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1. INTRODUCTION

The above entity has applied to the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (DWSRF) Loan
Progtram for a loan to finance all or part of the drinking watet project described in the attached
Environmental Assessment (EA). As part of facilities planning requirements, an environmental
review has been completed which addresses the project's impacts on the natural and human
environment. This review is summarized in the attached EA, which can also be viewed at

http:/ /wwwin.gov/ifa/stf/.

II. PRELIMINARY FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FNSI)

The DWSRF has evaluated all pertinent environmental information regarding the proposed
project and determined that an Environmental Impact Statement is not necessaty. Subject to
responses recetved during the 30-day public comment petiod, and pursuant to Indiana Code 4-4-
11, it is our preliminary finding that the construction and operation of the proposed facilities will
result in no significant adverse environmental impact. In the absence of significant comments,
the attached EA shall serve as the final environmental document.

III. COMMENTS

All interested parties may comment upon the EA/FNSI. Comments must be received at the
address below by the deadline date above. Significant comments may prompt a reevaluation of
the preliminary FNSI if appropriate, a new FNSI will be issued for another 30-day public
comment period. A final decision to proceed, or not to proceed, with the proposed project shall
be effected by finalizing, or not finalizing, the FNSI as appropriate. Comments regarding this
document should be sent within 30 days to:
Max Henschen
Senior Environmental Manager
State Revolving Fund
100 N. Senate Ave. IGCN 1275
Indianapolis, IN 46204
317-232-8623; mhensche at ifa.in.gov



ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT

I. PROJECT INFORMATION

II.

II1.

Project Name and Address: Town of Whitestown
3 South Main Street
Whitestown, IN 46075

SRF Project Number: DW 05 16 06 03

Authorized Representative: Mr. Jason Tribby
Town Council President

PROJECT LOCATION

Whitestown is located in Boone County. The existing and future service areas are shown on
Figure 1 and include parts of Worth, Eagle and Perry Townships.

The proposed project near I-65 and CR E 400 S is located in Worth Township, Fayette USGS
quadrangle, T18N, R1E, sections 23 and/or 26 (i.¢., the line could be on either side of CR E
400 S). See Figure 2.

The proposed project along CR S 650 E is in Worth Township north of CR 500 S and in
Eagle Township south of CR E 500 S, T18N, R2E, sections 19, 30 and 31, all in the
Zionsville USGS quadrangle. See Figure 3.

PROJECT NEED AND PURPOSE

The water distribution system is divided into two pressure zones: the north system is served
by the Whitestown water treatment plant (WTP), and the south system is served by the
Indianapolis Water Company (IWC).

The water treatment plant was constructed in 2002, but unexpected development in the area
has left the WTP undersized for future flows. In addition, the town is under an Agreed Order
with the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) due to water quality
violations at the WTP.

Some mains in the distribution system were installed in the 1950s and have reached the end
of their useful life. In addition, both the north and south systems have several dead ends.
Due to the dead end portions, the town experiences water quality issues and more main
breaks during the winter months.

The proposed project will address these issues.
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IV. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project will connect the north and south distribution systems, connect both
systems to the IWC, and abandon the WTP. Future average day demand for Whitestown is
projected to be 1.22 million gpd, and peak day demand is projected to be 3.12 million gpd.
A new purchase agreement with the Indianapolis Department of Waterworks provides that
Indianapolis Department of Waterworks will supply Whitestown up to four million gallons
per day (gpd) at a pressure of at least 35 pounds per square inch at the meter point.

The north and south distribution systems will be connected at two locations: (1) from the
existing 500,000 gallon elevated tank, the water main will be extended north along CR S 650
E to a connection point at the south end of the north distribution system; (2) the second
connection point is at the west end of the distribution system and will connect the south and
north distribution systems between Old U.S. 52 and West 146™ Street and CR 400 East. With
these water main extensions, the Whitestown distribution system will be looped and all
customers will receive water from the Indianapolis Water Company.

V. ESTIMATED PROJECT COSTS

Construction Estimated Cost
20-inch Transmission Main 5730 feet $ 515,700
16-inch Transmission Main 8040 feet 522,600
12-inch Transmission Main 9860 feet 493,000
1-65 Crossing 190,000
Fittings/Hydrants/Valves 206,556
Mobilization/Demobilization 40,000
Site Restoration 60,000

Total Estimated Construction Cost  $2,027,856

Non-Construction Estimated Cost
Administrative, Legal, Bond $ 20,000
Land & Right —of-way Acquisition 128,500
Engineering Fees, Construction 201,600
Project Inspection 66.100

Non-Construction Cost  $416,200
Contingencies (3%) $155,944
Total Estimated Project Cost $2,600,000
Whitestown will finance the project with a 20-year loan from the SRF program at an
interest rate to be determined at the time of loan closing. Monthly user rates and charges
may need to be analyzed to determine if adjustments are required for loan repayment.

VI. DESCRIPTION OF EVALUATED ALTERNATIVES

Alternatives were evaluated based on cost-effectiveness, technical feasibility, practicality,
reliability, ease of implementation, and environmental soundness.
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A. No Action

The no action alternative consists of maintaining the poor distribution and treatment
conditions. Due to growth which was not anticipated at the time of the 2002 WTP
project, the waterworks system would continue to have water quality issues, service
connection bans, and distribution problems. This alternative was rejected.

B. Expand and Improve the Waterworks System

Improvements have been made to the WTP, but the plant continues to experience water
quality issues. A new water treatment plant would be necessary to provide capacity for
future growth and to meet water quality standards. Additional well(s) and water storage
would be required to serve present and future demand. Finally, the undersized lines in
the older part of town would be replaced and the system looped to improve water flows
and eliminate dead-ends. This alternative was rejected due to cost.

C. IWC Connection with North and South Connections

This selected alternative will construct new transmission mains to connect the north and
south systems; the project will also maintain the connection with IWC and abandon the
treatment plant. This will allow Whitestown to meet present and near future demands.
This alternative will also allow the community to come into compliance with its Agreed
Order.

VII. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE FEASIBLE ALTERNATIVES
A. Direct Impacts of Construction and Operation

Undisturbed Land: Much of the project will occur on land which has not been
significantly disturbed by previous construction activity. Archaeological surveys on the
portions of the project area suitable to contain cultural materials found eight
archaeological sites, which the archaeologist concluded were not significant.

Structural Resources (Figures 4 and 5): The proposed projects will not alter, demolish
or remove historic properties. If any visual or audible impacts to historic sites occur, they
will be temporary and will not alter the characteristics that qualify historic properties for
inclusion in or eligibility for the State or National Registers. The SRF’s finding pursuant
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act is: “no historic properties
affected.”

Prime Farmland: The project will not affect prime farmland soils.

Wetlands (Figures 6 and 7): Directional drilling will be used for installation of the
transmission mains where wetlands are encountered.

Stream Crossing/Surface Water (Figures 6 and 7): The project will require a crossing
of Fishback Creek, which will be directionally drilled. The project will not adversely
affect Exceptional Use streams, Outstanding State Resource waters or Natural and Scenic
Recreational Rivers and Streams.
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100-Year Floodplain (Figure 8): Construction activity will take place in the 100-year
floodplain, but no displacement of flood waters will occur.

Groundwater: The project will not impact a drinking water supply or sole source
aquifer.

Air Quality: Construction activities may generate some noise, fumes, and dust. These
are short-term impacts, lasting only during the construction phase.

Plant and Animals: The construction and operation of the project will not negatively
affect state or federal-listed endangered species. Minor tree and shrub removal will be
required for the construction of the water main south of CR E 400 S and east of I-65. The
project will be implemented to minimize impact to non-endangered species and their
habitat.

Open Space and Recreational Opportunities: The proposed project's construction and
operation will neither create nor destroy open space and recreational opportunities.

The construction and operation of the proposed project will not impact National Natural
Landmarks.

B. Indirect Impacts

Whitestown’s Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) states: The Town, through the
authority of its Council, planning commission, or other means, will ensure that future
development, as well as future supply, storage, distribution or treatment works projects
connecting to SRF-funded facilities will not adversely impact archaeological/
historical/structural resources, wetlands, wooded areas, or other sensitive environmental
resources. The Town will require new development and treatment works projects to be
constructed within the guidelines of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, IDNR, IDEM, and
other environmental review authorities.

C. Comments from Environmental Review Authorities

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), in correspondence dated May 6,
2009, stated: The proposed project... will not cause a conversion of prime farmland.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, in correspondence dated November 19, 2009, stated:
Where the [route of the project near 1-65] crosses open land it passes through two
woodlots. According to the National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps the southernmost
woodlot contains a forested wetland, and it appears that the water line would pass
through the west end of the wetland. Both woodlots cover 8-10 acres, however the
northern woodlot contains 3 residences. The south end of the C.R. 650 east pipeline
crosses Fishback Creek and passes through open agricultural land. There do not appear
to be any significant wildlife issues related to other project components. The project
report states that stream and wetland crossings will be directionally drilled. We support
that design feature and recommend against disturbance of the stream channel, riparian
zone and wetland. We also recommend the following additional mitigation measures to
minimize project impacts on fish and wildlife resources:

1. Maintain an undisturbed buffer around the subject wetland at least 50 feet wide.
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2. Avoid disturbance of all riparian forest along Fishback Creek.

3. Install temporary erosion control measures during construction to prevent soil
runoff to streams or wetlands.

The proposed project is within the range of the federally endangered Indiana bat
(Myotis sodalis). The two woodlots contain suitable summer habitat for Indiana

bats, however they are so small and isolated from other habitat that the probability of
the presence of Indiana bats is discountably low. We concur that the proposed
project is not likely to adversely affect this listed species.

If...project plans are changed significantly, please contact our office for further
consultation.

The SRF requested comment on the project from the IDNR Division of Historic
Preservation and Archaeology on November 4; to date, the DHPA has not provided
comments.

The IDNR Environmental Unit, in correspondence dated November 10, 2009, noted that
the project was in review.

VIII. MITIGATION MEASURES
Whitestown’s PER states:

Mitigation measures cited in comment letters from the Department of Natural Resources
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will be implemented.

The adverse impacts caused by dust may be alleviated by periodically wetting the
exposed soil and unpaved roadways to reduce the suspension of particles. To reduce
noise impacts, work activities can be limited to normal daytime hours.

If necessary, dewatering will be employed during construction with the flow directed to a
sedimentation basin prior to being discharged to surrounding surface waters.

Sediment and erosion will be kept to a minimum and any mitigation measures mandated
by authorized reviewing agencies to reduce or eliminate waterway contamination will be
implemented.

Mitigation measures to limit sediment and erosion will include the following:
1. Sediment and erosion control measures required by the project specifications will
require the contractor to follow provided controlling measures to ensure erosion

and sediment control.

2. Site restoration will be required, which includes restoring site to equal or better
site conditions prior to construction.
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3. Excavations will be limited to 300 feet of open trench, in which sediment and
erosion control measures will be used to isolate the disturbed areas.

4. If dewatering is needed, water will be directed to sedimentation basins prior to
discharging into surrounding surface waters.

5. Sediment and erosion control measures shall meet federal, state, and local
requirements.

IX. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

A properly advertised public hearing was held at 6:30 pm on Tuesday March 3, 2009 at the
Worth Township Fire Station to discuss the Preliminary Engineering Report. A copy of the
Preliminary Engineering Report was available for public review for ten days prior to the
public hearing. There were no written comments received from the public during the five day

period after the public hearing.

Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Loan Program Page 6 of 6

Whitestown Environmental Assessment: new lines & abandon WTP for IWC supply
Distributed November 25, 2009 for 30-day comment period to the public.




// .“‘/-}l

I { k . e !f' o

wlizerH
STREET|| ~

7 ’G@

SOURCE: US GEéLOGICAL SURVEY 7.5 MINUTE SE;?IES (TOPOGRAPH;C)I FIGURE 2

USGS MAP

WATER TRANSMISSION MAIN
TOWN OF WHITESTOWN

= %Y

GRW Engineers, Inc. 0

Engineers, Architects, Planners 1500
LAXINGTON

SCALE: 1" = 1500’

roject Location Exibit.dwg

3000'

DATE: FEBRUARY 2009
FILE NAME: 1\3732 - Whi i XX
REVISED: 10/16/09

LEGEND
. PROPOSED CONNECTION LOCATION

e FUTURE SERVICE/STUDY AREA
s EXISTING SERVICE AREA

I EXISTING WATER/TRANSMISSION MAIN
[ZZZ_7_2 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR"

PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR*
lZzz273 APPROVED NOVEMBER 21, 2006 PER

"NOTE: 150' CORRIDORS ARE 75' EACH WAY FROM CENTER
LINE OF ROADS AND ARE SHOWN 300' WIDE




"
U

UV O8TH

e

N NORTH |

\. FISHBACK CREE
WCROSFSING TO B
 RIRECTION

h 5
SOURCE: US GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 7.5 MINUTE SERIES (TNoNNRADHICY OUADRANGLE FOR ZIONSVILLE, AND FAYETTE.

FIGURE 3
USGS MAP
WATER TRANSMISSION MAIN
TOWN OF WHITESTOWN

S\,

GRW Engineers, Inc. o) ! ]
Engineers, Ar%lﬁbect:, Planners 1500 3000
LEONCTON LOUISVILIR NASHVILLE NEW ALBANY INDIANAPOLIS

e SCALE: 1" = 1500'
DATE: FEBRUARY 2009
FILE NAME: 13732 - Whi icipal\)XXX Rep! po ibits\Project Location Exibit.owg

REVISED: 10/16/09

LEGEND
. PROPOSED CONNECTION LOCATION

FUTURE SERVICE/STUDY AREA
s EXISTING SERVICE AREA
SN =XISTING WATER/TRANSMISSION MAIN
[ZZ 773 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR®

PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR*
7773 APPROVED NOVEMBER 21, 2008 PER

"NOTE: 150' CORRIDORS ARE 75' EACH WAY FROM CENTER
LINE OF ROADS AND ARE SHOWN 300" WIDE




UTBJA] UOISSILUSIBI ],

S008

sosy

Soo¥

il

S0sz

SO0

So0sL

S00L

Z

AJ01UBAU| $34N10NI1S puUE $31IS JHOISIH
RS o X poday wuaiu] Azuno) auooqa woli -y 34NOI4

— S - o y— ) !I‘m
0
)
® ° 020 ° L0 _
1Z0 .
«a o
Eroe PO
L]
810 ®
NMOLSTILIHM <
€10 @
ilo e
-
_ : a0
- ° 0i0
! K
— i o
m 800 o 900 =
: e
m 37va
¥
— - « 500
® o
W0 gpg +00 ©
® 100
z€
g 3 3 & g g 2 a 3
o o (=1 2 (=] W = (=] D
m m m m m m m m m

(502) 3smPuYmY 00612
Jspjing-2uadie) S Oy ‘asnoy D

{zog) ampanyy 0E8L2
“Japping-sayuadie]) ‘g OSk ‘uuey D

S0¢)
aNBNYDIY 906L/54BL Jepling
-satuadie) 3 O0p ‘wied sRA00MD D

(869) ampauydsy 70812 “42p|ing
-jajuadie) 'S OOf ‘waey IsWAN D

{699} a1mizanydly
‘OvBLY qeRpay '3 oS ‘usey D
{ze9)
20MIBUYMY 068LD ‘2epse]
/ieping-muadie] 3 059 SNOH N

(258) asmauyasy ‘06BL 1ap|ing
-1euadie]) 'S Q07 ‘wiey NOdS D

(z5s) anpauydIy 08RL>
apping-121uadie)) S QO7 ‘waey D

(zss)
JNPaNYMY PegL™ ‘ayepsey
/i8ppng-1uadie) 5 Q7 ‘ukey D

(6b€) aunP2nYoly 006L™
‘sappng-r2uadie) '3 gor ‘uuey D

(6v€)

a1MD8lYdyY 5/8LD ‘Sleueijey|
S 0O% ‘uuey 3SIBIN Asowy D

{zgg) asmdauyy 6L
‘s;ep|ing-ajuadie])) ‘5 gOL ‘wiey D

(z6s) anauyly 0061 13pjing
-iauadie]) § OQL ‘uueq Aase) D

{gsg) empauydy
‘£68L ‘Oe|1seyssapying-1gwadie)
!5 o0t ‘wuey pooSuaary D

{(zss) asmpanydly ‘G6gLd
‘lemady 3auD) 3 059 ‘uuey D

vondmwasea 91y

Sig

4]

£10

FALY

L0

oLo

00

S00

€00

200

160

N

(L20-100SE) dIHSNMOL H1IOM

60/9T/0T pasinay

9%



soog

AJOIUSAU| S94N1INJIS PUB SIS D140ISIH

UTBJA] UOISSTTUSURI],

10day wiiaul AJuno) auoog wody S JUNOI

e M pasodoid
— o= o .Phl.‘ et s e o e e g = e 150 @ e - 3
.rl . \ - = pZ0 m A_ ‘P R .- R_..g-—- ]
B\l ) 1 1 NN SIYAQH §
/ ° H’@f 2 A !\’L\.’ {
/ & e uE N
N I e 220

« 080 o |{D = £X0

—e

40001
3546
3056
EETA
1058

3008

3004

3059

3009

6002/9T/0T pPasinay

(669) 2Py ‘088L2
‘Japjing-saiuadie)) ‘anuaay
S|PASUOIZ-UuMaISaIIYM ‘Weg

(669) ueipu] ‘AUNPAYIY
‘088LD ‘3leuRjR}] ‘Aanuaay
B}PASUOIZ-UMOLISUYM ‘auey

(669) 2unmOaYuY 00612
Japjing-131uadse) fBnuaay
3Y{IASUDIZ-UMOISBIIYAN ‘B5MOH

(669) ampauyy 'qeRL™
‘rapping-sawuadie) ‘anuaay
BJINSUOIZ-UMO]SIIYAN “BSNOH

{669) 2NDAUYAY 006LD
“;ap|ing-sojuadie]) ‘3 s/g ‘waey

(669) amd21yPIV 06812
‘ave[ise3/iaping-sawadie]
‘s oop ‘uuey awngeys 981039

(669) 21mPakydly (068L7
‘18p|ing-21uadie) (3 5/@ ‘asnoy

(669) uoneanp3
‘UMDY ‘0ggLD ‘1ap|ing
-12)uadie) ‘S oSt ‘uuey KwINg

(669) aimdatydsyY

‘pggL2 ‘avepiseasiapjing
-1euadie) 3 (s6 ‘uued Noxydg
(669) a:mpanyuy

‘SO6L ‘@)ejise3/lap|ing-siuadied
‘S OSE ‘asnoy swua| sewoyy

{669) uonsnusuo)

JJB[NOBUIBA, ‘UNPAUYIY (0Z6LD

‘133u01d-03N ‘3 56 ‘asNOH

(669) aumRYAY 0ERLY
‘s1euelfel} (LZy SN ‘BSNOH

(669) ampAYNY 0EHL
‘mofedung ‘LZy ‘SN ‘@SNoH

uondioseg

2
By

€L

(A1)

LLO

oL

600

L00

£00

Z00

‘an

(LS0-1000%) dIHSNMOL 31DV3

0S



4 N N e
C.R. 400 E.

N

RS S ST R e e R

417

- Taveveve. ..

L0077 7

FPROPOSED 12"
WATER MAIN
(600"

C.R. 400 S.

C.R. 459 S.

SOURCE: INDIANA GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF BOONE COUNTY, INDIANA.

FIGURE 6

WETLAND SURVEY MAP
WATER TRANSMISSION MAIN
TOWN OF WHITESTOWN

S\

GRW Engineers, Inc.
Engineers, Architects, Planners

0 2000’ 4000

SCALE: 1" = 2000'
DATE: FEBRUARY 2008
FILE NAME: 13732 - Whil icipal XXX Rep
REVISED: 10/16/09

Exibit.dwg

LEGEND

WETLANDS

@  werLanp PoINTs

. PROPOSED CONNECTION LOCATION
I RIVERINE WETLANDS
. FUTURE SERVICE/STUDY AREA
e = EXISTING SERVICE AREA

I £XISTING WATER/TRANSMISSION MAIN

[ZZZ72 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR*

(777 7 2 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR*
APPROVED IN NOVEMBER 21, 2006 PER

*NOTE: 150' CORRIDORS ARE 75' EACH WAY FROM CENTER
LINE OF ROADS AND ARE SHOWN 300' WIDE




62»

GRW E:

DATE: FEBRUARY 2008

ngineers, Inc.
Engineers, Architects Planners

MEY ALBANY INBIAMAPOLIS
FPORT MITCHELL ENOXVILI® ARLINGTON COLUWMBUS

§< T l\ .\\:s e e -'-‘
’ ) gt s |
? o sawra ol i1 L/
i _J T / A le
l / N~
] -
, L EXISTING WATER EXISTING 150,000
TREATMENT=PLANT GALLON ELEVATED
' (TO BE ABANOONDED) STORAGE TANK
PROPOSED L
12" WATER MAIN &
(2280") o
o oF
C.R. 40 - I
M| \_ PROPOSED \\\
o) " & -
2 E 16" WATER MAIN \\
© (804d") -
: \
m \-
FISHBACK@REEK: o
CROSSING BE
DIRECTIDNALLY
DRILLE CEMETERY
C.R. 500 S.
B JONES CEMETERY
C.R.|525 s.
EXISTING 500,000 i
GALLON ELEVATED l »
STORAGE TANK r
] J4]
\ i
SOURCE: INDIANA GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF BOONE COUNTY, f FIGURE 7 TEGERD
—=—-| WETLANDS
WETLAND SURVEY MAP @ vwetanoronTs
WATER TRANSM'SSION MAIN . PROPOSED CONNECTION LOCATION

WHITESTOWN MUNICIPAL UTILITIES

[ ™

2000 4000'
SCALE: 1" = 2000'

FILE NAME: 143732 - Whi
REVISED: 10/16/09

XX Rep! Exibit.dwg

porf\PEF

*NOTE: 150' CORRIDORS ARE 75' EACH WAY FROM CENTER

I RIVERINE WETLANDS

cmmm—— FUTURE SERVICE/STUDY AREA

e e EXISTING SERVICE AREA

P EXISTING WATER/TRANSMISSION MAIN
(ZZ 7724 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR"

[Z 77 7 2 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR®
APPROVED IN NOVEMBER 21, 2006 PER

LINE OF ROADS AND ARE SHOWN.300' WIDE




- - n ——F 7
EXISTING|WATER )
TREATMENT PLANT EXISTING 150,000
(TO BE ABANDONDED) — GALLON ELEVATED
_\ STORAGE TANK
o 5T b r S l
- | 300 S. _— = 8 o i T 1|
o NN 'li" e =
Ry b i T
| A % e
. -~ 4
R 4 -FIGURE NO. 4-2 'l L
NS N
""“\ s g : % ﬂ f J
-\\.‘ ) T 2 400 S,_' '.v ;E
N '@’ oz . — m e
‘:l Y A FNGURE N h " <
\ ,,4’/4 0. 4-1 ,‘ 0
st ) CEMETERY 3 “
2 . 1 H )
—, EXISTING 500,000 "«.%
,'_\,-/ GALLON ELEVATER \ #
S == STORAGE TANK —"\ \ fé - JONES ™
rd 5 CEMETERY
[ ~ : ayT
o) Z
o \ 6\@
O I I
<
[ O
5 %
| %
I— — 6§
| ‘l
EXISTING —
BOOSTER PYME "
STATION
(1400 GPM)

- L_:

SR

GRW Engineers, Inc.
Engineers, Architects, Planners
et NEV ALBANY DNDIANAPOURX

DATE: FEBRUARY 2008
FILE NAME: 113732 - Whil

SOURCE: INDIANA GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF BOONE COUNTY, INDIANA.

FIGURE 8

FLOODPLAIN LOCATION MAP
WATER TRANSMISSION MAIN
TOWN OF WHITESTOWN

gy —

0 4000' 8000'
cosen, SCALE: 1" = 4000"

REVISED 10/16/09

jts\Floodplain

LEGEND

PEMESSEE FLOODPLAIN

FUTURE SERVICE/STUDY AREA
m—— e EXISTING SERVICE AREA

PROPOSED CONNECTION LOCATION

B EXISTING WATER/TRANSMISSION MAIN

[ZZZ 73 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR*

(777 7 2 PROPOSED ROUTE 150' CORRIDOR*
APPROVED IN A PREVIOUS PER
NOVEMBER 21, 2006

“NOTE: 150' CORRIDORS ARE 75' EACH WAY FROM CENTER

LINE OF ROADS AND ARE SHOWN 300' WIDE




