmail.com 

Pulaski Memorial Hospital 
info@pmhnet.com 

Winamac/ Pulaski School District 
Superintendent - Dara Chezem 
dara.chezem@epulaski.k12.in.us 
Transportation Coordinator: 
tlszymanski@pulaskischools.org

Winamac Municipal Utilities 
Jeremy Beckner 
waterstreet@townofwinamac.com

INDOT Aviation
JCourtade@indot.in.gov

Federal Highway Administration 
LaPorte District  
k.carmanygeorge@dot.gov

Indiana Geological Survey 
On-Line Submission 
https://igs.indiana.edu/eAssessment/ 

Christie Stanifer 
Environmental Coordinator 
IDNR, Div. of Fish & Wildlife 
environmentalreview@dnr.in.gov 

State Conservationist NRCS 
Indianapolis Office 
Rick Neilson 
rick.neilson@in.usda.gov 

Chief, Groundwater Section 
Indiana Department of Environmental Management 
100 N. Senate Avenue  Indianapolis, IN 46204  
ATurnbow@idem.IN.gov  

INDOT 
Manager, Public Hearings 
rclark@indot.in.gov 

US Dept. of HUD 
Paul Lehmann 
Paul.J.Lehmann@hud.gov 

Regional Environmental Coordinator 
Midwest Regional Office 
Hector_santiago@nps.gov 

INDOT District Environmental Manager Stewart 
Michels 
SMichels@indot.in.gov 

Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Northern Indiana Suboffice 
elizabeth_mccloskey@fws.gov 

Pulask Co. Floodplain Administrator 
buildinginspector@pulaskicounty.in.gov

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Louisville District 
Paul.H.Allerding@usace.army.mil  CC: 
Charles.A.Uhlarik@usace.army.mil 
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/7/7/2021

7/7/21
Digitally signed by Wanda Gaines
DN: cn=Wanda Gaines, c=US,
o=SJCA Inc.,
email=wgaines@sjcainc.com
Date: 2021.07.07 13:33:01 -04'00'

Wanda
Gaines
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, CHICAGO DISTRICT 
231 SOUTH LA SALLE STREET, SUITE 1500 

CHICAGO IL 60604 

19 May 2020  

Planning, Programs, and Project 
Management Division, Planning Branch 

Laney Walstra 
Green 3 LLC 
1104 Prospect Street 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46203 
 
 
Regarding: Des. No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Project 
 
Dear Ms. Walstra: 
 
    This letter is in response to a request concerning early coordination regarding 
any potential environmental effects of proposed project Des. No. 1800182, SR 14 
Road Project. This project is located at SR 14 between US 35 and SR 17, in 
Monroe, Harrison, and Union Townships, in Pulaski and Fulton Counties, 
Indiana. 
 
   The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Chicago District does not have any current 
or planned civil works projects at this property location. Additionally, we do not 
anticipate an adverse environmental impact to a resource within our area of 
expertise. However, we will keep a record of this project for future reference. 
 
   Please note that Regulatory responsibilities for this region remain with the 
Detroit District at this time. Please continue to coordinate with USACE Detroit 
District Regulatory Office for all Department of the Army permit requirements.  
The Detroit District POC is Mr. Donald T. Reinke who can be reached via email 
at donald.t.reinke@usace.army.mil. This review does not eliminate the need for 
reviews local jurisdictions or state and federal resources agencies. If there are any 
additional questions please feel free to contact me at 312-846-5580 or at 
susanne.j.davis@usace.army.mil. 

Sincerely, 

       Susanne J. Davis, P.E. 
       Chief, Planning Branch 

S J D i P E
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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  

 
Please Reduce, Reuse, Recycle 

 

May 15, 2020 
66-33   
Green 3 LLC 
Attention: Laney Walstra 
1104 Prospect Street 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46203 
 
Dear Laney Walstra, 

RE: Wellhead Protection Area 
Proximity Determination 
Des No 1800182 
SR 14 Road Project between  
US 35 and SR 17 
Pulaski and Fulton Counties, Indiana 

 
 Upon review of the above referenced project site, it has been determined that the proposed 
project area is located within a Wellhead Protection Area.  If the contact information is needed for 
the WHPA, please contact the reference located at the bottom of the letter for the appropriate 
information.  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.  
 

The project area is not located within a Source Water Assessment Area for a PWSS’s surface 
water intake.  The Source Water Assessment Area relates to the surface water drainage area that 
water could potentially flow and influence water quality for a PWSS’s source of drinking water.   
 
Note:  the Drinking Water Branch has a 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, 

 
Alisha Turnbow, Environmental Manager, 
Ground Water Section, Drinking Water 
Branch, Office of Water Quality 
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United States Department of the Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 

 
Indiana Field Office (ES) 

620 South Walker Street 
Bloomington, IN  47403-2121 

Phone:  (812) 334-4261  Fax:  (812) 334-4273 
 

May 26, 2020 
 

 
 
Mr. Laney Walstra 
Green 3, LLC 
1104 Prospect Street 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46203 
 
 
Project No.:  Des. 1800182 
Project:         SR 14 Rehabilitation 
Location:      Pulaski and Fulton Counties 
 
Dear Mr. Walstra: 
 
This responds to your letter dated May 6, 2020, requesting our comments on the aforementioned 
project. 
 
These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination 
Act (l6 U.S.C. 661 et. seq.) and are consistent with the intent of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of l969, the Endangered Species Act of l973, and the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's 
Mitigation Policy. 
 
The proposed project consists of the rehabilitation of SR 14 between US 35 in Winamac and SR 
17 in rural Fulton County.  The pavement will be milled and reclaimed and several culverts and 
drainage pipes will be replaced.  No work is planned for the bridge over Tippecanoe River. 
 
ENDANGERED SPECIES 
 
The proposed project is within the range of the Federally endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), 
clubshell mussel (Pleurobema clava), northern riffleshell (Epioblasma torulosa rangiana), rayed bean 
mussel (Villosa fabalis), and sheepnose mussel (Plethobasus cyphyus), and the threatened northern long-
eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), rabbitsfoot mussel (Quadrula cylindrica cylindrica), and eastern 
massasauga rattlesnake (Sistrurus catenatus).  In addition, there is designated Critical Habitat for the 
rabbitsfoot in the Tippecanoe River up to the SR 14 bridge crossing.  The impacts to the 2 bat species 
will be evaluated utilizing the Section 7 Range-wide Programmatic Consultation process.  There 
is no known habitat for the eastern massasauga within the proposed project area. 
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The mussel species are present in the Tippecanoe River in the Winamac area, with living 
rabbitsfoot and rayed bean known at the SR 14 bridge; living sheepnose are also known a short 
distance up- and downstream of the bridge and clubshell and northern riffleshell are known 
further downstream.  Because of these species, and the Critical Habitat, it is imperative that no 
pollutants of any kind reach the river due to this project.  This includes spilling of petroleum 
products from the machinery being used.  Spill containment materials must be kept at hand in 
case of an accidental spill of any material into either the water or the soil.  With these pollution 
control practices in place, we concur that the proposed project is not likely to adversely affect 
these endangered or threatened mussel species and will not result in the destruction or adverse 
modification of the Critical Habitat for the rabbitsfoot mussel. 
 
This precludes the need for further consultation on this project for the Eastern massasauga 
rattlesnake, clubshell mussel, northern riffleshell mussel, rabbitsfoot mussel, rayed bean mussel, 
and sheepnose mussel as required under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of l973, as 
amended.  However, should new information arise pertaining to project plans or a revised species 
list be published, it will be necessary for the Federal agency to reinitiate consultation. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project.  If project plans change, 
please recoordinate with our office as soon as possible.  For further discussion, please contact 
Elizabeth McCloskey at (219) 983-9753 or elizabeth_mccloskey@fws.gov. 
 
                                                                                       Sincerely yours, 
 
                                                                                 /s/ Elizabeth S. McCloskey 
 
                                                                                 for Scott E. Pruitt 
                                                                                       Supervisor 
 
Sent via email May 26, 2020; no hard copy to follow. 
 
cc:  Christie Stanifer, Environmental Coordinator, Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indianapolis, IN 
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Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Indiana State Office  

6013 Lakeside Boulevard
Indianapolis, IN 46278 

317-290-3200 

Helping People Help the Land. 

        
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender. 

 
June 1, 2020 

Laney Walstra 
Green 3 
1104 Prospect Street 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46203 
 
Dear Ms. Walstra: 
 
The proposed project to address the deteriorating condition of the roadway along State Road 14 
between US 35 and State Road 17 in Pulaski and Fulton Counties, Indiana, (Des No 1800182) as 
referred to in your letter received May 6, 2020, will not be able to be determined at this time due 
to a lack of site specific information. Please resubmit when specific/potential impacts are 
determined. 
 
If you need additional information, please contact John Allen at 317-295-5859. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
RICK NEILSON 
State Soil Scientist 
 
 
 
 
 

RICHARD 
NEILSON

Digitally signed by 
RICHARD NEILSON 
Date: 2020.06.03 
08:17:28 -04'00'
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DNR #:

Requestor:

Project:

Request Received:ER-22524

Green 3 LLC
Laney Walstra
1104 Prospect Street
Indianapolis, IN  46203

May 6, 2020

SR 14 HMA overlay, roadway improvements, and replacement of several culverts and
drainage pipes, between US 35 in Winamac and SR 17; Des #1800182

County/Site info: Pulaski - Fulton

Regulatory Assessment: This proposal may require the formal approval of our agency pursuant to the Flood
Control Act (IC 14-28-1) for any proposal to construct, excavate, or fill in or on the
floodway of a stream or other flowing waterbody which has a drainage area greater than
one square mile, unless it qualifies for a bridge exemption (see enclosure).  Please
include a copy of this letter with the permit application, if required.

Natural Heritage Database: The Natural Heritage Program's data have been checked.
The species below have been documented in the Tippecanoe River within 1/2 mile of
the western portion of the project area.
A) FISH: Gilt Darter (Percina evides); state endangered
B) MUSSELS:
  1. Sheepnose (Plethobasus cyphyus); federal & state endangered
  2. Clubshell (Pleurobema clava); federal & state endangered
  3. Rayed Bean (Villosa fabalis); federal & state endangered
  4. Rabbitsfoot (Theliderma cylindrica); federally threatened & state endangered
  5. Round Hickorynut (Obovaria subrotunda); state endangered
  6. Wavyrayed Lampmussel (Lampsilis fasciola); state special concern
  7. Kidneyshell (Ptychobranchus fasciolaris); state special concern
  8. Purple Lilliput (Toxolasma lividum); state special concern

Fish & Wildlife Comments: As long as standard erosion control procedures are implemented along the roadway
near the Tippecanoe River, we do not foresee any impacts to the fish or mussel species
above as a result of this project.

The information submitted indicates that several culverts and pipes will be replaced;
however, it is unclear if tree removal will be required.  We recommend a mitigation plan
be developed (and submitted with any permit application, if required) for any
unavoidable habitat impacts that will occur.  The DNR's Habitat Mitigation guidelines
(and plant lists) can be found online at:
http://iac.iga.in.gov/iac/20200527-IR-312200284NRA.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

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.

State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Division of Fish and Wildlife
Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

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

THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

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

Date: June 5, 2020

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"
dbh or greater (5:1 mitigation based on the number of large trees) or by using the 1:1
replacement ratio based on area depending on the type of habitat impacted (individual
canopy tree removal in an urban streetscape or park-like environment versus removal
of habitat supporting a tree canopy, woody understory, and herbaceous layer). Impacts
under 0.10 acre in and urban area may still involve the replacement of large diameter
trees but typically do not require any additional mitigation or additional plantings beyond
seeding and stabilizing disturbed areas. There are exceptions for high quality habitat
sites however.

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 with a mixture of grasses (excluding all
varieties of tall fescue), legumes, and native shrub and hardwood tree species as soon
as possible upon completion.
2.  Minimize and contain within the project limits inchannel disturbance and the clearing
of trees and brush.
3.  Do not cut any trees suitable for Indiana bat or Northern Long-eared bat roosting
(greater than 5 inches dbh, living or dead, with loose hanging bark, or with cracks,
crevices, or cavities) from April 1 through September 30.
4.  Do not deposit or allow demolition/construction materials or debris to fall or
otherwise enter the waterway.
5.  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.
6.  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.
7.  Do not excavate or place fill in any riparian wetland.

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.

Attachments: A - Bridge Exemption Criteria

Christie L. Stanifer
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1

Wanda Gaines, CFM

From: Courtade, Julian <JCourtade@indot.IN.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 6, 2021 7:58 AM
To: Wanda Gaines, CFM
Subject: RE: Early Coordination Packet for Des No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Project

Wanda – 

After reviewing the Early Coordination Letter, I have determined that if any object, obstruction, or equipment will 
exceed 135 ft. in height, further coordination will be required with our office and the FAA. This is due to the close 
proximity of Winamac-Arens Field Airport and the need for any obstructions within 5 miles to meet a 100:1 glideslope to 
the nearest runway according to 14 CFR Part 77 standards. You can find these standards and information on filing at the 
website below: 

https://oeaaa.faa.gov/oeaaa/external/portal.jsp  

Please let me know if you have any questions! 

Best, 

Julian L. Courtade 
Chief Airport Inspector 
100 North Senate Ave, N758-MM 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
Cell: (317) 954-7385 
Email: jcourtade@indot.in.gov  

 

 

From: Wanda Gaines, CFM <wgaines@sjcainc.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, June 29, 2021 2:56 PM 
To: Courtade, Julian <JCourtade@indot.IN.gov> 
Subject: Early Coordination Packet for Des No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Project 

**** This is an EXTERNAL email. Exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click links from 
unknown senders or unexpected email. ****

Greetings, 

I am sending you the early coordination packet for Des No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Project, in Pulaski and Fulton County, 
IN. This project was noted to be within 3.8 miles of a public use airport. We request a response from your office within 
30 days. Please let me know if you have any questions or issues with the attachment. 

Best, 
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August 06, 2021

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: 
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2021-SLI-1252 
Event Code: 03E12000-2021-E-08419  
Project Name: Des No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Rehabilitation Project
 
Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed 

project location 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 
determine if your project will have an adverse effect on listed species and will help lead you 
through the Section 7 process. 

Appendix C - 28

http://www.fws.gov/midwest/Endangered/section7/s7process/step1.html
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section7/s7process/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section7/s7process/index.html


▪

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: 03E12000-2021-SLI-1252
Event Code: 03E12000-2021-E-08419
Project Name: Des No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Rehabilitation Project
Project Type: TRANSPORTATION
Project Description: The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA) intend to proceed with a road 
reconstruction project along State Road (SR) 14 in the town of Winamac, 
in Pulaski and Fulton County, Indiana. The proposed project will begin at 
the intersection of SR 35 and SR 14 and will extend east to the 
intersection of SR 17 and SR 14, for a total length of approximately 9.5 
miles. 
 
The proposed undertaking is milling of the existing mainline and shoulder 
asphalt 4 inches in depth and paving with 4 inches of HMA from the 
North Junction of US 35 to the Tippecanoe River. From the Tippecanoe 
River to SR 17, full depth reclamation of the existing pavement will 
occur, with paving of 4 inches of HMA. The existing public road 
approaches, existing asphalt private drives, commercial drives, field 
entrances, and mailbox approaches shall be milled and paved within the 
existing right of way in accordance with standards. Along SR 14, one 48” 
culvert (CV-014-066-49.61) and one 54” culvert (CV-014-066-51.26) will 
be replaced. 25 additional small drainage structures will also be replaced. 
In addition, existing street signs will be replaced, potential guardrail 
adjustments, and updates to the ADA curb ramps in the northwest and 
southwest quadrants of the SR 14 and North Riverside Drive intersection 
will occur. One bridge over the Tippecanoe River is located within the 
project area and is a paving exception. Another paving exception will 
occur at the structure (CV 014-05-49.00) carrying Thompson Ditch under 
SR 14. No work will occur in either of these waterways. 
 
A total of 4.710 acres of permanent and 0.010 acre of temporary right-of- 
way will be required for this project. The western portion of the project 
alignment is urban as SR 14 is located within the town of Winamac. As 
SR 14 exits Winamac and heads east toward SR 17, the properties 
surrounding the project alignment are mostly agricultural fields with little 
tree coverage. Suitable summer habitat is located adjacent to the project. 
Approximately 0.243 acre of tree removal is required for this project. Tree 
removal will occur during the bat inactive season. No permanent lighting 
is planned; however, temporary lighting may be used during construction. 
 
A review of the USFWS database by INDOT Laporte District staff on 
March 9, 2021 did not indicate the presence of endangered bat species in 
or within 0.5 mile of the project area. The culvert and drainage pipes were 
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inspected by SJCA Inc. staff on April 22, 2021 and no signs of bats were 
observed. Letting is anticipated for fall 2022.

Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@41.056262950000004,-86.58662883439564,14z

Counties: Fulton and Pulaski counties, Indiana
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1.

▪

Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 9 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.

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
There is final critical habitat for this species. The location of the critical habitat is not available.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5949

Endangered

Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis
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

Threatened

Reptiles
NAME STATUS

Eastern Massasauga (=rattlesnake) Sistrurus catenatus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2202

Threatened

1
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Clams
NAME STATUS

Clubshell Pleurobema clava
Population: Wherever found; Except where listed as Experimental Populations
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3789

Endangered

Northern Riffleshell Epioblasma torulosa rangiana
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/527

Endangered

Rabbitsfoot Quadrula cylindrica cylindrica
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location overlaps the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5165

Threatened

Rayed Bean Villosa fabalis
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5862

Endangered

Round Hickorynut Obovaria subrotunda
There is proposed critical habitat for this species. The location of the critical habitat is not 
available.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9879

Proposed 
Threatened

Sheepnose Mussel Plethobasus cyphyus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6903

Endangered

Critical habitats
There is 1 critical habitat wholly or partially within your project area under this office's 
jurisdiction.

NAME STATUS

Rabbitsfoot Quadrula cylindrica cylindrica
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5165#crithab

Final
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May 25, 2021

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: 
Consultation code: 03E12000-2021-I-1252 
Event Code: 03E12000-2021-E-06239 
Project Name: Des No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Rehabilitation Project 

Subject: Concurrence verification letter for the 'Des No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Rehabilitation 
Project' 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 No. 
1800182, SR 14 Road Rehabilitation Project (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.

The following species may occur in your project area and are not covered by this determination:

Clubshell Pleurobema clava Endangered
Eastern Massasauga (=rattlesnake) Sistrurus catenatus Threatened
Northern Riffleshell Epioblasma torulosa rangiana Endangered
Rabbitsfoot Quadrula cylindrica cylindrica Threatened
Rayed Bean Villosa fabalis Endangered
Round Hickorynut Obovaria subrotunda Proposed Threatened
Sheepnose Mussel Plethobasus cyphyus Endangered
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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 No. 1800182, SR 14 Road Rehabilitation Project

Description
The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) intend to proceed with a road reconstruction project along State 
Road (SR) 14 in the town of Winamac, in Pulaski and Fulton County, Indiana. The proposed 
project will begin at the intersection of SR 35 and SR 14 and will extend east to the 
intersection of SR 17 and SR 14, for a total length of approximately 9.5 miles. 
 
The proposed undertaking is milling of the existing mainline and shoulder asphalt 4 inches in 
depth and paving with 4 inches of HMA from the North Junction of US 35 to the Tippecanoe 
River. From the Tippecanoe River to SR 17, full depth reclamation of the existing pavement 
will occur, with paving of 4 inches of HMA. The existing public road approaches, existing 
asphalt private drives, commercial drives, field entrances, and mailbox approaches shall be 
milled and paved within the existing right of way in accordance with standards. Along SR 14, 
one 48  culvert (CV-014-066-49.61) and one 54  culvert (CV-014-066-51.26) will be 
replaced. 25 additional small drainage structures will also be replaced. In addition, existing 
street signs will be replaced, potential guardrail adjustments, and updates to the ADA curb 
ramps in the northwest and southwest quadrants of the SR 14 and North Riverside Drive 
intersection will occur. One bridge over the Tippecanoe River is located within the project 
area and is a paving exception. Another paving exception will occur at the structure (CV 
014-05-49.00) carrying Thompson Ditch under SR 14. No work will occur in either of these 
waterways. 
 
A total of 4.710 acres of permanent and 0.010 acre of temporary right-of-way will be 
required for this project. The western portion of the project alignment is urban as SR 14 is 
located within the town of Winamac. As SR 14 exits Winamac and heads east toward SR 17, 
the properties surrounding the project alignment are mostly agricultural fields with little tree 
coverage. Suitable summer habitat is located adjacent to the project. Approximately 0.243 
acre of tree removal is required for this project. Tree removal will occur during the bat 
inactive season. No permanent lighting is planned; however, temporary lighting may be used 
during construction. 
 
A review of the USFWS database by INDOT Laporte District staff on March 9, 2021 did not 
indicate the presence of endangered bat species in or within 0.5 mile of the project area. The 
culvert and drainage pipes were inspected by SJCA Inc. staff on April 22, 2021 and no signs 
of bats were observed. Letting is anticipated for fall 2022.
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1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

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
Is the project within the range of the Indiana bat ?

[1] See Indiana bat species profile

Automatically answered
Yes
Is the project within the range of the Northern long-eared bat ?

[1] See Northern long-eared bat species profile

Automatically answered
Yes
Which Federal Agency is the lead for the action?
A) Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
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
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
Does the project include any activities within 0.5 miles of a known Indiana bat and/or 
NLEB hibernaculum ?

[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

[1]

[1]

[1]

[1]

[1]
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8.

9.

10.

11.

Is there any suitable  summer habitat for Indiana Bat or NLEB within the project action 
area ? (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
Have presence/probable absence (P/A) summer surveys  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

[1]
[2]

[1]

[1][2] [3][4]
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Does the project include activities within documented Indiana bat habitat ?

[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
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 occur ?

[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 ?

[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 any tree trimming or removal occur between 100-300 feet of existing road/rail 
surfaces?
No

[1][2]

[1]

[1][2]
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Are all trees that are being removed clearly demarcated?
Yes
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 Forms for IPaC_fixed.pdf https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/project/ 
RN6UPG4IBVD6FPFYRPSEK6XVYQ/ 
projectDocuments/101913272

[1]

[1] [2]
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27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Did the bridge assessment detect any signs of Indiana bats and/or NLEBs roosting in/under 
the bridge (bats, guano, etc.) ?

[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
Will the bridge removal, replacement, and/or maintenance activities include installing new 
or replacing existing permanent lighting?
No
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
Will the project involve the use of temporary lighting during the active season?
Yes
Is there any suitable habitat within 1,000 feet of the location(s) where temporary lighting 
will be used?
Yes
Will the project install new or replace existing permanent lighting?
No
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?
Yes
Will the activities that use percussives (not including tree removal/trimming or bridge/ 
structure work) and/or increase noise levels above existing traffic/background levels be 
conducted during the active season ?

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

Yes

[1]

[1]
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35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Will any activities that use percussives (not including tree removal/trimming or bridge/ 
structure work) and/or increase noise levels above existing traffic/background levels be 
conducted during the inactive season ?

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

Yes
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 use percussives (not including tree removal/trimming or 
bridge/structure work) consistent with a Not Likely to Adversely Affect determination in 
this key?
Automatically answered
Yes, because the activities are within 300 feet of the existing road/rail surface, greater than 
0.5 miles from a hibernacula, and conducted during the active season within 
undocumented habitat.
Are the project activities that use percussives (not including tree removal/trimming or 
bridge/structure work) and/or increase noise levels above existing traffic/background 
levels consistent with a No Effect determination in this key?
Automatically answered
Yes, because the activities are within 300 feet of the existing road/rail surface, greater than 
0.5 miles from a hibernacula, and conducted during the inactive season
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.

[1]
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41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

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
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
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
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

[1]
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46.

47.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

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

Project Questionnaire
Have you made a No Effect determination for all other species indicated on the FWS IPaC 
generated species list?
No
Have you made a May Affect determination for any other species on the FWS IPaC 
generated species list?
Yes
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.

0.243
Please describe the proposed bridge work:
Along SR 14, one 4  culvert (CV 014 066 49.61) and one 54  culvert 
(CV-014-066-51.26) will be replaced. 25 additional small drainage structures will also be 
replaced.
Please state the timing of all proposed bridge work:
Fall 2022
Please enter the date of the bridge assessment:
April 22, 2021

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

[1]
[2]

[1]
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LIGHTING AMM 1
Direct temporary lighting away from suitable habitat during the active season.

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.

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.

TREE REMOVAL AMM 1
Modify all phases/aspects of the project (e.g., temporary work areas, alignments) to avoid tree 
removal.
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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 April 22, 2021. 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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INDOT Bridge/Small Structure Bat Inspection Data Sheet (Rev 4/29/2016) 

General Information 
Date of Inspection: 
Time of Inspection: 

Initial Inspection  
Follow-up Inspection  
Construction   

Temp: 
Wind: 
Precip: 
Sunrise:                 Sunset: 

County: 
Inspected by: 
GPS Northing: 
 Easting: 
 UTM Zone:  16 

Contract Number: Anticipated Start Date for 
Construction: 

 
Bridge or Culvert Bridge or Culvert 

Stream or Road Crossed: Station: 
Bridge/Culvert number: Number of Spans: 
Type of Structure: 

 Concrete box beam  Steel beam  
 Concrete I-beam  Steel girder 
 Concrete bulb tee beam  Steel pony truss 
 Concrete arch  Welded steel thru girder 
 Concrete girder  Concrete box culvert 
 Concrete slab  Concrete pipe 
 Multi-plate arch  Corrugated steel pipe 
 Other (list): 

Material:   
 Concrete  Steel  
 Other (describe): 

 
Shape:   

 Box Culvert  Pipe  
 Arch  Slab 
 Other (describe) 

Searched entire structure? If not, why not? 
 

Location of bats or signs of use (w/drawing and 
photos): 

Bats Present?   Seen?  Heard?  
 
In Clusters?  Number of clusters: 
Number of bats in largest cluster: 
Approximate total number of bats found: 
Signs of previous bat use? 

 Guano  Staining 

 
If Bats Present 

Date and Time Project Supervisor was notified: 
Name of Project Supervisor notified: 

Pulaski
WJW

B-41443

SR 14 252+78
102/CLV-014-066-50.00

Yes

No
N/A
N/A

N/A

✔4/22/21
10:28am

40 F
9 mph NW
0
6:56 am 8:34 pm

2023
41.05369

-86.5505

✔

✔

✔

N/A

Des No. 1800182
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Appendix D 

Section 106 of the NHPA 



Friday, September 10, 2021 at 17:16:40 Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: FW: SR 14 Road Improvement Project in Fulton County, INDOT Des. No. 1800182 Archaeology
Approved

Date: Tuesday, September 7, 2021 at 4:53:12 PM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Vale, Lisa
To: Erin Mulryan, Wanda Gaines, CFM
CC: Higgins, Adam
AGachments: image001.jpg, We sent you safe versions of your files.eml, SR14_Des1800182_Minor Project

PA DeterminaVon Form_A-5_A-6_A-9_B-1_B-3_B-9_2021-9-2.pdf

Good a[ernoon,
 
Looks like this went to Karen only but please use the a_ached MPPA form for the CE document. CRA sent
along the report to the DHPA earlier today.
 
Thanks,
Lisa
 
 
Lisa Vale
Environmental Scientist
LOCHNER
286 W. Johnson Road, Suite D
La Porte, IN 46350
C 219.393.8841

Follow Us: LinkedIn | Facebook | Twitter
 
 
 
From: Korzeniewski, Patricia J <PKorzeniewski@indot.IN.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, September 2, 2021 2:39 PM
To: Andrew MarVn <amarVn@crai-ky.com>; Thomas, Amber <AThomas2@indot.IN.gov>; Vale, Lisa
<lvale@hwlochner.com>; Karen Wood <kwood@sjcainc.com>; 'Lisa Kelley' <ljkelley@crai-ky.com>
Cc: Branigin, Susan <SBranigin@indot.IN.gov>; Miller, Shaun (INDOT) <smiller@indot.IN.gov>; Korzeniewski,
Patricia J <PKorzeniewski@indot.IN.gov>
Subject: RE: SR 14 Road Improvement Project in Fulton County, INDOT Des. No. 1800182 Archaeology
Approved
 

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] This email originated outside of Lochner. **NEVER CLICK or OPEN** unexpected
links or a_achments. **NEVER** provide User ID or Password. If this email seems suspicious, forward
the email to spam @ hwlochner.com for inspecVon.

 
Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files.
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Good afternoon,

Thank you for submitting the revised archaeological report for our review. The revised report is acceptable,
and we have determined that this project falls under Categories A-5, A-6, A-9, B-1, B-3 & B-9 of the Minor
Projects PA, thus concluding the Section 106 process. The determination form is attached for your use in the
CE document.

Please submit both electronic and paper copies of the approved report to DHPA, indicating in the cover letter
that the project qualified as a Minor Project and therefore the report is for their records only and no formal
review is required under Section 106.  In addition, we ask that a copy of the DHPA submittal letter be sent to
INDOT CRO c/o Patricia Jo Korzeniewski during the time of submission and that the archaeological report be
posted to INSCOPE (please ensure that the uploaded file follows the INSCOPE naming conventions).

Please keep in mind that if the scope of the project or project limits should change, our office will need to re-
examine the information to determine whether the MPPA still applies. Please don’t hesitate to contact us
should you have any questions or need additional information.

From: Miller, Shaun (INDOT) <smiller@indot.IN.gov> 
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 5:50 PM
To: Korzeniewski, Patricia J <PKorzeniewski@indot.IN.gov>
Cc: Branigin, Susan <SBranigin@indot.IN.gov>; Andrew MarVn <amarVn@crai-ky.com>; Thomas, Amber
<AThomas2@indot.IN.gov>; Vale, Lisa <lvale@hwlochner.com>; Karen Wood <kwood@sjcainc.com>; 'Lisa
Kelley' <ljkelley@crai-ky.com>
Subject: FW: SR 14 Road Improvement Project in Fulton County, INDOT Des. No. 1800182 Archaeology On-
call NoVce to Proceed

Pa_y Jo,

Please review the a_ached archaeology report and complete your porVon of the MPPA B-1, B-3, and B-9 form
by September 15.

The form has been started and is in PW here: Minor Project PA DeterminaVon Form_B-1_B-3_B-
9_1800182.doc

Thank you,

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

From: Andrew MarVn <amarVn@crai-ky.com> 
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 4:11 PM
To: Miller, Shaun (INDOT) <smiller@indot.IN.gov>
Cc: Kumar, Anuradha <akumar@indot.IN.gov>; Thomas, Amber <AThomas2@indot.IN.gov>; Higgins, Adam
<ahiggins@hwlochner.com>; 'Vale, Lisa' <lvale@hwlochner.com>; Karen Wood <kwood@sjcainc.com>; 'Lisa
Kelley' <ljkelley@crai-ky.com>
Subject: RE: SR 14 Road Improvement Project in Fulton County, INDOT Des. No. 1800182 Archaeology On-call
NoVce to Proceed

**** This is an EXTERNAL email. Exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click links
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Date:  9/2/2021 

Project Designation Number:  1800182 

Route Number:   State Road (SR) 14 (locally known as E. 13th Street) 

Project Description:  Hot mix asphalt (HMA) Overlay and Small Structure Replacements 

Des. No. 1800182 is located along SR 14, originating at the north junction of US 35/N. Monticello Street and SR 
14 and continuing eastward until its terminus at the SR 14 and SR 17 intersection. The project route is partially 
located in Pulaski and Fulton counties. The existing roadway is 28 feet wide through the project limits, with 12-
foot travel lanes, 2-foot paved shoulders, and 8-foot useable shoulders. While the project route includes the SR 14 
Bridge over the Tippecanoe River (Bridge No. 014-66-3459B/NBI No. 3730), a paving exception is in place for 
the bridge. The structure is not part of project activities for Des. No. 1800182. 

The purpose of this project is to achieve a sufficient pavement structure to address base and sub-base concerns, 
providing a stable roadbed and to facilitate 15-20 years of useful pavement service life. The need of this project is 
to address the extensive light-to-moderate rutting, due mainly to the higher-than-normal truck traffic. The rutting 
is a result of issues within the base and/or sub-base of the roadbed. As the roadway stands, this examined section 
has been experiencing accelerated deterioration, which will continue if the roadbed issues are not addressed. 
There is a moderate amount of severe transverse cracking in this full depth HMA section.  The thermal cracking 
present is spaced closely, indicating it is toward the end of its service life. 

The preferred alternative is milling of the existing mainline and shoulder asphalt 4 inches in depth and paving 
with four (4) inches of HMA from the north Junction of US 35 to 3,500 feet east of the Tippecanoe River. From 
3,500 feet east of the Tippecanoe River to SR 17, full-depth-reclamation (FDR) of the existing pavement will 
occur after the removal of the top four 4 inches of existing pavement, and then paving of four (4) inches of HMA 
on top of the FDR. The existing superelevated curves will be improved to the current design standards.  

The existing public road approaches, asphalt private drives, commercial drives, field entrances, and mailbox 
approaches will be milled and paved in accordance with the current design standards. The project involves 
replacing two (2) small structures located along the project alignment. Both small structure locations require 
removal/replacement of existing catch basins and drive culverts (Structures 
#110A and #110B on list, below).  

The project involves 19 small culvert replacements located along the project alignment. Small structures and 
small culverts require placement of riprap and grading and removal/replacement of existing catch basins. Ground-
disturbing work is not anticipated to extend outside of the edge of pavement with the exception of the small 
structure and small culvert replacement locations and curb ramp replacements. In addition, existing street signs 
will be replaced, replacement of guardrail, and updates to the curb ramps to comply with current Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) standards will occur. 

ADA curb ramps updates will occur at the following locations in the Town of Winamac: 1) NW and SW corners 
of the intersection of North Riverside Drive and SR 14/E. 13th Street. 

The project also involves the following 19 small culvert replacements located along the project alignment. Small 
structures and small culverts require placement of riprap and grading and removing and replacing existing catch 
basins. Ground disturbing work is not anticipated to extend outside of the edge of pavement with the exception of 
the small structure and small culvert replacement locations and curb-ramp replacements. 
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1. Str. #100, CLV-014-066-49.46, 46 ft., 15 in. corrugated metal pipe (CMP) would be replaced with a 48 ft. by
30 in. by 19 in. smooth elliptical pipe (SCEP) with end sections and 4 in. sump and revetment riprap added at end;

2. Str. #101, CLV-014-066-49.61 44 ft., 12 in. corrugated plastic pipe (CPP) would be replaced with a 44 ft. by
21 in. smooth circular pipe (SCP) with end sections with 3 in. sump Class 1 riprap will be added to end;

3. Str. #102, Leidendecker Ditch, CLV-014-066-50.00 59 ft, 48 in. CMP would be replaced with a 66 ft., 66 in.
pipe in diameter with end sections and 12 in. sump with end sections.(since work will occur on Str. 102, these
below accompanying pipes at this location will also be included): a.) Str. 102A – existing 44 ft. long pipe would
be replaced with a 44 ft. long, 24 in. in diameter pipe; b.) Str. 102B– existing 15 ft. long pipe would be replaced
with a 15 ft. long, 24 in. in diameter pipe and manhole structure;

4. Str. #103, CLV-014-066-50.11 46 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 48 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP
or CCP and revetment riprap;

5. Str. #104, CLV-014-066-50.29 LT 51 ft., 12 in. PVC pipe would be replaced with a 51 ft.,15 in. pipe in
diameter SCP or CPP with end sections and revetment riprap;

6. Str. #105, CLV-014-066-50.29 RT 53 ft., 12 in. PVC pipe would be replaced with a 53 ft. long, 15 in. pipe in
diameter SCP or CCP with end sections and revetment riprap;

7. Str. #106, CLV-014-066-50.33 46 ft, 18 in. CMP would be replaced with either a 47 ft.,18 in. pipe in diameter
SCP with end sections and revetment riprap will be placed at end;

8. Str. #107, CLV-014-066-50.55 42 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 49 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP
with 2 in. sump with two pipe end sections and revetment riprap;

9. Str. #108, CLV-014-066-50.93 42 ft., 15 in. CMP would be replaced with a 48 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP
with end sections and 1 in. sump and revetment riprap added;

10. Str. #109, CLV-014-066-51.07 45 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 46 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter
SCP with end sections or a CCP with end sections. Both would have revetment riprap added;

11. Str. #110, CLV-014-066-51.24 124 ft., 54 in. CMP skewed 20 degrees and drains Breckenridge Ditch would
be replaced with a 124 ft., 54 in. pipe in diameter SCP skewed 20 degrees with a 6 in. sump and revetment riprap
at end. Since work will occur on Str. 110, the following pipes at this location will also be included:  A.) Str. 110A
– existing catch basin and pipe to be removed and replaced with a 92 ft., 15 in. in diameter pipe; B.) Str. 110B –
existing catch basin and pipe to be removed and replaced with a 66 ft., 15 in. in diameter pipe; C.) Str. 110C –
existing pipe to be removed and replaced with a 58 ft., 15 in. in diameter pipe;

12. Str. #111A, CLV-014-066-52.60 54 ft.,2 in. CPP would be replaced with a 52 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter SCP
with end sections and revetment riprap at end. Since work will occur on Str. 111A, the following pipes at this
location will also be included: A). Str. #111B, CLV-014-066-52.81 49 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a
49 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter SCP with end sections with 1 in. sump and revetment riprap; B). Str. #111C, CLV-
014-066-52.82 44 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 44 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP with end sections
and revetment riprap;

13. Str. #112, CLV-014-066-53.52 45 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 47 ft. long, 18 in. pipe in
diameter SCP with end sections and revetment riprap;

14. Str. #114, CLV-014-025-55.40 60 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 63 ft. long, 18 in. pipe in
diameter SCP or CCP with end sections and revetment riprap;
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15. Str. #115, CLV-014-025-55.41 60 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 65 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP or CCP with end sections and 4 in. sump and revetment riprap. 
 
16. Str. #116, CLV-014-025-55.47 42 ft., 15 in. PVC would be replaced with a 43 ft., 34 in. by 22 in. SCEP with 
end sections, 3 in. pump, and class 1 riprap; 
 
17. Str. #117, CLV-014-025-55.56 47 ft., 15 in. CMP would be replaced with a 47 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP or CCP with end sections and revetment riprap; 
 
18. Str. #118, CLV-014-025-55.70 41 ft., 15 in. CMP would be replaced with a 44 ft., 18-in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections and 2 in. sump and revetment riprap; 

19. Str. #119, CLV-014-025-56.24 54 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 54 ft., 18-in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections and revetment riprap. 

Feature Crossed (if applicable):  

County/Township:  Monroe and Harrison townships (Pulaski County); Union Township (Fulton County)  

City:  Winamac (Pulaski County) 

Information reviewed (please check all that apply): 
General project location map  USGS map  Aerial photograph Interim Report  
Written description of project area  General project area photos   Soil survey data  
Previously completed historic property reports       Previously completed archaeology reports  
Bridge Inspection Information

 SHAARD    SHAARD GIS     Streetview Imagery   
Other (please specify): Indiana Historic Building, Bridges, and Cemeteries Map (IHBBCM); Bridge 
Inspection Application System (BIAS); 2010 INDOT-sponsored Historic Bridge Inventory (HBI); Fulton and 
Pulaski county property records/GIS information, accessed here: https://fultonin.wthgis.com; 
********pulaskiin.wthgis.com; Project information submitted by SJCA, Inc on June 8, 2021 and on file with 
INDOT-CRO.  

Martin, Andrew V. and Lisa J. Kelley 
2021  A Phase Ia Archaeological Survey for the HMA Overlay and Structure Replacements along SR 14 from the 
North Junction of US 35 and SR 17 In Fulton and Pulaski Counties, Indiana (INDOT Des. No. 1800182). Repot 
on file, Indiana Department of Transportation, Cultural Resources Office, Indianapolis, In.  
 
Please specify all applicable categories and condition(s) (conditions that are applicable are 
highlighted):     

A-5. Repair, in-kind replacement or upgrade of existing lighting, signals, signage, and other traffic control devices 
in previously disturbed soils.   

A-6. Repair, replacement, or upgrade of existing safety appurtenances such as guardrails, barriers, glare screens, 
and crash attenuators in previously disturbed soils. 

A-9. Installation, repair, or replacement of erosion control measures along roadways, waterways and bridge piers 
within previously disturbed soils.   
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B-1.  Replacement, repair, or installation of curbs, curb ramps, or sidewalks, including when such projects are 
associated with roadway work such as surface replacement, reconstruction, rehabilitation, or resurfacing 
projects, including overlays, shoulder treatments, pavement repair, seal coating, pavement grinding, and 
pavement marking, under the following conditions [BOTH Condition A, which pertains to Archaeological 
Resources, and Condition B, which pertains to Above-Ground Resources, must be satisfied]: 

Condition A (Archaeological Resources) 
One of the two conditions listed below must be satisfied (EITHER Condition i or Condition ii must be 
satisfied): 
i.    Work occurs in previously disturbed soils; OR 
ii.  Work occurs in undisturbed soils and an archaeological investigation conducted by the applicant and 

reviewed by INDOT Cultural Resources Office determines that no National Register-listed or 
potentially National Register-eligible archaeological resources are present within the project area. If the 
archaeological investigation locates National Register-listed or potentially National Register-eligible 
archaeological resources, then full Section 106 review will be required.  Copies of any archaeological 
reports prepared for the project will be provided to the Division of Historic Preservation and 
Archaeology (DHPA) and any archaeological site form information will be entered directly into the 
State Historic Architectural and Archaeological Database (SHAARD) by the applicant. The 
archaeological reports will also be available for viewing (by Tribes only) on INSCOPE.  

Condition B (Above-Ground Resources) 
One of the two conditions listed below must be satisfied (EITHER Condition i or Condition ii must be 
satisfied): 
i.  Work does not occur adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-eligible 

district or individual above-ground resource; OR 
ii.  Work occurs adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-eligible district or 

individual above-ground resource under one of the two additional conditions listed below (EITHER 
Condition a OR Condition b must be met and field work and documentation must be completed as 
described below): 
a.     No unusual features, including but not limited to historic brick or stone sidewalks, curbs or curb 

ramps, stepped or elevated sidewalks and historic brick or stone retaining walls are present in the 
project area adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-eligible district or 
individual above-ground resource; OR   

b. Unusual features, including but not limited to historic brick or stone sidewalks, curbs or curb 
ramps, stepped or elevated sidewalks and historic brick or stone retaining walls are present in the 
project area adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-eligible individual 
above-ground resource or district and ANY ONE of the conditions (1, 2, or 3) listed below must be 
fulfilled: 
1. Unusual features described above will not be impacted by the project. Firm commitments 

regarding the avoidance of these features must be listed in the MPPA determination form and 
the NEPA document and must be entered into the INDOT Project Commitments Database. 
These projects will also be flagged for quality assurance reviews by INDOT Cultural 
Resources Office during/after project construction. 

2. Unusual features described above have been determined not to contribute to the significance 
of the historic resource by INDOT Cultural Resources Office in consultation with the SHPO 
based on an analysis and justification prepared by their staff or review of such information 
from other qualified professional historians. 

3. Impacts to unusual features described above have been determined by INDOT Cultural 
Resources Office to be so minimal that they do not diminish any of the characteristics that 
contribute to the significance of the historic resource, based on an analysis and justification 
prepared by their staff or review of such information from other qualified professional 
historians. 
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B-3.  Construction of added travel, turning, or auxiliary lanes (e.g., bicycle, truck climbing, acceleration and 
deceleration lanes) and shoulder widening under the following conditions [BOTH Condition A, which 
pertains to Archaeological Resources, and Condition B, which pertains to Above-Ground Resources, must 
be satisfied]: 

Condition A (Archaeological Resources) 
One of the two conditions listed below must be met (EITHER Condition i or Condition ii must be satisfied): 
i. Work occurs in previously disturbed soils; OR 
ii. Work occurs in undisturbed soils and an archaeological investigation conducted by the applicant and 

reviewed by INDOT Cultural Resources Office determines that no National Register-listed or potentially 
National Register-eligible archaeological resources are present within the project area. If the 
archaeological investigation locates National Register-listed or potentially National Register-eligible 
archaeological resources, then full Section 106 review will be required.  Copies of any archaeological 
reports prepared for the project will be provided to the DHPA and any archaeological site form 
information will be entered directly into the SHAARD by the applicant. The archaeological reports will 
also be available for viewing (by Tribes only) on INSCOPE.    

Condition B (Above-Ground Resources) 
Work does not occur adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-eligible district or 
individual above-ground resource. 

B-9.  Installation, replacement, repair, lining, or extension of culverts and other drainage structures under the 
conditions listed below [BOTH Condition A, which pertains to Archaeological Resources, and Condition 
B, which pertains to Above-Ground Resources, must be satisfied]: 

Condition A (Archaeological Resources) 
One of the two conditions listed below must be met (EITHER Condition i or Condition ii must be satisfied): 
i.   Work occurs in previously disturbed soils; OR 
ii.   Work occurs in undisturbed soils and an archaeological investigation conducted by the applicant and 

reviewed by INDOT Cultural Resources Office determines that no National Register-listed or 
potentially National Register-eligible archaeological resources are present within the project area. If the 
archaeological investigation locates National Register-listed or potentially National Register-eligible 
archaeological resources, then full Section 106 review will be required.  Copies of any archaeological 
reports prepared for the project will be provided to the DHPA and any archaeological site form 
information will be entered directly into the SHAARD by the applicant. The archaeological reports will 
also be available for viewing (by Tribes only) on INSCOPE.   

 
Condition B (Above-Ground Resources) 
One of the conditions below must be met (EITHER Condition i or Condition ii must be satisfied): 
i. Work does not involve installation of a new culvert and other drainage structure, and there are no impacts 

to unusual features, including but not limited to historic brick or stone sidewalks, curbs or curb ramps, 
stepped or elevated sidewalks and retaining walls, under one of the following conditions (Condition a, 
Condition b, or Condition c must be satisfied): 
a. The structure exhibits no wood, stone, or brick structures or parts therein; OR  
b. The structure exhibits only modern wood, stone, or brick structures or parts therein; OR  
c. The structure exhibits non-modern wood, stone, or brick structures or parts therein and the following 

conditions are met (BOTH Condition 1 AND Condition 2  must be met): 
1. Work does not occur adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-eligible 

district or individual above-ground resource; AND 
2. The structure lacks sufficient integrity and/or a context that suggests it might have engineering or 

historical significance. Under this condition, a qualified professional (meeting the Secretary of 
Interior’s Professional Qualification standards [48 Federal Register (FR) 44716]) must prepare an 
analysis and justification that the structure lacks sufficient integrity and/or a context that suggests it 
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might have engineering or historical significance. This documentation must be reviewed and 
approved by INDOT Cultural Resources Office. 

ii. Work involves the installation of a new culvert and other drainage structures AND/OR there may be 
impacts to unusual features, including historic brick or stone sidewalks, curbs or curb ramps, stepped or 
elevated sidewalks and retaining walls, under the following conditions (BOTH Condition a and Condition 
b must be satisfied): 
a. Work does not occur adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-eligible 

district or individual above-ground resource; AND  
b.  The subject structure exhibits one of the characteristics described below (Condition 1, Condition 2 or 

Condition 3 must be satisfied).  
 1. The structure exhibits no wood, stone, or brick structures or parts therein; OR  
 2. The structure exhibits only modern wood, stone, or brick structures or parts therein; OR  
 3. The structure exhibits non-modern wood, stone, or brick structures or parts therein but lacks 

sufficient integrity and/or a context that suggests it might have engineering or historical 
significance. Under this condition, a qualified professional (meeting the Secretary of Interior’s 
Professional Qualification standards [48 Federal Register (FR) 44716]) must prepare an analysis 
and justification that the structure lacks sufficient integrity and/or a context that suggests it might 
have engineering or historical significance. This documentation must be reviewed and approved by 
INDOT Cultural Resources Office. 

Are there any commitments associated with this project? If yes, please explain and include in the 
Additional Comments Section below.          yes          no   

Does the project result in a de minimis impact to a Section 4(f) protected historic resource? If yes, 
please explain in the Additional Comments Section below.          yes          no   

Additional Comments:     
Above-ground Resources 

 
An INDOT-Cultural Resources Office (CRO) historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards as per 36 CFR Part 61 first performed a desktop review, checking the Indiana Register of 
Historic Sites and Structures (State Register) and National Register of Historic Places (National Register) lists for 
Fulton and Pulaski counties. No listed resources in either county were recorded along the proposed project route.  
 
The Fulton County Interim Report (1987; Union Township) and Pulaski County Interim Report (2008; Harrison 
& Monroe townships; Winamac Scattered Sites (WSS)) of the Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory 
(IHSSI) were also consulted. The National Register & IHSSI information is available in the Indiana State Historic 
Architectural and Archaeological Research Database (SHAARD) and the Indiana Historic Buildings, Bridges, and 
Cemeteries Map (IHBBCM).  
 
Fulton County: 
 
The following IHSSI-surveyed Fulton County resource was recorded along the proposed project route: 1) #049-
313-15008 (Farm; 1100 County Road (CR) West; includes c.-1915 house and barn; rated ‘contributing’). No other 
surveyed IHSSI-surveyed Fulton County resources were recorded along the proposed project route. 
 
Pulaski County:  
 
The following Winamac Scattered Sites were recorded along the proposed route: 1) 131-684-33025 (House; 619 
M. Monticello Street (US 35); rated ‘contributing’); 2) 131-684-33026 (624 N. Monticello Street (US 35); rated 
‘contributing’); 3) 131-684-33027 (625 N. Monticello Street/US 35; rated ‘contributing’); 4) 131-684-33019 (628 
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N. Riverside Drive; NE corner N. Riverside Drive and E. 13th Street; rated ‘contributing’). No other surveyed 
WSS resources were recorded along the proposed project route. 
 
ADA curb-ramp updates will occur at the northwest (NW) and southwest (SW) corners of the intersection of 
North Riverside Drive and SR 14 E./13th Street in the Town of Winamac. These locations are not within an 
IHSSI-surveyed historic district. With regard to these proposed curb-ramp-replacement locations, a review of 
available online street-view imagery and aerial photography shows that sidewalks and curbs at the proposed 
locations are modern concrete. No above-ground concerns are present at these locations. 
 
The following surveyed Monroe Township resources were recorded along the project route: 1) 131-684-30018 
(House; 2394 E. SR 14; rated ‘contributing’); 2) 131-684-30019 (Reed Cemetery; 1481 E. SR 14; rated 
‘contributing’); 3) 131-684-30021 (1358 E. Oak Drive South; rated ‘contributing’); 4) 131-684-30022 (1280 E. 
Oak Drive South; rated ‘contributing’); 5) 131-684-30023 (House; 1250 E. Oak Drive South; rated 
‘contributing’); 6) 131-684-30024 (House; 1230 E. Oak Drive South; rated ‘contributing’); 7) 131-684-30026 
(Roland Smeltzer House; 31 S. Oak Drive West; rated ‘contributing”). No further IHSSI-surveyed Monroe 
Township resources were recorded along the proposed project route. 
 
The following surveyed Harrison Township resources were recorded along the proposed project route: 1) 131-
684-35008 (House; 2598 SR 14; rated ‘contributing’); 2) 131-313-35010 (Krohn House; 4549 E. SR 14; rated 
‘contributing’; Note: This resource has been demolished); 3) 131-313-35011 (House; 5722 SR 14; rated 
‘contributing’; Note: This resource has been demolished). No further surveyed Harrison Township resources were 
recorded along the proposed project route. 
 
According to the IHSSI rating system, generally properties rated "contributing" do not possess the level of 
historical or architectural significance necessary to be considered individually National Register eligible, although 
they would contribute to a historic district. If they retain material integrity, properties rated “notable” might 
possess the necessary level of significance after further research. Properties rated “outstanding” usually possess 
the necessary level of significance to be considered National Register eligible if they retain material integrity. 
Historic districts identified in the IHSSI are usually considered eligible for the National Register. 
 
As noted in previous paragraphs, while the project route includes the SR 14 bridge over the Tippecanoe River 
(Bridge No. 014-66-3459B/NBI No. 3730), a paving exception is in place for the bridge. The structure is not part 
of project activities for Des. No. 1800182. 

 
Small Structures/Culverts: 
 
As noted in previous paragraphs, Des. No. 1800182 involves 19 small culvert replacements located along the 
project alignment. Small structures and small culverts require placement of riprap and grading and removing and 
replacing existing catch basins. Ground-disturbing work is not anticipated to extend outside of the edge of 
pavement with the exception of the small structure and small culvert replacement locations and curb ramp 
replacements. Review of the 19 small culvert replacements is as follows:  
 
1. Str. #100, CLV-014-066-49.46: 46 ft., 15 in. corrugated metal pipe (CMP) would be replaced with a 48 ft., 30 
in. by 19 in. smooth elliptical pipe (SCEP) with end sections and 4-in. sump and revetment riprap added at end. 
Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report;  
 
2. Str. #101, CLV-014-066-49.61: 44 ft. long, 12 in. corrugated plastic pipe (CPP) would be replaced with a 44 
ft. long of a 21 in. in diameter smooth circular pipe (SCP) with end sections with 3 in. sump Class 1 riprap will be 
added to end. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no 
BIAS report; 
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3. Str. #102, Leidendecker Ditch, CLV-014-066-50.00: 59 ft., 48 in. CMP would be replaced with a 66 ft., 66 
in. pipe in diameter with end sections and 12 in. sump with end sections. Since work will occur on Str. 102, the 
following accompanying pipes at this location will also be included: a.) Str. 102A – Existing 44 ft. pipe would be 
replaced with a 44 ft., 24 in. in diameter pipe; b.) Str. 102B– Existing 15 ft. pipe would be replaced with a 15 ft., 
24 in. in diameter pipe and manhole structure. According to BIAS records, CV 014-066-50.00 is a CMP with no 
known date of construction. BIAS photos and those provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone parts 
therein. Ancillary Structures A and B are not in BIAS due to insufficient pipe diameter. Photos provided by 
SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. due to insufficient pipe diameter, no 
BIAS report; 
 
4. Str. #103, CLV-014-066-50.11: 46 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 48 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP 
or CCP and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to insufficient 
pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
5. Str. #104, CLV-014-066-50.29 LT: 51 ft., 12 in. PVC pipe would be replaced with a 51 ft.,15 in. pipe in 
diameter SCP or CPP with end sections and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, 
brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
6. Str. #105, CLV-014-066-50.29 RT: 53 ft., 12 in. PVC pipe would be replaced with a 53 ft., 15 in. pipe in 
diameter SCP or CCP with end sections and revetment riprap; Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, 
brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
7. Str. #106, CLV-014-066-50.33: 46 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with either a 47 ft.,18 in. pipe in 
diameter SCP with end sections and revetment riprap will be placed at end. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show 
no wood, brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
8. Str. #107, CLV-014-066-50.55: 42 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 49 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP 
with 2 in. sump with two pipe end sections and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, 
brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
9. Str. #108, CLV-014-066-50.93: 42 ft., 15 in. CMP would be replaced with a 48 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP 
with end sections and 1 in. sump and revetment riprap added. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, 
brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
10. Str. #109, CLV-014-066-51.07: 45 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 46 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections or a CCP with end sections. Both would have revetment riprap added; Photos provided by 
SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
11. Str. #110, CLV-014-066-51.24: 124 ft., 54 in. CMP skewed 20 degrees and drains Breckenridge Ditch would 
be replaced with a 124 ft., 54 in. pipe in diameter SCP skewed 20 degrees with a 6 in. sump and revetment riprap 
at end. Since work will occur on Str. 110, the following pipes at this location will also be included:  A.) Str. 110A 
– Existing catch basin and pipe to be removed and replaced with a 92 ft., 15 in. in diameter pipe; B.) Str. 110B – 
Existing catch basin and pipe to be removed and replaced with a 66 ft., 15 in. in diameter pipe; C.) Str. 110C – 
existing pipe to be removed and replaced with a 58 ft., 15 in. in diameter pipe. According to BIAS records, CV 
014-066-51.24 is a c.-1978 CMP. BIAS photos and those provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone 
parts therein. Ancillary Structures A, B, and C are not in BIAS due to insufficient pipe diameter. Photos provided 
by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone;  
 
12. Str. #111A, CLV-014-066-52.60: 54 ft., 12 in. CPP would be replaced with a 52 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections and revetment riprap at end. The following pipes at this location will also be included: A). 
Str. #111B, CLV-014-066-52.81 49 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 49 ft. long, 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections with 1 in. sump and revetment riprap; B). Str. #111C, CLV-014-066-52.82 44 ft., 12 in. 
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CMP would be replaced with a 44 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter SCP with end sections and revetment riprap. Photos 
provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
13. Str. #112, CLV-014-066-53.52: 45 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 47 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to 
insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
14. Str. #114, CLV-014-025-55.40: 60 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 63 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP or CCP with end sections and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or 
stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report; 
 
15. Str. #115, CLV-014-025-55.41: 60 ft., 18 in. CMP would be replaced with a 65 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP or CCP with end sections and 4 in. sump and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no 
wood, brick or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report 
 
16. Str. #116, CLV-014-025-55.47: 42 ft., 15 in. PVC would be replaced with a 43 ft., 34 in. by 22 in. SCEP with 
end sections, 3-in. pump, and class 1 riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to 
insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report 
 
17. Str. #117, CLV-014-025-55.56: 47 ft., 15 in. CMP would be replaced with a 47 ft., 15 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP or CCP with end sections and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or 
stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report 
 
18. Str. #118, CLV-014-025-55.70: 41 ft., 15 in. CMP would be replaced with a 44 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections and 2 in. sump and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick 
or stone. Due to insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report 
 
19. Str. #119, CLV-014-025-56.24: 54 ft., 12 in. CMP would be replaced with a 54 ft., 18 in. pipe in diameter 
SCP with end sections and revetment riprap. Photos provided by SJCA, Inc. show no wood, brick or stone. Due to 
insufficient pipe diameter, no BIAS report. 
 
Based on examination of structure photos and descriptions provided by SJCA, Inc--on file at INDOT-CRO--the 
above-listed structures exhibit no wood, stone, or brick structures or parts therein. In addition, there is no evidence 
to suggest that the structures possess historical or engineering significance. No unusual features are present that 
may be impacted by the project. 
 
Land-use in the project area varies from small-town urban to agricultural; topography is flat, with scattered 
commercial buildings, residences, a church, hospital, and farms/farm residences present. Based on a review of the 
SR 14 project route via available online street-view imagery and aerial photography, these properties ranged from 
the mid-to late-twentieth/early twenty-first centuries. None appeared to possess the material integrity or cultural 
significance necessary to be considered eligible to the National Register. 
 
Based on the available information, as summarized above, no above-ground concerns exist. 
 
 

Archaeological Resources 
 
An INDOT Cultural Resources Office (CRO) archaeologist, who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards as per 36 CFR Part 61, reviewed the archaeology report submitted by 
Cultural Resource Analyst (CRA) on behalf of INDOT September 2, 2021.  
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An archaeological records check and Phase Ia reconnaissance survey of the survey area were conducted by CRA 
(Martin & Kelley 2021). A records review of SHAARD and SHAARD GIS indicated that a small portion of the 
survey area had been previously investigated (Szmutko et al. 2018). Two previously recorded archaeological sites 
(12Fu109 and 12Fu110) have been documented within or adjacent to the project boundaries. Both of these sites 
are outside of the existing right-of-way, and only one of these (12Fu110) is located near any proposed project-
related ground disturbance. Both sites contained either one or two pieces of bottle glass and were recommended 
not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. Because these sites have been recently recorded and 
determined to be not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, no further work was conducted at them 
for the current project. The survey that recorded these sites in 2018 covers approximately 70 linear meters outside 
of the existing project right-of-way on the south and north sides of SR 14 in the survey area near a proposed 
structure replacement. 
 
A 6.8 acre survey area was examined through the excavation of shovel probes, pedestrian survey of agricultural 
fields, and visual inspection if areas of disturbance. The current reconnaissance resulted in the documentation of 
one previously unrecorded archaeological site (12Pl0087). Site 12Pl0087 is an isolated find of a likely Archaic 
biface that is recommended ineligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places, and no further 
work is recommended. Because no archaeological sites listed in, or eligible for, the National Register of 
Historic Places are within or near the proposed transportation project, archaeological clearance is 
recommended. It is our opinion that the report is acceptable, and we concur with the evaluations and 
recommendations made by CRA (Martin & Kelley 2021). Therefore, there are no archaeological concerns. 
 
Accidental Discovery: If any archaeological artifacts or human remains are uncovered during construction, 
demolition, or earth moving activities, construction within 100 feet of the discovery will be stopped, and the 
INDOT Cultural Resources Office and the Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology will be notified 
immediately.  
 
INDOT Cultural Resources staff reviewer(s):  Susan Branigin and Patricia Jo Korzeniewski  
 
***Be sure to attach this form to the National Environmental Policy Act documentation for this project.  Also, the NEPA 
documentation shall reference and include the description of the specific stipulation in the PA that qualifies the project as 
exempt from further Section 106 review. 
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