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B

Executive Summary

This Identification of Effects Report documents the methodology and findings of effects as part
of the Section 106 process for the Section 5 Tier 2 Study of the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis
Project. All work was conducted in accordance with Section 106, National Historic Preservation
Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, and 36 CFR Part 800 (Revised January 2001), Final Rule on
Revision of Current Regulations dated December 12, 2000, and incorporating amendments
effective August 5, 2004.

Historic properties identified within the Area of Potential Effects (APE) are:

National Register of Historic Places (NR) Listed Properties
e Danid Stout House (105-055-25035; NR, 1973)
e Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District (NR, 1998)

Determined NR Eligible per the Indiana Historic Bridge Inventory
e Monroe County Bridge No. 83 (NBI No. 5300061)
e Monroe County Bridge No. 913 (NBI No. 5300130)
e Morgan County Bridge No. 161 (NBI No. 5500125)
e Morgan County Bridge No. 224 (NBI No. 5500142)

NR Eligible Properties
e Stipp-Bender Farmstead (105-115-35055)
e Maurice Head House
e North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District (including State Register Listed Borland
House and Carl Furst Stone Company Quarry,105-115-35020)
e Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District
e Reed Historic Landscape District

Four alternatives are part of thisanalysis. The finding of effects for the Section 5 Tier 2 Study of
the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Project depends upon which of the four project alternativesis
selected. The alternatives under consideration are identified as Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7 in the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The recommended finding of effects for the
Section 5 Tier 2 Study of the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Project is:

Historic Properties Affected:
e Alternative4 — Adverse Effect
e Alternative5 — Adverse Effect
e Alternative6 —No Adverse Effect
e Alternative 7 —No Adverse Effect
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Description of Undertaking

The project is the construction of Section 5 of Interstate 69 (1-69) Evansville to Indianapolis for a
distance of approximately twenty-three miles through Monroe and Morgan countiesin
southwestern Indiana. The 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis project, which is 142 miles in length,
is a component of the congressionally designated national 1-69 corridor extending more than
2,100 miles from the Canadian border to the Mexican border.

Section 5 of the Tier 1 approved corridor begins at SR 37, southwest of Bloomington, Indiana,
centering on and continuing in a northerly direction along current SR 37 to south of SR 39 near
Martinsville, Indiana, for a distance of approximately twenty-three miles. Section 5 is comprised
of rural and urban/suburban environments. Those portions of Martinsville and Bloomington
contained within Section 5 are characterized as being predominately clustered modern suburban
residential devel opments along major roads with retail, commercial, and industrial nodes at
major intersections and along SR 37. Rural areasin Section 5 are characterized by a scattering
of commercia and retail businesses along SR 37, with amix of agricultural land occupied by
small farms, modern houses and modern residential devel opments, forested land, and active and
abandoned limestone quarries.

The Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis project
concluded in March 2004. The Federa Highway Administration (FHWA) selected a corridor—
Alternative 3C—in its Record of Decision (ROD) and divided the corridor into six Tier 2
sections for detailed study. Section 106 of the NHPA of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470f),
mandates federal agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings—i.e., projects
wholly or partially funded, permitted, or licensed by a Federa agency—on historic properties.
FHWA has adlocated federal funds to the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) to use
for the Tier 2 Studies of the I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Project.

Typica sections of the I-69 facility in Section 5 provide two 12-foot-wide lanes in each direction
separated by either an 84-foot depressed median or 60-foot depressed median within the rural
sections of 1-69 north of Bloomington (north of Chambers Pike). The median includes two 7-
foot-wide usable inside shoulders, 6 feet of which are paved. Additional 12-foot-wide lanes are
provided in select locations for warranted truck climbing lanes and ramp acceleration and
deceleration lanes, and a 12-foot-wide outer shoulder.

In the urban area of Bloomington, athird 12-foot-wide lane is provided in each direction.
Median treatment options include a depressed median 60 feet in width or paved shoulders
separated by a concrete barrier wall. Inside shoulder width varies depending upon the specific
aternative, ranging from 12 to 13 feet. Additional 12-foot-wide lanes are provided in locations
warranting auxiliary lanes and ramp accel eration and decel eration lanes, and an 8- to 12-foot-
wide paved outside shoulder. Accesswill be fully controlled with access points provided only at
interchanges. State and local roads proposed to cross from one side of 1-69 to the other will do
so only with grade separations.
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This project isfederal aid-eligible; therefore, related work will be performed in accordance with
Section 106, NHPA of 1966, as amended, and 36 CFR Part 800 (Revised January 2001), Final
Rule on Current Regulations dated December 12, 2000, and incorporating amendments effective
August 5, 2004.

The FHWA, in consultation with the Indiana State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO),
determined the APE for the corridor aternatives studied during Tier 1. The Section 5 APE for
the aboveground historic resources survey isbased on the Tier 1, Section 5 Corridor (Alternative
3C), a2,000-foot wide corridor centered on current SR 37. The Tier 2 APE was further defined
through consultation activities between INDOT and the SHPO in 2005 and 2011.

In general, the APE for the Tier 2, Section 5 Corridor is not less than 4,000 feet wide and is
centered on current SR 37. In some areas of relatively flat relief, the APE was expanded to
incorporate any potential physical, temporary and long term visual, atmospheric, or audible
impacts or aterations to aboveground National Register (NR)-eligible resources. Asrequired by
the Tier 1 ROD and the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for Section 106, the southern and
northern termini of the Section 5 APE overlap the adjoining APEs of Section 4 and Section 6,
respectively. This overlap allows project historians for each section to effectively evaluate the
aboveground resources that may be affected by that section of the undertaking.

In the spring of 2011, project historians revaluated the APE to take into consideration proposed
project modifications. In some areas, the APE was enlarged to accommodate the possible
rerouting of the proposed project alternatives. In other areas, due to the study of additional
proposed intersection improvement projects, the APE was expanded to account for potential
indirect effects to resources within these areas. In the proposed intersection improvement areas,
the APE was drawn to encompass the approximate project footprint, and to create a buffer
around the intersection. In these areas, the APE remains relatively narrow due to the low
probability of effect to resources. This boundary took into consideration the type of terrain and
foliage, lines of sight to and from the intersection, and types and heights of surrounding
buildings and structures. In addition, the APE was expanded at potentia highway interchanges
located aong Liberty Church Road, Paragon Road/Pine Boulevard, Sample Road, Walnut Street,
and Kinser Pike. The APE now radiates from the center of those interchanges, incorporating any
lands that may be visible from the interstate. Thisis consistent with previous I-69 sections. In
general, the 2011 APE boundary modifications align with existing physical terrain boundaries
that define the viewshed. Inthisway, any secondary, auditory, or visual effects caused by the
proposed i ntersection/interchange improvements will be accounted for (Figure 1). The SHPO
concurred with the modified APE in aletter dated September 28, 2011.

2 April 2012



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

- S
Martinsyille 7 =
MORGAN COUNTY
g MONROE COUNTY
\
'
|
|
|
T
1
1
\
‘- —
Qe ~¥)5 .
" Ir‘
== = i : 1 de  ~UER 70 - 2
.‘\‘\
J \
1
N
A 1-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOLIS
SECTION 5 STUDY
2000' CORRIDOR
IDENTIFICATION OF EFFECTS STUDY
AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS

Figure 1. Section5 APE.

April 2012



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES
Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

The Section 5 project team is investigating various aternatives within the corridor to determine
their effects on historic resources. Asinthe Tier 1 process, public involvement for Tier 2 isan
ongoing effort that includes information meetings, Community Advisory Committees,
newsletters, a project website, a project office (open daily), and public hearing(s).
Environmental studies and engineering assessments will culminate in arecommendation of a
preferred interstate alignment and associated interchange options within this section of the
approved corridor.

The Section 5 aternative devel opment process is detailed in the revised Preliminary Alter natives
Analysis and Screening for Tier 2, Section 5 (Bloomington to Martinsville) of the 1-69 Evansville
to Indianapolis Project (March 2012) and will be included in the Section 5 Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS). As stated in the document, three preliminary aternative alignments
were initially considered for Section 5. Through an alternatives screening process and in
response to public comments, some elements of the preliminary alternatives were eliminated
from consideration, and some new elements were introduced. The alternatives carried forward
for detailed study (Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7) consist of different combinations of highway
elements (e.g., mainline (i.e. primary 1-69 travel lanes and associated shoulders and right-of-
way) segments, access points, and access roads) that were retained from the three preliminary
alternatives or added during the screening process. While many of these elements are common
among Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7, there are certain “ decision elements’ where the alternatives
differ. It isimportant to note that Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7 were developed to illustrate possible
combinations of these potential elements, and the preferred alternative could involve any
combination of decisions at these locations. Therefore, total impacts for each alternative have
also been considered in terms of impacts associated with individual decision elements.

Efforts to Identify Historic Properties

Aboveground historic properties within the APE were evaluated to determine their eligibility for
listing in the NR based on their integrity and their ability to meet one or more of the NR criteria
for evaluation. These criteriaare:

a) associated with events that have made a contribution to the broad patterns of history;

b) associated with the lives of persons significant in our past;

¢) embody the distinctive characteristics of atype, period, or method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a
significant or distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction;
and

d) haveyielded, or may belikely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

A historic property need only meet one criterion to be eligible for listing in the NR. According
to the NR, “integrity isthe ability of a property to convey itssignificance.” There are seven
attributes of integrity: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and
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association.’ As part of the evaluation process, historians took into account those exemptions
specified in 36 CFR 60.4: “Ordinarily cemeteries, birthplaces, or graves of historical figures,
properties owned by religious institutions or used for religious purposes, structures that have
been moved from their original locations, reconstructed historic buildings, properties primarily
commemorative in nature, and properties that have achieved significance within the past 50
years...” are not eligible for listing in the NR.? Although the exemptions are applicable, the
presence of documented cemeteries was verified whenever practical, and churches were included
in the identification of historic propertiesif they illustrated an architectural or historical theme.

Prior to conducting Tier 2 fieldwork, the Section 5 historians conducted research to review the
published literature and to identify and obtain sources of information pertinent to the history and
architecture of Monroe and Morgan counties, reviewed the National and State registers to
identify any listed properties and obtain the relevant documentation, and examined the historic
property survey records and files housed at the Indiana Department of Natural Resources-
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology (DHPA) to obtain any relevant
documentation. Other repositories that provided pertinent general and specific histories relative
to the project areainclude: Monroe County Public Library, Bloomington; Morgan County
Public Library, Martinsville; Indiana State Archives, Indianapolis; Monroe County Recorder’s
Office, Auditor’s Office, and Clerk’ s Office, Bloomington; Morgan County Recorder’s Office
and Auditor’s Office, Martinsville; Indiana University Herman B. Wells Library, Bloomington;
Indiana Geologica Survey, Bloomington; Bloomington Restorations, Inc., Bloomington; and the
Monroe County Historical Society, Bloomington.

The historians identified and consulted a variety of sources including records of the population
censuses of 1850 through 1930; newspaper obituaries; county histories; the interim reports
published for Monroe and Morgan counties and Bloomington; and personal interviews with local
historians, property owners, and consulting parties. Other sourcesincluded areview of city
directories, historic photographs, historic county maps, historic topographical maps (USGS),
historic aerials, plat maps, and on-line source materials.

Project historians consulted a number of primary and secondary sources on the limestone
industry, including multiple consultations with limestone property owners. Texts, including
county history books and works by noted authors Joseph Batchelor, Al Hoadley, Hopkins and
Siebenthal, Bill McDonald, Scott Russell Sanders, and Clay Stuckey, among others, heavily
supplemented the research. NR applications submitted for the Woolery Stone Company (NR
2002) and the Borland House and Carl Furst Stone Company Quarry (State Register, 1995)
provided additional documentation on those resources, offered insight into the evolution of the
guarry industry, and helped provide atimeline of the industry. Project historians also used NR
Bulletin 42: Guidelines for Identifying, Evaluating and Registering Historic Mining Stes and NR

! National Register of Historic Places, National Register Bulletin No. 15: How to Apply the National Register
Criteria for Evaluation. United States Department of the Interior, National Park Service, National Register, History,
and Education (Washington, D.C.: GPO, 1990, Revised for Internet 2002), 44.
2 .

Ibid, 25.

April 2012 5



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

‘ J-"" INTERSTATE
& S

Bulletin 30: Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes when
evaluating limestone-rel ated resources within the Section 5 APE. 3
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Once the survey was compl eted, research focused on clarifying and providing additional detail
regarding contextual themes specific to individual properties and possible districts. The
historians examined both urban and rural patterns of occupation, use, development, and the roles
of possible historic propertiesin local, state, and regional history, aswell astheir architectural
significance.

The 2008 Historic Properties Report for Section 5 identified two properties listed in the NR:
Daniel Stout House (105-055-25035) and M aple Grove Road Rural Historic District (for the
purposes of Section 106, the historians recommended a slight boundary increase to the district).
In addition, the report recommended five properties eligible for listing in the NR: Stipp-Bender
Farmstead (105-115-35055), Philip Murphy-Jonas May House (105-115-40051—since
demolished), Monroe County Bridge No. 913 (105-055-25060), Morgan County Bridge No. 161
(109-279-60051), and Morgan County Bridge No. 224 (109-386-60030).*

In January 2012, Additional Information and Consideration of and Findings regarding
Dimension Limestone Resour ces reports were issued to reconsider and update the status of
historic propertiesin the revised Section 5 APE.> The Additional Information Report identified
two additional historic propertiesin Section 5: Monroe County Bridge No. 83 (105-115-35064),
which was determined eligible for the NR in the Indiana Historic Bridge Inventory, and the
Maurice Head House. As part of this effort, historians documented that the Philip Murphy-Jonas
May House (105-115-40051), which was identified as eligible for listing in the NR during the
2008 efforts, is no longer extant and thusis not considered an NR eligible aboveground resource.
The Consideration of and Findings Regarding Dimension Limestone Resour ces report identified
three dimension limestone resources that are eligible for the NR: the North Clear Creek Historic
Landscape District (which includes a state register property, the Borland House and Carl Furst
Stone Company Quarry, 105-115-35020); the Hunter Valey Historic Landscape District; and the
Reed Historic Landscape District.

% Bruce J. Noble, Jr., and Robert Spude, National Register Bulletin [42]: Guidelines for Identifying, Evaluating, and
Registering Historic Mining Properties (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
National Register, History and Education, Revised 1997); Linda Flint McClelland, J. Timothy Keller, Genevieve P.
Keller, and Robert Z. Melnick, National Register Bulletin [30]: Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural
Historic Landscapes (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Cultural
Resources, Revised 1999).

* FHWA/INDOT, 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis, Tier 2 Sudies, Historic Property Report, Section 5, SR 37 South
of Bloomington to SR 39 (Indianapolis: FHWA/INDOT, January 2008).

® Michael Baker, Jr., Inc., I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis, Tier 2 Sudies, Historic Property Report, Additional
Information Section 5, SR 37 South of Bloomington to SR 39 (Indianapolis: FHWA/INDOT, January 2012); Michael
Baker, Jr., Inc., 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis, Tier 2 Studies, Consideration of and Findings regarding Dimension
Limestone Resources within the I-69 Section 5 Area of Potential Effects (Indianapolis: FHWA/INDOT, January
2012).
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Per 36 CFR 800.4(b)(2), a phased approach has been devel oped and used to accomplish Tier 2
archaeological research and evaluation tasks. For the 1-69 Tier 2 Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS), archaeological research included literature review, background research, and
site files research at DHPA and other pertinent repositories. Information pertaining to previously
recorded sites within a 2,000-foot-wide study corridor, identified in the Tier 1 Find
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS), was gathered, with the information updated in 2011.

Information gathered during the archaeol ogical literature review at the Indiana Department of
Natural Resources (IDNR)-DHPA site files indicates that there are 24 recorded archaeol ogical
sites within the Section 5 study corridor. Sitetype, defined inthe Tier 1 study, refersto the
genera period (prehistoric, historic, or both) of the site. If asitefiledid not list atemporal
period, it was categorized as unidentified. Examination of the site types within Section 5 reveals
that 19 locales were prehistoric, one site was historic, one site contained both prehistoric and
historic components, and three sites were unidentified. Five sites have been determined not
eligiblefor the NR. NR digibility for the remaining 19 sitesis currently unknown.

The January 2006 Phase |a Background Research and Records Check for Alternative 3C,

Section 5, Bloomington (Monroe County; Perry, Van Buren, Bloomington, and Washington
Townships) to Martinsville (Morgan County; Washington Township), Indiana I-69 Tier 2 Sudy
details the results of the archaeological literature review for the 2,000-foot-wide study corridor
for Section 5.° Thisinformation has been used to enhance the selection of the alignment of a
narrower (approximately 400-foot-wide) preferred aternative and has been incorporated into the
February 2012 Phase la archaeological survey report. The APE for archaeological resources, per
36 CFR 800.16(d), has been defined through consultation with SHPO, as the project right-of-way
limits for the preferred alternative.

A Phase la archaeological survey of most of the southern half of the proposed Alternatives 4 and
5 project rights-of-way was conducted in late 2006 and early 2007. At the time of the Phase la
archaeological survey, the 1-69 Section 5 planning corridor was focused on Alternatives 4 and 5,
which included much overlapping area. Because of 1-69 Section 5 project scheduling
modifications, the archaeol ogical fieldwork was suspended in early 2007, athough the Phase la
archaeological report documenting the results of the 2006-2007 fieldwork has been completed.
The remaining unsurveyed portions of the archaeol ogical APE will be surveyed once the location
of the preferred alternative has been refined. That work will focus on unsurveyed portions of the
refined preferred alternative, current at the time of the planned Phase |a archaeol ogi cal
investigations. The archaeological APE has been and will be investigated through shovel test
probing, surface collection/survey, and visual inspection, as outlined in the most recent version
of DHPA'’s Guidebook for Indiana Historic Stes and Sructures Inventory and Archaeological
Stes. The Phase lasurvey identified 40 archaeological sites. Of these, 29 were characterized as
unknown prehistoric, 6 as mixed unknown prehistoric and historic, and 3 as prehistoric sites (one
with a historic component) possibly ascribable to specific Native American cultural/temporal
periods based on the recovery of diagnostic artifacts. Two historic sites with no prehistoric

® Phase |a Background Research and Records Check for Alternative 3C, Section 5, Bloomington (Monroe County;
Perry, Van Buren, Bloomington, and Washington Townships) to Martinsville (Morgan County; Washington
Township), Indiana I-69 Tier 2 Sudy (Indianapolis: INDOT/FHWA, January 2006).
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components also were found. The mgjority of prehistoric sites identified during this survey have
been characterized as sparse, non-diagnostic lithic scatters, generally recovered from disturbed or
mixed plow zone or surface contexts. Only one (12M01413) of the 40 identified sites appears to
possess potentia to provide significant information beyond that which was recovered during the
Phase lasurvey. Two others (12M 01401 and 12M01415) warrant additional background
research, as does a stone marker. The other 37 sites are recommended as not eligible for
inclusion in the NR (cf. 36 CFR 60.4[d]), and no additional archaeological investigations are
recommended for these sites. The results of the 2006-2007 Phase la archaeol ogical survey have
been incorporated into a February 2012 archaeological report.’

The effects upon archaeol ogical resources resulting from the proposed 1-69 undertaking will not
be determined until the Phase |a archaeol ogical field survey and subsequent subsurface
reconnaissance (Phase Ic) and dligibility (Phase Il) evaluations are completed, as appropriate.

Undertaking’s Effects on Historic Properties

An effect is defined as “alteration to the characteristics of a historic property qualifying it for
inclusion in or eligibility to the National Register” [36 CFR 800.16(i)]. In determining the effects
of the undertaking upon historic properties, the finding will be either: no historic properties
affected or historic properties affected. [36 CFR 800. 4 (d) (1) and (2)]. The results of an historic
properties affected assessment will be either: no adverse effect or adverse effect [36 CFR 800.5
(d) (1) and (2)]. According to CFR 800.5(a)(2), “[a]dverse effects on historic properties include
but are not limited to:

i.  Physical destruction or damage to al or part of the property;

ii.  Alteration of the property including restoration, rehabilitation, repair, maintenance,
stabilization, hazardous material remediation and provision of handicapped access, that is
not consistent with the Secretary’ s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (36
CFR part 68) and applicable guidelines,

iii.  Removal of aproperty from its historic location;

iv.  Change of the character of the property’ s use or of physical features within the property’s
setting that contribute to its historic significance;

v. Introduction of visual, atmospheric or audible elements that diminish the integrity of the
property’ s significant historic features,

vi.  Neglect of aproperty which causes its deterioration, except where such neglect and
deterioration are recognized qualities of a property of religious and cultural significance
to an Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization; and

vii.  Transfer, lease, or sale of property out of Federal ownership or control without adequate
and legally enforceable restrictions or conditions to ensure long-term preservation of the
property’ s historic significance.”

" Phase la Archaeological Survey of the Indiana I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Sudy, Section 5 (From SR 37 to SR
39), Monroe and Morgan Counties, Indiana (Indianapolis. INDOT/FHWA, February 2012).
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Alternative alignments for the mainline of the highway were developed to avoid and minimize
effects and in response to public comments. Figures 6 through 19 illustrate the four alternatives
contained within Section 5. These alternatives were selected based upon a screening process,
which will befully detailed in the Tier 2 DEIS. Effects on historic properties were evaluated for
each aternative.

The Section 5 project team evaluated the effects on historic properties resulting from the
undertaking. The alternatives under consideration were developed to avoid intrusions upon the
historic properties where possible; therefore, the potential for direct effects was minimized.
Potential visual and auditory effects are more difficult to assess because it is necessary to
determine the level of diminishment of each property’ s retained elements of integrity (location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association) upon which the eligibility of
each property isbased. This evaluation was based on field observations of sight lines, noise
modeling, and other site-specific considerations on or near historic properties that could
reasonably be attributed to the undertaking as well as consultation with the SHPO.

For visual effects, the Section 5 team used aerial and topographic mapping, as well asfield
observation, to determine the existence of sight lines between the historic properties and the
alternatives under consideration, based upon each alternative' s estimated horizontal and vertical
alignment. Photographs were taken when foliage was at a minimum to portray a scenario with
the highest potential visual effect. Items such as topography, intervening buildings,
infrastructure, and existing roadways were included in the analysis. (Profiles graphically present
this data for each property.) Existing ambient light levelsin the vicinity of each historic property
were observed in the field to use as a base for determining the severity of any anticipated
increase in light levels resulting from the undertaking. The determination of whether to include
highway lighting along 1-69 will not be made until the final design process. However, for the
purpose of this study, it is assumed that Continuous Freeway Lighting (CFL) will be
incorporated throughout the urbanized section of Bloomington. The limits are assumed to be the
Fullerton Pike crossing at the south, through the SR 46 interchange at the north. Itisaso
reasonabl e to expect that any interchanges included in these limits will be outfitted with
interchange lighting. Any lighting required on non-interstate roadways within the corporate
limits of alocal municipality is the responsibility of the city or town. There are no formal street
lighting policiesin place for any of the municipalities within the Section 5 corridor. Assuch,
lighting along side roads is not considered in this study.

An updated INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure was approved by the FHWA and went into
effect in July, 2011. Title 23 of the Code of Federa Regulations Part 772 (Procedures for
Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise) requires a highway noise study to
determine the potential impacts to noise-sensitive lands for Type | projects. This undertaking
qualifiesasaType | project becauseit is a proposed Federa or Federal-aid highway project that
will result in the construction of a highway on new location.

The INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure has adopted the seven activity categories and
respective Noise Activity Categories (NAC) defined by the FHWA in 23 CFR 772 and asin the
INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure. The NAC for Category B (residential) is the most
commonly used. The NAC for this category has an hourly sound level Leyr) of 67 dBA (A-

April 2012 9



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES
Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

weighted decibels) and typically applies to exterior people activity areasin residential areas. For
the purpose of this preliminary noise study, the historic properties were included in this
classification. Additionally, a noise analysis was not conducted for areas such as the quarries
and the bridges because noise is not a component to their setting and noise is al'so a consequence
of their functions.

The INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure states that highway noise impacts occur if either of
two conditionsis met: 1) the predicted Leyn) levels* approach” or “exceed” the appropriate noise
abatement criteriafor the land use identified, or 2) the predicted highway L eqyn) noise levels
substantially exceed the existing noise level. “Approach or exceed” is defined as levels that are
within 1 dBA Legn Of the appropriate NAC or higher. The NAC for Category B land use is 67
dBA. Accordingly, 66 dBA isthelevel at which highway noise impacts occur. “Substantially
exceed” means predicted traffic noise levels exceed existing noise levels by 15 dBA or more.
Please note that if the existing ambient noise level currently meets the criteria, then predicted
increases are not considered effects unless there is an increase of 15 dBA.

Existing, and design year 2035, sound levels were determined using sound level meters and/or
FHWA TNM 2.5 modeling, as applicable. According to the INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis
Procedure, all receptors must be identified within 500 feet from each reasonable alternative
(edge of the outside travel lane) considered in the NEPA evaluation. If during the identification
of impacted receptors, it is shown that receptors are being impacted at 500 feet, the corridor of
study will be extended to 800 feet from each reasonable alternative. According to the policy,
noise receptor locations located more 800 feet from the project roadway are not evaluated for
highway traffic noise effects. The FHWA has not validated the TNM model for accurate results
beyond 800 feet, per FHWA'’s “ Addendum to Validation of FHWA'’s Traffic Noise Model®
TNM: Phase 1.” For purposes of this preliminary analysis, the 800-foot distance was used as a
conservative measure to capture all potential impacts.

For the purpose of this study, noise effects on historic properties attributable to the undertaking
were assessed in the following manner. A TNM-predicted noise impact, as defined in the
INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure, was considered an adverse effect. Noise effects were
not considered adverse if the undertaking would result in a change in noise (i.e., if an audible
increase in noise levels was predicted, or, if traffic noise would be introduced or added to the
historic property), but a noise impact per the noise policy was not predicted. Additionally, if the
existing ambient noise level currently meets the criteria, then predicted increases are not
considered effects unless there is an increase of 15 dBA. Noise effects were also considered not
to be present if it was determined that the undertaking would cause no change in noise levels or
would not introduce or add to traffic noise.

This preliminary noise analysis was performed based on the best available traffic and design data
to satisfy the needs of the effects report. A preferred alternative with detailed design and
updated traffic volumes will be identified in the DEIS, and the sound level effects of that
aternative will be fully evaluated in the noise technical document. Nonetheless, based on the
preliminary analysis, it is not expected that there will be a highway traffic noise “impact” as
defined by FHWA for the various historic properties NAC land uses. Many of the properties are
generdly too far away. The remaining properties’ sound level results are either below the
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criteriaor are already over the 66 dBA threshold. (Informational note: sound levels are added
logarithmically and not linearly. Asaresult, it would take a subsequent “doubling” of present
traffic volumes to increase the predicted noise levels by 3 decibels, which is the smallest change
perceptible to the human ear.)

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

The effects of the undertaking on each aboveground historic property were assessed and are
discussed below. This effects assessment is based upon the best known data. As additional data
becomes available, such as predicted traffic numbers on local access road, additional information
may be provided regarding the effects of the Section 5 Undertaking. A preferred alternative will
be identified in the DEIS, and the effects of that aternative will be discussed in the 800.11(€)
documentation that will be appended to the DEIS.

Figures 2 through 15 illustrate the alternatives contained within Section 5.
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Figure 2: Aeria-Alternatives 4 and 5.
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Figure 3: Aeria-Alternatives 4 and 5.
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Figure 4: Aerial-Alternatives 4 and 5.
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Figure 5: Aeria-Alternatives 4 and 5.
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Figure 6: Aeria-Alternatives 4 and 5.
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Figure 7: Aerial-Alternatives 4 and 5.
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Figure 8: Aeria-Alternatives 4 and 5.
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Figure 9: Aerial-Alternatives 6 and 7.
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Figure 10: Aeria-Alternatives6 and 7.
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Figure 11: Aerial-Alternatives 6 and 7.
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Figure 12: Aeria-Alternatives 6 and 7.
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Figure 13: Aeria-Alternatives 6 and 7.
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Figure 14: Aeria-Alternatives 6 and 7.
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National Register Listed Properties  Daniel Stout House (105-055-25035)
. ) i 3655 N. Maple Grove Road,

N e A0 ff} Bloomington Township, Monroe County
- S b NR Criteria: Aand C
Period of Significance: 1828-1948

Description/Context:

The Daniel Stout House (105-055-25035),
was listed on the NR in 1973 and was
included in the NR-listed Maple Grove Road
Rural Historic District in 1998. The house
was built in 1828 and is the earliest extant
structure in Monroe County. Constructed in
the I-House configuration, the houseis two
stories in height and measures three bays
wide. The house features a smooth
limestone fagade and rough dressed
l[imestone on the gable ends with exterior
chimneys. While the 22-inch limestone
wallswere originally laid in clay, the house
was re-pointed with mortar in the 1950s.
The window openings are fitted with six-
over-six light, double-hung wood sash

- | ot Yo windows, and asimple four-light transom
aniel Stout House (105—525035 —North (rear) Surm_ount_s the _entr’_a'nce' Alterations during
elevation. the historic period include the
reconfiguration of the interior layout, the
construction of a staircase, and the
construction of aone-and-a-half story
appendage to the north (rear) elevation. In
1954, alimestone garage was constructed on
the property. No agricultural outbuildings
remain from its prior use as afarm.®

Daniel Stout House (105-055-25035) — South
(facade) and east (side) elevations.

N

Daniel Stout House (105-055-25035) — East (side)
elevation.

8 Nancy Hiestand and K ate Branigan, National Regjister
Nomination Form for Maple Grove Road Rural Historic
District, Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana (on file at
the Indiana SHPO, Indianapolis, 1997), 7-16.
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Daniel Stout received property that included the present house site in aland grant from President
James Monroe in 1818. Stout, afarmer and miller, constructed the house in 1828, using locally
gathered limestone and lumber. The houseis believed to have been the first dwelling in Monroe
County to be built of limestone, as well as the oldest extant building in the county. Circa 1954,
Hubert Brown added the house' s rear ell and had a detached garage buiilt.°

The Daniel Stout House continues to retain a high degree of historic integrity sinceitslisting on
the NR in 1973. The houseislisted under Criterion A for its association with agriculture,
although its outbuildings are no longer extant, nor were they at the time of the nomination. The
house is also listed under Criterion C for its architectural merit as a good example of a nineteenth
century stone I-House. The Daniel Stout House is located within the boundaries of the Maple
Grove Road Rural Historic District, which was listed on the NR in 1998. The district’s period of
significance is defined as 1820 to 1948. Although not defined in its NR nomination, the
recommended period of significance for the Daniel Stout House begins with its date of
construction in 1828 and extendsto 1948. The 1948 period of significance end date was selected
to correspond with that of the historic district in which the house is | ocated.

Effects Discussion:

The effects of the undertaking would not alter, directly or indirectly, any characteristics of the
Daniel Stout House that are cause for itsinclusion in the NR.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect the Daniel Stout House. As shown in Figures 16-17,
the shortest distance between the property’s NR boundary and the alternatives' rights-of-way is
1,162.8 feet; the shortest distance between the house and the alternatives' rights-of-way is 1233.2
feet. Project-related activities would not occur within the property’ s boundaries and would not
remove or relocate the house.

Visual Effect:

The undertaking would have no visual effect on the Daniel Stout House. Views eastward from
the property toward the alternatives currently include Maple Grove Road, |ocated about 95 feet
east of the house, and an approximately 1,150 foot strip of densely wooded land, located between
Maple Grove Road and SR 37. The houseislocated about 1,300 feet west of the southbound
lanes of SR 37. Directly east of the Daniel Stout House, the strip of wooded land rises about 30

9 Mrs. Hubert Brown, National Register Nomination Form for the Daniel Stout House, Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana
(on file at the Indiana SHPO, Indianapolis, 1973), 2-3; Hiestand and Branigan, 7-15.
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Figure 16. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternatives 4 and 5 of the Undertaking to the Daniel Stout House.
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feet above the Daniel Stout House. To the
northeast of the house, the elevation of the
wooded area falls approaching Stout Creek,
yet even in this direction the number of trees
is sufficient to screen the property from the
proposed undertaking in al seasons so that
any changes would not be noticeable from
the historic property. This strip of densely
wooded land will not be impacted by any of
the alternatives. Sources of ambient light at
3 the property include headlights from traffic

Daniel Stout House — view east from west side of on Maple Grove Road and scattered lights
house at Maple Grove Road (toward SR 37). from homes located about 700 feet southeast

. of the property along SR 46. Itisnot likely
that the undertaking would result in any
significant change in ambient light at the
property because of its distance and the
natural visual screen of the wooded area that
separates it from the property.

Auditory Effect:

Because the proposed Section 5 highway

alternatives are located greater than 800 feet
e (~1,200 feet) from the Daniel Stout House,

Daniel Stout House — view northeast from west side TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to

of house (along Maple Grove Road). evaluate predicted highway traffic noise

effects, as per the INDOT Traffic Noise

Analysis Procedure. Therefore, Section 5 of

the undertaking will have no adverse

auditory effect on the Daniel Stout House.

Other Effects:

The undertaking would occur aong the
existing SR 37, amulti-lane divided
highway. The undertaking would not
provide increased access to property in the
vicinity of the Daniel Stout House. All
alternatives would maintain the present

- 3
3

Daniel Stout House — (winter hto) |ew east from
west side of house (across Maple Grove Road).
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B

overpass a Arlington Road; though Alternatives 4 and 5 would raise the height of Arlington
Road to achieve standard vertical clearance over 1-69. In order to minimize cost and
construction work, Alternatives 6 and 7 would seek a design exception to lower the mainline
pavement to provide the minimal clearance of 16 feet O inches and utilize the existing Arlington
Road overpass structure. In all alternatives, access to 1-69 would be provided viathe existing SR
46 interchange. All aternatives call for the elimination of the present at-grade crossing at Acuff
Road, about 1,500 feet northeast of the Daniel Stout House. The elimination of this access point
to Maple Grove Road could have the positive effect of decreasing traffic on Maple Grove Road
in the vicinity of the Daniel Stout House.
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Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District
Contributing resource - Stone fence along
Maple Grove Road (105-055-25015).

e

Maple oe Road Rural Historic Didtrict,
Contributing resource - Tom Owens Farm (105-
055-25014).

Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District
Contributing resource - Ben Owens Farm (105-
055-25016) - Period barn and outbuildings at
4595 Maple Grove Road.

Maple Grove Road Rural Historic
District

Maple Grove Road from Bean Blossom
Creek to SR 46

NR Criteria: A, B, and C

Period of Significance: 1820-1948.

Description/Context:

The Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District
was listed onthe NR in 1998 and is
“comprised of 12 historic nineteenth century
farmsteads that continue to exhibit the
structures, spatial relationships, and shared
community landmarks of their time period.
Thedistrict liesin central Monroe County,
Indiana, following the northern branch of
Maple Grove Road as it intersects with the
west branch of Maple Grove Road, an
important nineteenth-century transportation
route through Monroe County. Thedistrict is
located approximately three miles north of
Bloomington, and contains farmstead clusters,
aformer school, a church and cemetery, as
well as expanses of Bluegrass stone walls—
some of which line Maple Grove Road —
lending a pastoral quality to the landscape.
The historic district is comprised of 69
Contributing buildings, including residences
and agricultural outbuildings; eight
Contributing structures, comprised mostly of
silos; 30 Contributing objects; and seven sites.
The historic district contains 65 Non-
contributing buildings and three Non-
contributing structures. The majority of the
Non-contributing buildings are residences

» 10

19 Hiestand and Branigan, Maple Grove Road Rural
Historic District, 7-1.
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constructed between 1960 and 1980, which are located in the Lancaster Park development.**

The Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District contains a collection of farms that date to the
nineteenth century, together with the Maple Grove Church, built during the same period. The
district’ s early residents, like other settlersin Monroe County, were primarily migrants from the
Upland South. The dwellings that these |landowners constructed were mostly of wood frame
construction. The district aso contains the Daniel Stout House, believed to be the first stone
dwelling in Monroe County, a brick dwelling, and one which is partly of log construction. The
district’s early farmhouses are accompanied by historic agricultural outbuildings. The district
also contains intact dry laid [imestone walls of locally gathered materials and believed to date to
the late nineteenth century. These walls were built to mark the boundaries of farms, and to
delineate farm fields.*

The Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District was listed on the NR under Criterion A for its
association with exploration and settlement, for its display of typical Southern Indiana settlement
patterns, and because it “exemplifies arural folk tradition characterized by cooperative labor and
community events.” ** It isalso listed under Criterion B for its association with noted Indiana
author Rachel Peden, and under Criterion C for the architectural merit of its component
resources. Thedistrict’s period of significance is defined as 1820 to 1948.

Boundary Description/Justification

The boundaries of the district were defined in its 1998 NR nomination.™* While transferring this
information to project mapping, however, discrepancies were noted between the nomination’s
verbal and mapped boundaries. The discrepancies were primarily concentrated in the district’s
northeastern and southeastern corners. Consultation with the SHPO resulted in project mapping
that reflects the boundaries as depicted on the NR nomination’ s topographic map.

In addition, the field survey effort for the present studies identified the Daniel J. and Nancy M.
Stout property (105-055-25073), a heavily wooded tract of land located east of the Maple Grove
Road Rural Historic District and west of the SR 37 right-of-way. The property contains the
foundation remains of afarmhouse and of associated agricultural outbuildings as well as sections
of intact dry-laid stonewalls. The 32.64-acre parcel (Monroe County tax parcel 012-16180-00)
is bisected by the eastern boundary of the NR listed Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District.
The western portion of the parcel lies within the district, while the eastern portion of the parcel
containing the foundation remains and stone walls lies outside of the district. Given that one of
the notabl e landscape features of the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District isitslong
expanses of dry-laid stone walls, Section 5 project historians made the recommendation to
expand the boundaries of the Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District to include the eastern
portion of the parcel.

Therefore, for Section 106 purposes only, the Daniel J. and Nancy M. Stout property is
considered Contributing to the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District.

! Hjestand and Branigan, Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District, 7-1.

12 Hiestand and Branigan, Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District, 7-12, 7-14, 7-15.
1% Hiestand and Branigan, Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District, 8-42.

14 Hiestand and Branigan, Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District.
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Currently, the eastern boundary of the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District follows Stout
Creek through tax parcel 012-16180-00 to its southern property line. The district boundary then
extends east to the right-of-way of SR 37. Asdepicted in Figure 18, the extension to the eastern
boundary of the district was drawn to encompass the entirety of Monroe County tax parcel 012-
16180-00. The extension begins at the intersection of the northern boundary of the tax parcel
and Stout Creek and extends east along the property line to the present right-of-way of SR 37.
The expanded boundary then turns southwest and extends along the property line/SR 37 right-of -
way to itsintersection with the southern property line of the tax parcel, where it rgjoins the
original district boundary.

Areawith
'l.ﬂ'lllllll-:t

Sl Maple Grove | ™ foundation
| Rural Road 3 remains and
Historic : r stone walls
District
| Boundary
(MG RRHD)

Proposed
extension of
the MGRRHD
bhoundary

Tax parcel
012-16180-00
boundary

Figure 18. Daniel J. and Nancy M. Stout property (105-055-25073) (tax parcel 012-16180-00)
Property Boundaries, and proposed extension of Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District
boundaries.
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View east near midpoint of section of district
bordering SR 37.

View north from southern end of section of
district bordering SR 37.

View southeast from souther d of section of
district bordering SR 37.

Effects Discussion:

The undertaking would not directly alter
characteristics of the Maple Grove Road
Rural Historic District that are cause for its
inclusioninthe NR. Indirect auditory
effects upon the property’ s setting, feeling,
and association are anticipated, but will not
be adverse.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic
District. Asshown in Figures 19-26, the
district boundaries border both SR 37 and al
of the alternatives' rights-of-way along a
roughly one-mile segment of the district’s
eastern side. Other sections of the historic
district’ s eastern boundary are further
removed from aternatives' rights-of-way.
Alternative 4, which specifies a diamond
interchange at Kinser Pike and 1-69,
includes an on-ramp from Kinser Pike to
southbound 1-69. This ramp, located in the
vicinity of the northern end of the expanded
boundary of the historic district, has been
designed to avoid directly impacting the
district. Alternatives5 and 7, which specify
an overpass at Kinser Pike, would not
directly affect the historic district, asthe
nearest section of right-of-way related to the
overpassiswell outside of the district
boundaries. Alternative 6 provides no
accessto 1-69 at Kinser Pike and instead
provides access to 1-69 to the north (and also
north of the area depicted in Figure 23) at
Walnut Street by using existing Kinser Pike
and Bottom Road on the west side of 1-69 as
accessroads. Alternative 6 would have no
direct impact upon the historic district, asit
utilizes existing roads as access roads and it
shifts 1-69 access from Kinser Piketo
Walnut Street, which is even further
removed from the district than Kinser Pike.

April 2012
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Figure 19. Plan View — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District.
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Figure 20. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District.
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Figure 21. Plan View — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District.
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Figure 22. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District.
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Figure 23. Plan View — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District.
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Figure 24. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District.
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Figure 25. Plan View— Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District.
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Figure 26. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District.
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| P a%
View from rear (east boundary) of Zellers Farmstead
at 3888 Maple Grove Road (Contributing resource)
looking east toward SR 37.

P e

View from rear ( e of Zellers house at 3888
Maple Grove Road (Contributing resource) looking
east toward SR 37.

:‘;‘:‘n_ . e A ;-."t-_',!-.‘ "4

s ] dp o
View fromrear (northeast side) of Zellers house at
3888 Maple Grove Road (105-055-Contributing
resource) looking northeast toward Acuff Road and
SR 37.

Other sections of 1-69 in the vicinity of the
Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District
use only the right-of-way of existing SR 37
on the west side of the road in order to avoid
direct impacts to the district. For all
alternatives, project-related activities would
not occur within the district’ s boundaries
and would not remove or relocate any
resources that contribute to the district.

Visual Effect:

The undertaking will have no adverse visua
effect on the Maple Grove Road Rurd
Historic District. Much of the district is
screened from present SR 37 in all seasons
by astrip of wooded land. Most of this
wooded strip of land isincluded within the
boundary of the district and will be
untouched by any of the project alternatives.
A section of the district, approximately
5,200 feet in length, presently borders the
right-of-way of SR 37. SR 37 isthe
dominant visual feature looking east, north,
and south from this area of the district;
views west from this part of the district’s
eastern border are dominated by wooded
land. Thisstrip of wooded land (located
within the district) is about 715 feet wide at
its narrowest point. This section of the
Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District
borders the proposed alignment of 1-69,
which will utilize the existing SR 37 right-
of-way to minimize impacts to the historic
district. Because the proposed segment of |-
69 bordering the Maple Grove Road Historic
District involves the upgrade of SR 37
within its present right-of-way, the
undertaking will not introduce any visual
elements that contrast with the existing
visual setting.

As shown in the three photographs (at |eft),
present SR 37 mainlineis not visible from
the Zellers Farmstead at 3888 North Maple
Grove Road, which is the nearest occupied
Contributing property to the Section 5
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aternatives. The Zellers Farmstead NR boundary is located about 735 feet from the alternatives
rights-of-way. Present SR 37 isnot visible from any other sections of the Maple Grove Road
Rural Historic District that contain occupied Contributing resources. Under Alternative 4, the
southbound interchange ramp at Kinser Pike would be visible from one Contributing property,
the Tom Owens House (4910 North Maple Grove Road; 105-055-25014). The ramp would be
located over 4,000 feet from the Tom Owens House and more than 3,400 feet from the Tom
Owens House tax parcel boundary. At these distances, the southbound interchange ramp would
be aminor visual feature in the landscape and would not constitute an adverse visual effect.

SR 37 and the proposed 1-69 alignment are visible from the Daniel J. and Nancy M. Stout
Property (105-055-25073) that is partially included in the boundary expansion area of the Maple
Grove Road Rural Historic District. As stated above, this property contains the foundation
remains of afarmhouse and of associated agricultural outbuildings (archaeological resources) as
well as sections of intact dry-laid stonewalls. The roadbed of existing SR 37 and the proposed
roadbed 1-69 would not be visible from the areas of the Daniel J. and Nancy M. Stout property
that contain stone foundation and wall remains; however, vehicular traffic on SR 37 is presently
visible from this property and such traffic would also be visible from the proposed 1-69
alignment. The proposed undertaking would not introduce any visual elements that contrast with
the existing visua setting of the Daniel J. and Nancy M. Stout Property (105-055-25073).
Moreover, the setting of the property, located on overgrown land, has been compromised by its
present proximity to SR 37 and is not a significant aspect of the resource’s integrity that qualifies
it for the NR as a Contributing resource to the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District.
Therefore, minor changes to this resource’s setting, if any, resulting from the undertaking would
not be adverse.

Elevated sections of road related to the Kinser Pike interchange (Alternative 4; 20 foot elevation
increase) or overpass (Alternatives 5 and 7; 20 and 25 foot elevation increase, respectively) will
not have an adverse visual effect on the district, as these sections of road are located over 1,000
feet north of the expanded boundaries of the district. Moreover, the area of the district directly
west of the Kinser Pike interchange (Alternative 4) or overpass (Alternatives 5 and 7) is screened
from these elevated sections of road by a strip of wooded land. Cross sections A and B in
Figures 20, 22, and 26 show that these interchange (Figure 20) and overpass (Figure 22 and 26)
features would not be visible because of the risein elevation between the historic district and the
undertaking.

Current sources of ambient light nearest the project alternatives are headlights from traffic on SR
37, lights from churches on North Prow Road and a multi story office building on West Acuff
Road, just east of North Prow Road. It isnot expected that the undertaking would introduce any
significant sources of ambient light to the Maple Grove Road Rura Historic District, asthe
section of right-of-way that borders the historic district would use the existing alignment of SR
37 and the new section of highway would be constructed at approximately the same elevation as
the existing road. Contributing propertiesin the district are far enough removed (over 3,000
feet) from the interchange (Alternative 4) at Kinser Pike that an increase in highway lighting at
this location would not adversely affect the district.
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B
Auditory Effect:

The nearest Contributing property to the 1-69 alternatives, the Zellers Farmstead, is |ocated more
than 800 feet from the aternatives' rights-of-way. Therefore, noise modeling was not used at
this location in accordance with the INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure. The nearest
distance to the Non-contributing residences along Lancaster and North Ridgely drives within the
district to the proposed alternatives edge of pavement is approximately 780 feet. The TNM 2.5
noise modeling predicted that the undertaking will result in an increase of 6 dBA, aminor
increase. This change does not meet the threshold level of 66 dBA or an increase of 15 dBA, as
set forth in the INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure. Therefore, the minimal noise intrusion
is considered not to be adverse. The sound levels are shown below asillustrated in Table 1.

Table 1 dBA Levels at Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District

. . Modeled Modeled
Alternative Existing Year (2035 “No Build”) (2035 “Build”)
4 51 52 57
5 51 52 57
6 51 52 57
7 51 52 57
Other Effects:

The undertaking would occur primarily along the right-of-way of existing SR 37, amulti-lane
divided highway. The undertaking would not provide increased access to property in the Maple
Grove Road Rural Historic District. The interchange at Kinser Pike specified in Alternative 4
would provide improved access to Bloomington. Development in the vicinity of the Kinser Pike
interchange, if any, would not adversely affect the character and setting of the Maple Grove
Road Rural Historic District, asit would be visually and physically separated from the district by
1-69 itself. Such development would increase ambient light levels in the Maple Grove Road
Rural Historic District, but occupied Contributing properties are far enough removed from the
light sources that the light would be diffused and not constitute an adverse effect. Future
development, if any, occurring west of the Kinser Pike interchange in the vicinity of the Maple
Grove Road Rural Historic District would primarily utilize existing transportation infrastructure.
Development could occur regardless of whether the undertaking occurs. It is not expected that
the loss of access across 1-69 at Kinser Pike specified in Alternative 6 would have any impact on
the Maple Grove Road Rural Historic District, as Kinser Pike does not presently serve as an
accessroad to the district. Alternatives4, 5, 6, and 7 all call for the elimination of the present at-
grade crossing at Acuff Road, which borders the eastern edge of the district and connects to
North Maple Grove Road. The elimination of this access point to North Maple Grove Road
could have a positive effect on the district by decreasing traffic on North Maple Grove Road.
This western portion of Acuff Road stretching between North Maple Grove Road and current SR
37 bisects the Contributing features that comprise the Zellers Farmstead, namely the house and
barns. The elimination of this portion of roadway will not alter access to the Zellers property,
which is from North Maple Grove Road, and will actually enhance internal circulation patterns
by eliminating a public roadway through the property; however, it will change the circulation
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pattern within the district. Under al aternatives, the existing highway overpass at Arlington
Road will be maintained. Thus, the undertaking will result in no reasonably foreseeable effects

at Arlington Road, which isamajor southern access point for the district.
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National Register Eligible
Properties

(NBI No. 5300061) — East portal, facing west.
il ANNE W)Y i

portal.

(NBI No. 5300061) — Detail of Warren Pony
Truss.

Monroe County Bridge No. 83

(NBI No. 5300061; Non-select))

West Dillman Road over Clear Creek
Perry Township, Monroe County

NR Criterion: C

Period of Significance: circa 1910

Description/Context:

Monroe County Bridge No. 83 islocated in
Perry Township, Monroe County, and is
approximately 8,250 feet southeast of the
southern terminus of the Section 5 right-of -
way for all alternatives.

Monroe County Bridge No. 83, rated
Notable in the Interim Report, isasingle-
span Warren pony truss bridge carrying
West Dillman Road over Clear Creek. The
structure was constructed in circa1910. The
bridge is comprised of asingle steel span,
with an open-grate deck, and is set upon
concrete abutments and wing walls.

The bridge was one of a number of metal
bridges that were built in Monroe and
Morgan counties in the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries, as such bridges
became common in the landscape of
southwestern Indiana. Bridge No. 83 was
built during the early years of the Good
Roads movement, which was spurred by the
increasing popularity of bicycles and
automobiles and the need for roads which
were suited to those new vehicles. The
bridge likely predates the 1917 formation of
the Indiana State Highway Commission,
which carried out numerous local
transportation improvementsin order to
create areliable statewide road network.
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(NBI No. 5300061) — Vi (winter) from
northwest from west end of bridge.

(NBI No. 5300061) - View (witer) from
northwest from west end of bridge.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

The bridge has been determined ligible for
the NR in the Indiana Historic Bridge
Inventory under Criterion C.

The property retains integrity of setting,
location, design, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association.

Effects Discussion:

The effects of Section 5 of the undertaking
would not alter, directly or indirectly, any
characteristics of Monroe County Bridge
No. 83 that are cause for its eligibility for
the NR.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
Monroe County Bridge No. 83. Asshown
in Figures 27-31, the shortest distance
between the bridge’ s NR boundaries and the
Section 5 dternatives’ rights-of-way is
8174.7 feet. Project-related activities would
not occur within the resource’ s boundaries
and would not remove or relocate any of the

property.

Visual Effect:

Section 5 of the undertaking would have no
visua effect on Monroe County Bridge No.
83. Theland between the nearest Section 5
alternatives and Monroe County Bridge No.
83 contains fields, isolated wooded areas,
and amix of older and modern houses.
Section 5 of the undertaking is not visible
from Monroe County Bridge No. 83 and is
sufficiently removed to obscure any ambient
light intrusions that might result from the
undertaking.
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Figure 27. Plan View — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 83.
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Figure 28. Plan View — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 83.
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Figure 29. Plan View— Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 83.
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Figure 31. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 83.
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Auditory Effect:

TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate predicted highway traffic noise effects. A
noise analysis was not conducted for this resource because noise, or lack thereof, is not an aspect
of the property’ s setting that qualifiesit for the NR. Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking will
have no adverse auditory effect on the Monroe County Bridge No. 83.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

Other Effects:

One cannot reasonably foresee that the Section 5 undertaking would remove Monroe County
Bridge No. 83 from service, substantially increase its level or nature of use, or otherwise
contribute to its neglect. Predicted changesin traffic levels for Bridge No. 83 are presented in
Table 2.

Table 2: Predicted Traffic Levels for Monroe County Bridge No. 83

Alternative Total Trucks
Base Model (2010) 752 XX
“No Build” (year 2035) 810 10
4 (year 2035) 690 10
5 (year 2035) 670 10
6 (year 2035). 690 10
7 (year 2035) 740 10

April 2012 95




1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

(105-115-35055) — West (fagade) and south (side)
elevations.

(105-115-35055) — south (side) and east (rear)
elevations showing a small rear addition connecting
the former summer kitchen to the house.

Stipp-Bender Farmstead (105-115-35055)
5075 South Victor Pike

Perry Township, Monroe County

NR Criterion: A

Period of Significance: circa 1876-1955

Description/Context:

The Stipp-Bender Farmstead is eligible for
the NR under Criterion A as an example of a
mid- to late-nineteenth century farmstead,
with an intact collection of period
outbuildings. The house provides a good
example of a substantial frame I-House with
Italianate detailing dating from the mid- to
|ate-nineteenth century, while the associated
outbuildings provide a good exampl e of
architectura styling/construction techniques
of the period.

Contributing buildings on the Stipp-Bender
Farmstead include a dwelling and five
outbuildings, including a large transverse
barn, granary, tool/machine shed, small
frame shed, and small barn. A portion of an
extensive drystone wall, circa 1876, also
contributes to the site.

The Stipp-Bender House, is atwo-story,
frame, single-family dwelling in the I-House
form with Italianate stylistic details,
constructed in 1876. The houseis set upon a
continuous stone foundation, while its
exterior walls are clad in vinyl siding. Its
side-gable roof is clad in asphalt shingles
and is pierced by gable end brick chimneys.
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(105-115-35055) — Frame transverse barn, west (side)
and south (facade) elevations.

(105-115-35055) — Frame tool/machine shed.

The window openings are fitted with nine-
over-nine light, double-hung sash,
replacement windows. The main entryway
features apanel and glass door flanked by
sidelights and a multi-light transom. A one-
bay Italianate porch fronts the facade and
rises from a stone foundation and deck,
while paired wood posts support its low
pitched hipped roof. An addition has been
appended to the rear elevation of the house
connecting aformer summer kitchen.

The property contains alarge gambrel roof
transverse barn, likely dating to the early
twentieth century. The barn measures three
bays wide by seven bays deep and is set
upon alimestone foundation. Its exterior
walls are clad in vertical board siding, while
its gambrel roof is clad in corrugated metal.
The integrity of the barn has been somewhat
compromised by changesto its fenestration
and the installation of modern windows.

A frame granary, located just behind the
dwelling, likely datesto the late nineteenth
century. Set upontal limestone piers, the
drive-through granary isclad in narrow vertica
board sding, whileitstal, steeply pitched
gable-front roof is clad in corrugated metd.

A frame tool/machine shed is located at the
rear of the property and likely dates to the
first quarter of the twentieth century. The
one-bay by one-bay building is set upon a
limestone foundation, while its exterior
walls are clad in both vertical and horizontal
board siding. Its gable-front roof isclad in
corrugated metal. A shed-roof lean-to has

April 2012
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T =7 ; )
(105-115-35055) — Dry-laid stone wall defines a
portion of the property boundary.

been appended to the building’ s north
elevation.

Just south of the tool/machine shedisa
small frame shed that appears to date from
the early-twentieth century. The one-bay by
one-bay building is set upon alimestone
foundation, while its exterior walls are clad
in vertical board siding. Its side gable roof
isclad in corrugated metal. The building
appears to have been used for livestock
purposes, although a brick end-wall chimney
scales the north elevation.

Centered in the cluster of outbuildingsisa
small, three-bay barn, likely dating to the
late-nineteenth century. The framebarnis
set upon alimestone foundation, while its
exterior walls are clad in corrugated metal
over clapboard. Itsside-gableroof isclad in
corrugated metal. A shed-roof lean-to has
been appended to the south (rear) elevation.

A modern one-bay garage is located south of
the dwelling. The gable-front garage is set
upon a poured concrete foundation, while its
frame walls are clad in aluminum siding,
and itsroof is clad in corrugated metal.

The property contains adry-laid stone wall
that till delineates a portion of the property
boundary.

The property retains integrity of location,
design, workmanship, feeling, and
association.
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o

(105-115-35055) — View southwest from
northwestern section of the NR property boundary.

(105-115-350¢
southwestern section of the NR property boundary.

s

(105-115-35055) — View southwest from
southeastern section of the NR property boundary.

The period of significance for the Stipp-
Bender Farmstead begins with its date of
construction in 1876 and extends to 1955,
the end of the historic period, as defined by
the Section 5 HPR. The NR boundary
includes the dwelling, a gambrel roof
transverse barn, agranary, atool/machine
shed, alivestock shed, athree-bay barn, adry-
lad stonewadll, and a one-bay garage.

Effects Discussion:

The effects of Section 5 of the undertaking
would not alter, directly or indirectly, any
characteristics of the Stipp-Bender
Farmstead that are cause for its eligibility
for the NR.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
the Stipp-Bender Farmstead. Asshownin
Figures 32-35, the shortest distance between
the property’ s NR boundaries and the
Section 5 dternatives’ rights-of-way is
4,495.8 feet. The distance from the Stipp-
Bender House itself to the nearest Section 5
alternatives' rights-of-way is 4,666 feet.
Project-related activities would not occur
within the property boundaries and would
not remove or relocate any of the property’s
Contributing elements.

Visual Effect:

Section 5 of the undertaking would have no
visual effect on the Stipp-Bender Farmstead.
The land between the nearest Section 5
alternatives and the Stipp-Bender
Farmstead, which roughly corresponds to
the area bound by South Victor Pike and
West That Road, contains fields, isolated
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Figure 32. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the Stipp-Bender Farmstead.
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Figure 33. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the Stipp-Bender Farmstead.

April 2012

61



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

e [ ST/PP BENDER FARMSTEAD Wl
53 | - os-n 3

T71+00 70+00 69+00 68+00 67+00 66+00 65+00 64+00 63+00 62+00 61+00 60+00 59+00 58+00 57+00 56+00

________________________________________

E --------------------- e e e e e P e e T e S R e fosEmsE Sy R e T
"""" |“"""'ir""'“'""'“'"': ; ! ! ! :
; Y E e Ml e o .g ........ iq ....... ;:u!: T W SCALE
B ARy e P,
42400 ’ 11+00 10+00 9+00 8+00 7+00 6+00
M A e s LEGEND 1-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOLIS STUDY
=i SECTION 5 (FROM SR37 TO SR39)
| | EXISTING  ROW ——mow—mem PRELIMINARY. ROW —_—— e = EXISTING GROUND
BN — S PLAN VIEW ALTERNATIVE 6

| — gt Sk - ALIGNMENT AND RESOURCE LOCATION PLANS

Figure 34. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the Stipp-Bender Farmstead.
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Figure 35. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the Stipp-Bender Farmstead.
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wooded areas, and modern houses. Section 5 of the undertaking would not be visible from the
Stipp-Bender Farmstead and would be sufficiently removed to obscure any ambient light
intrusions that might result from the undertaking.

Auditory Effect:

Because the proposed Section 5 highway alternatives are located greater than 800 feet (~5,000
feet) from the Stipp-Bender Farmstead, TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate
predicted highway traffic noise effects, as per the INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure.
Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking would have no adverse auditory effect on the Stipp-
Bender Farmstead.

Other Effects:

Section 5 of the undertaking would eliminate the SR 37-West That Road at-grade intersection
and construct an overpass at South Rockport Road under all alternatives. Accessto I-69 from
both West That Road and South Rockport Road would be provided by access roads connecting
these roads with a new interchange at West Fullerton Pike, located over 1.5 miles from the Stipp-
Bender Farmstead. This new interchange is far enough removed from the Stipp-Bender
Farmstead that any increase in traffic resulting from its construction will have no effect on the
farmstead.
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4625 South East Lane, looking southeast toward the
west elevation.

4625 South East Lane, looking southeast toward the
west elevation.

Maurice Head House

4625 South East Lane

Perry Township, Monroe County
NR Criterion: C

Period of Significance: 1956

Description/Context:

Located at 4625 South East Lane, this
rectilinear one-story Ranch house was built
in 1956 by original owner Maurice Head.

The Maurice Head House at 4625 South
East Laneis an example of a mid-century
Ranch-style house with excellent exterior
integrity; itsinterior integrity has been
diminished since 2009. In 2009, FHWA
determined the house at 4625 South East
Laneeligiblefor listing in the NR under
Criterion C because it exhibited ahigh level
of integrity for a Ranch-style homein
Monroe County, Indiana. Because this
home has previously been determined
eligible as part of the I-69 studies for its
high integrity of mid-century Ranch-style
architecture in Monroe County (albeit prior
to the interior renovations), it will continue
to be considered eligible to the NR under
Criterion C.

The property retains integrity of setting,
location, design, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association.

Effects Discussion:

The effects of Section 5 of the undertaking
would not directly alter any characteristics
of the Maurice Head House that are cause
for itséigibility for the NR. The
undertaking would have indirect auditory
effects upon the setting, feeling, and
association of the property but those effects
would not be adverse.

April 2012

65



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES
Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
the Maurice Head House. Asshown in
Figures 36-39, the shortest distance between
the property’s NR boundaries and existing
SR 37 right-of-way is 420 feet, while the
shortest distance between the property’sNR
boundaries and the Section 5 aternatives
rights-of-way is 849 feet. The distance from
the Maurice Head House itself to the nearest
Section 5 aternatives' rights-of-way is

View northeast toward SR 37 from east . fo
boundary of 4625 South East Lane. 915.7 feet. Project-related activities would

not occur within the property boundaries and
would not remove or relocate any of the
property’s character-defining elements.

Visual Effect:

Section 5 of the undertaking would have no
visua effect on the Maurice Head House.
The land between the nearest Section 5
alternatives and the Maurice Head House
consists of awooded hillside. Thiswooded
e area currently blocks views of present SR 37
View soLthees toward SR 37 from ees fromthehouse. Section5of the
boundary of 4625 South East Lane. undertaking is not visible from the Maurice
Head House and is sufficiently removed to
obscure any ambient light intrusions that
might result from the undertaking.

Auditory Effect:

Because the proposed Section 5 highway
alternatives are located greater than 800 feet
(849 feet) from the Maurice Head House,
TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to
evauate predicted highway traffic noise
effects, as per the INDOT Traffic Noise
Analysis Procedure. Therefore, Section 5 of
the undertaking will have no adverse
auditory effect on the Maurice Head House.
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Figure 36. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the Maurice Head House.
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Figure 37. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the Maurice Head House.

68 April 2012



NTERSTATE

. 5 1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES
W= |dentification of Effects Report, Section 5

7 ] =

@ MAURICE HEAD HOUSE

ve

SCALE IN FEET

gs0 Maurice Head House 849.0’ CL Road Relocation 850
: :I'“""'““'"'.’““"""““": ” ""T""_""_"""_"""_""""":""_"""_"": _________ ;-1 LG N e A T e e e T N T T
! r ! ! CL 1-69 ! [ | { !
800| e 4200 o N SRR | e £ ST S AP s g 800
| ' ! e _ R T i
: e ol e — = e s e et S . e o —————— !
7<) (SN NN SNBSS S O, o ORI R TN/, SR S p Nyl | NP 2o R e W Fexined O, 750
e ] W S C3) ; : > v = : 1
g 2  Existing Ground & | & | |
200 o o N < 0 %9 N o o FrQH| - f B 0| ~ 700
© s e: = o .lﬁ -} ™ o N SIr-H 5 9 (¥ ©
0 i n ©o (- ~ I~ I~ 2N~ (- N~ ~
A 650|~ L ~ ~ ™~ ~ o i o it I V.5 = Lon 550AI
0+00 1+00 2+00 3+00 4+00 . 5+00 6+00 7+00 8+00 9+00 10+00 11+00 12+00
v
CROSS SECTION A-A SCALE
HORIZONTAL VERTICAL
e I e—
0 50 100 Feet 0 50 100 Feet
A}—*A' . ¢ LEGEND 1-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOQOLIS STUDY
——  FEATURE SECTION 5 (FROM SR37 TO SR39)
[ E— EXISTING ROW —mm——m  PRELIMINARY ROW — — — —  EXISTING GROUND
g = PLAN VIEW ALTERNATIVE 6
I  rsronc RoFERTY FERH i i ALIGNMENT AND RESOURCE LOCATION PLANS

Figure 38. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the Maurice Head House.
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Figure 39. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the Maurice Head House.
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Other Effects:

Section 5 of the undertaking might decrease traffic on West That Road in the vicinity of the
Maurice Head House, as it would eliminate the SR 37-West That Road at-grade intersection and
construct an overpass at South Rockport Road under all alternatives. Accessto I-69 from both
West That Road and South Rockport Road would be provided by access roads connecting these
roads with a new interchange at West Fullerton Pike, located approximately 3,868 feet from the
Maurice Head House. This new interchange would be far enough removed from the Maurice
Head House that any increase in traffic resulting from its construction may have an effect on the
property, but that effect would not be adverse.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5
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_V . - SN v T F_!
North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District—Carl
Furst Quarry (105-115-35020).

e e

North Clear Creek Historic Landscape Dirict—
Borland House (105-115-35020).

North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District—
Small Building and Tramway, Maple Hill Mill.

North Clear Creek Historic Landscape
District

Perry Township, Monroe County

NR Criterion: A

Period of Significance: 1927-1967

Description/Context:

Within the APE, the North Clear Creek
Historic Landscape District refersto the
geographic areathat is mostly west of
Rockport Road and north of Fullerton Pike.
The historic landscape district is situated
within the Clear Creek limestone area,
whichisin turn located in the Indiana
Limestone Belt of south-central Indiana.

Within the Section 5 APE, the North Clear
Creek Historic Landscape District was
historically owned by two entities since the
1920s: Carl Furst Stone Company to the
north and the Bloomington Limestone
Company (Maple Hill Mill and Quarry), to
the south.

The Carl Furst Stone Company property is
also a State Register-listed district called the
Borland House and Carl Furst Stone
Company Quarry (105-115-35020). The
undertaking does not encroach upon the
boundaries of the State Register-listed
district. The property contains one primary
building—the Borland House (circa 1830),
which was used by the quarry company as
an office during the period of significance.
Other Contributing buildings on the property
include a stone garage (circa 1930), barn,
sheds, a blacksmith shop, and smaller
buildings such as control houses. The
property has a network of intact steel
derricks. Other Contributing resources
include historic roads; waste piles; quarries,
some of which display sheer and stepped
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ledges; and a stone trestle. There are no Non-contributing resources within the Carl Furst Stone
Company property.

Contributing buildings, sites, and structures at the Maple Hill Mill and Quarry include the
historic road (Rockport Road) through the proposed NR district, the former railroad spur paths,
the tramway, mill building, gang saw buildings, circular saw building, pallet building, utility
building, blacksmith shop, weigh house, stacking yard, and slurry pond. Non-contributing
resources include the modern mill office, two associated modern buildings, waste rock piles that
developed after the period of significance, and quarry pits that opened or were highly atered
after the period of significance.

The proposed North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District was recommended eligible for the
NR under Criterion A for its association with events that have made significant contributions to
the broad patterns of history. The landscape of the proposed district reflects atheme of industry,
where the landscape has been shaped or manipulated to provide a product that contributed to the
development of a community or society in general. Specifically, Bloomington was, and is, atop
producer of limestone in the nation, and limestone has shaped the national architectural heritage
as one of the premier types of domestic building stone, particularly in the 1890 to 1940s period.
Both Furst Quarry and the Maple Hill Mill and Quarry represent a*late-devel oped pocket” of
industrial activity that occurred at the end of the period of “boom, merger, and overcapacity,”
circa1919-1933." The Furst Quarry exemplifies circa 1931-1967 quarrying techniques. The
quarry pits retain unusually high integrity having essentially been unchanged since operations
ceased.

Maple Hill Mill (presently C&H Mill) conveys the evolution of milling techniques from the late
1920s to the present. In addition, the mill illustrates the post-World War 11 transition to the
production of limestone ashlar veneer, which was produced in response to changing architectural
styles and a decreasing demand for traditional limestone products. Dimension stone companies
began producing “split-faced” stone—thinly cut limestone used as a non-structural veneer in the
post war period. This style of limestone veneer was popular for new homesin the area and was
“perfected” by BLCO, which had absorbed Maple Hill in the late 1920s.'®

The recommended historic property boundary for the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape
District within the APE contains 139.3 acres. The previoudy-listed State Register historic
property boundary for the Borland House and the Carl Furst Stone Company property contains
62.7 acres.

The district retains integrity of setting, location, design, materias, workmanship, feeling, and
association.

1% Eliza Steelwater, National Register Nomination Form for Woolery Stone Company, Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana,
(on file at the Indiana SHPO, Indianapalis), Sect. 8, p. 35; Joseph A. Batchelor, An Economic History of the Indiana Oolitic
Limestone Industry (Bloomington, IN: School of Business, Indiana University, 1944), 183.

16«3 500 Men Employed in 37 Mills and 24 Quarries of 24 Stone Firms,” Bloomington (IN) Daily Herald, December 10, 1949;
“Limestone Industry Timeline,” Indiana Bedrock, http://www.indianabedrock.org (accessed November 3, 2011), 60.
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View west along West Tapp Road toward SR 37
from northwest corner of Borland House/Carl
Furst Stone Company Quarry (105-115-35020).

edge of the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape
Disgtrict.

i southwest toward SR 37 from the western
edge of the Carl Furst Stone Co. property toward
SR 37.

Effects Discussion:

Depending upon the selected alternative, the
undertaking would result in the direct effect
of loss of property (from 7%, 1%, or 0% of
the district) from the southern boundary of
the district. All alternatives would result in
indirect auditory and visual effects on the
historic property, but these indirect effects
would not be adverse, except for visual
effects under Alternatives 4 and 5 (Figures
40-48).

Direct Effect:

Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 would produce a
direct effect on the historic property through
the widening of West Fullerton Pike
between SR 37 and just east of South
Rockport Road.

Alternatives 4 and 5 would require up to 10
acres for new right-of-way and 9 acres
placement of fill material along the southern
border or about 7% of the 139.3 acre North
Clear Creek Historic Landscape District
(within the APE), and Non-contributing
resources (modern driveway and office
building) would be directly affected by
Alternatives 4 and 5 of the undertaking.

Alternatives 4 and 5 would shift West
Fullerton Pike to the northwest and require
improvements along South Rockport Road
to realign and change the grade of
approaches to the West Fullerton Pike-South
Rockport Road intersection to reduce its
skew and improve sight distance. A new
local access road would be constructed on
the southwest corner of the district to
provide access to an approximately 92-acre
parcel and align with local government long-
term plans for a new road between
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Fi gure 40. Detail of Section 5 Alternatives near North Clear Creek
Historic Landscape District.
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NORTH CLEAR CREEK
W HISTORIC LANDSCAPE DISTRICT

1-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOLIS STUDY
SECTION 5 (FROM SR37 TO SR39)
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PLAN VIEW ALTERNATIVE 4
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Figure 41.

Plan View— Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 42. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 43. Plan View— Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.

78 April 2012



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES
=" |dentification of Effects Report, Section 5

3, 1895.3°
BS0 B30
A 7 R A “ c_m """"""""" :'ﬂ-m““"": """" ET'ﬁqﬁii """" g= """"""""""""" SR AR i e e e e e T e i ol il e Loy S e 7 ke edmidt T . UL
() ) L il Al | o Il ____2|_I i ; i Ayl e 800
miieky Sk Eot Ay A : + = r H { ‘ ; ; H | v i 1 ; ; 1 ;
. | | p ) S | s s - ] ! | | i | 1 ! !
780 ,:F i'[ \ : l[ it o k T': k . B W Mot s praoeeo i _-‘___",,..— EL
= L (N (VL o e el W O SIS T8 R O, PR OIS, SIS S SO RN SN (O ... . 8 T iy R sk i i A SN mo
| : (" | L : ' { | } ; | ' | | | : | ' ; ' |
850 ; . : 4 : ! - : ! : ; | | | a! ! ! ! | ! : vl - 5 850
TR T T T T Y T T T Y T N T R W T TR T Y TR TR T R T TN T TR TR TR T
600 - L2 L - E] L2l : L L = : L : : H i & 2] F ! | i | ' L 600
0+00 1+00 2+00 3+00 4+00 5+00 &+00 T+00 B+00 9+00 10+00 11+00 12+00 1300 14+00 18+00 18+00 17+00 18+00 18+00 20+00 21+00 22+00 23+00 24+00 25+00 26+00 2T+00 28+00

Fullertan Piks Overpass HISTORIC LANDSCAFE DISTRICT
...................................................................................................... EdsngBRSTEL  cLise | .  MBOaRsmp _ L S
! | | H [ : i | {9553 H =l
. | { . . ; ; ¢ } : : L
e R e ——— i e o = e e T e e e L e S S L
- | ' " [l ' ' [l ' ' N o il ; '
780} ~ ~ : ! ] ! | | ! ! ' i : : ! T [ i, 780
e T e e e e e e e e o e e e e e e e e e e N R e e e e e T e e e e e e e e e e e e T T e e e e e e e =y R T e e T i T
i v
" S (SRS S| ST SR W, TN RSN WIS SRR SR 1 N SN R PP ......... SIS0 N SN A (e S s o N LSRR | ) SN 700
_____________ 333‘33 R RO R CEPP A ? ;. A (RN | SRR . |
5 [ ! s C] : g g ! ' ' 3 3
! ! - L] L L] - : ' -" f = L] | g0
0+00 1+00 2+00 3400 B+00 10+00 11+00 12+00 100 14+00 15+00 16+00 17+00 18+00 16+00 20400 21+00 22+00 23400 24400 25+00 26400 2T+00 28+00

MORTH CLEAR CREEK
HISTORIC LANDSCAPE DISTRICT
Bsd ’
"""" 1""""""'"‘-‘"""'*""m""'!'" bl ' 2 liphidisiet e o gl ettty bt 1T e i e o T gt A ) ), e T "mar--------r--------\r--------r--------r--------r--------r--------r--- !
1 | 1 v | ' i v 1 -3
.| Mol VRO | PSSR, SNt | O R i e P Sy a— N T S P ey e pru—
—————— - - 4 | ! et i | i i R [ | [ | | - e -
= i vilie-eathn B oA B E_ B ok A ] I3 L} 3 i} [} i [} ] [} ]
750/ ‘X I i 1 ' 1 i 1 I 1 E""‘“'?“‘"‘" | ] I
B e s Exiating Grou = e e e e et E B AT s '» ——————————————— -l———-————p——-—————: ———————————————————————— D et e L Ir ——————— A e gl el ). ol ey :— ——————— o St
) " I} L} i

0+00 1+00 2+00 3+00

\ ; ) L H H H \ H H ) \ H ) H : H ) H s ) ‘ |

o gt adua it Aol i e e | et i) MRt e ) Ll na e AT e—— F——— {2 T, g T s LR e IR i s | Ao 1 | 5 PrLE A e ces. Ty o Y i 0 | D o e h Al i | VR A WA R ekt | i) i A s e i WA s ATy N i
J ] 1} ] " L} ] 1 L} ) 1

.. 3 T

/ : |
e RS

r < -
! [ ' | i [ ! -l - - e ] 1 -l - -y o [} } : | | !
' i | | Grosnd ! ' i [ | ' [ | £ - v v | ' " - I | |
700! l | | Exteeing I " Il | i [l | " i | i | i [l | ) |
T e e e e e e e E T e A e Bt et IS ST T e e e
" I P i I i I I i | I ' | " ' I ' | i
0 | i i | " i | 11 I | i ' W ' ' | |
......
1 I ' 1 I I
| | I i

""" R S et TR e S R S N e M RS I

0+00 1+00 2+00 3400 4+00 5+00 a+00 T+00 8+00 9+00 10+00 1100 12+00 13+00 14+00 15+00 18+00 17+00

CROSS SECTION F-F'

'
. = i - ' i 1 1 i [ i ' ' ' . . | | |
———————————————— (e g s ) i e e T Tt B e T e el e B e e e e e L I
|
'

LEGEND 1-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOLIS STUDY
— FRATE SECTION 5 (FROM SR37 TO SR39)

——— —  EXISTING GROUND
CROSS SECTION ALTERNATIVE 5

-— SIGHT
g ALIGNMENT AND RESOURCE LOCATION PLANS

Figure 44. Cross Sections— Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 45. Plan View— Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 46. Cross Sections— Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 47. Plan View— Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.

April 2012




1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

o+00 1+00 2+00 3+00

CROSS SECTION G-G'

LEGEND

w—  FEATURE
—— e EXISTING GROUND

= LNE OF SIGHT

I-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOLIS STUDY
SECTION 5 (FROM SR37 TO SR39)

CROSS SECTION ALTERNATIVE 7
ALIGNMENT AND RESOURGE LOGATION PLANS

Figure 48. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
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View southwest along South Rockport Road from
West Fullerton Pike toward SR 37.

2

View west along West Fullerton Pike from South
Rockport Road toward SR 37.

g
Quarry property toward SR 37.

Fullerton Pike and Tapp Road roughly
paraleling existing SR 37.

Alternatives 4 and 5 of the undertaking
would have adirect effect along South
Rockport Road that adversely affects the
setting of the district. This direct effect
results from the realignment of South
Rockport Road, which is a Contributing
feature of the district.

Alternative 6 would require up to 2 acres for
new right-of-way and 1 acre of fill material
placement along the southern border, or
about 1% of the 139.3 acre North Clear
Creek Historic Landscape District (within
the APE). A Non-contributing modern
driveway and office building would be
directly affected by Alternative 6 of the
undertaking due to upgrades to existing
West Fullerton Pike between SR 37 and
South Rockport Road, but no Contributing
resources will be taken under this
aternative. The elevation of West Fullerton
Pike at the C&H Stone Company driveway
would increase 16 feet. The layout of and
relationship between Contributing features
in the district would not be changed.

The southern boundary of North Clear Creek
Historic Landscape District was not likely
used historically as part of the l[imestone
milling operation, and therefore, a 2 acre
take at this location would not diminish the
property’s ability to convey its historic
significance. Dueto the limited property
required and since the southern boundary of
the historic district is characterized by dense
trees that, after project completion, will
continue to buffer the historic limestone
milling operations from the new roadway
except for an approximately 100 foot section
east of the accessroad. Therefore,
Alternative 6 West Fullerton Pike/South
Rockport improvements would not directly
affect the property’ s setting to the degree
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f i o : i i < o '
View west along W. Fullerton Pike, toward SR 37
just west of the entrance to C& H Stone Company.

that it would constitute an adverse effect
under Section 106 of the NHPA.

Alternative 7 would require neither right-of-
way nor cut/fill acquisition from the North
Clear Creek Historic Landscape District and
therefore, the Alternative 7 undertaking
would not have adirect effect on the district.

Visual Effect:

The undertaking would produce a visual
effect, though not adverse, on the North
Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
While al of the alternatives include an
interchange at West Fullerton Pike
(approximately 25 feet higher than the
existing SR 37 elevation), the mainline of
the undertaking will not be visible from any
portion of the district, nor from West Tapp
Road (looking west), West Fullerton Pike
(looking west), or South Rockport Road
(looking southwest). The westernmost
boundary of the district is 955.8 feet from
the nearest mainline edge of pavement for
Alternatives4 and 5, and approximately
1,300 feet from nearest mainline edge of
pavement for Alternatives 6 and 7. For
Alternatives 4 and 5, the mainline would be
shifted to the east; Alternative 4 utilizesa
diamond interchange at West Fullerton Pike,
while Alternative 5 utilizes afolded loop
interchange with ramps in the northwest and
northeast quadrants. In Alternative 4, the
nearest ramp would be located about 500
feet from the western boundary of the North
Clear Creek Historic Landscape District. In
Alternative 5, the nearest ramp would be
located about 250 feet from the western
boundary of the district. In Alternatives 6
and 7 the mainline uses existing SR 37 and
features afolded loop interchange at West
Fullerton Pike with ramps in the northwest
and southeast quadrants. In Alternatives 6
and 7, the nearest ramp is located about 760
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feet from the western boundary of the district. Trees and topography shield Contributing
features of the district from the sight of all 1-69 mainline features under al the alternatives, and a
minor visual intrusion at the fringe of the district of new highway ramps and associated vehicular
traffic would not constitute an adverse visua effect. Mainline and northbound exit and entrance
ramps would be visible from Non-contributing areas of the district. However, achangein the
visual setting outside of the district would not affect the characteristics of the district that qualify
it for the NR, and thus would not be adverse. Cross Sections B, C, and D (Figures 50 to 57)
depict the elevations of the West Tapp Road overpass, West Fullerton Pike overpass, and
mainline and interchange ramps, respectively.

Visual effects due to roadway improvements along West Fullerton Pike and South Rockport
Road, necessary to bring travel lanes into compliance with applicable engineering design
guidance, would aso have visua effects on the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 would raise the low points of West Fullerton Pike until reaching the
existing West Fullerton Pike roadway crest elevations by placement of up to 35 vertical feet of
fill material. At the C&H Stone Company driveway on West Fullerton Pike, the elevation of the
road would be raised 29 feet under Alternatives 4 and 5, 16 feet under Alternative 6, and 14 feet
under Alternative 7 (though Alternative 7 would require a maximum of only 20 vertical feet of
fill). The undertaking will be visible from the southern border of the district, including from the
southern entrance to C& H Stone Company. Under Alternatives 4 and 5, the undertaking will be
visible from the district, as improvements to South Rockport Road will affect a Contributing
district resource and improvement to West Fullerton Pike will be elevated 29 feet. Cross
sections E and G depict the proposed elevation of South Rockport Road. Under Alternatives 4
and 5, visua impacts would diminish the integrity of Rockport Road (C2), a Contributing
property to the district, and therefore have and adverse effect upon the district. Under
Alternatives 6 and 7, the increase in elevation of West Fullerton Pike (16 and 14 feet,
respectively) would be visible, but this visual change would not be adverse, as it does not affect a
Contributing feature of the district.

Sources of ambient light at the property include headlights from traffic on West Fullerton Pike
and South Rockport Road, and from scattered lights from homes located immediately south of
the property along West Fullerton Pike. It isnot likely that the undertaking would result in any
significant change in ambient light at the property because of its distance and the natural visual
screen of the wooded area that separates it from the property. Moreover, alimestone district is
not a property type whose setting is sensitive to changesin light levels.

In sum, Alternatives 4 and 5 would have adverse visua effects to the district resulting from the
realignment of South Rockport Road, which is a Contributing feature of the district. Alternatives
6 and 7 would have visual effects, but they would not be adverse.

Auditory Effect:

Anindustrial property such as an operating mill or quarry isinherently noisy, therefore, TNM
2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate predicted highway traffic noise effects. A noise
anaysisis not required for this area resource because noise, or lack thereof, is not an aspect of
the property’ s setting that qualifiesit for the NR. Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking would
have no adverse auditory effect on the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District.
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Other Effects:

The undertaking will occur along the existing SR 37, a multi-lane divided highway, and along
West Fullerton Pike and South Rockport Road. An interchange at West Fullerton Pike will
provide for east-west access and 1-69 access through various design options. One location of a
major planned development within the Section 5 corridor includes the intersection of SR 37 and
Fullerton Pike (Monroe Hospital and Tax Increment Financing (T1F) district). Such
development could produce additional traffic along West Fullerton Pike and South Rockport
Road; however, an increase in traffic along either West Fullerton Pike or South Rockport Road
would not adversely affect the North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District, as the district,
being an industrial site, is not sensitive to the presence or absence of periphera traffic.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5
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Hunter Valley Historic Landscape Dirit—
Hunter Brothers Quarry.

Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District—
Consolidated Quarry.

Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District—
Consolidated Mill #1/V ernia Mill Tramway.

Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District

Bloomington Township, Monroe County
NR Criterion: A

Period of Significance: 1892-1967

Description/Context:

The Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District refers to the geographic area
northwest of Bloomington, historically
bounded (approximately) by Arlington Road
to the east and north, West Vernal Piketo
the south, and Stout Creek to the west
(including 100 yards west of the creek).

Resources that contribute to the Hunter
Valley Historic Landscape District include
quarry pits, mill remains, derricks, circular
and gang saw buildings, atrailer, roads, rail
spurs, and waste piles. Modern features
(Non-contributing) include the Bennett’s
Dump superfund site and a modern building.

The Hunter Valley limestone area was
historically divided into two sections: the
property north of Hunter Valley Road (B.G.
Hoadley Mill) and the quarries south of
Hunter Valley Road. Today, thelandis
generally divided into thirds: the northern
third (outside of the proposed district) is
occupied by the B.G. Hoadley Mill and
Quarry; the middle third is occupied by
vacant quarry properties and reforested land;
and the southern third, located below SR 46,
contains numerous inactive quarry
properties and mill sites. Discernible
segments of historic-age (pre-1967) roads
and rail spurs are considered Contributing
resources.
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View southeast toward 7 from southern
boundary of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District.

View east toward SR 37 from eastern boundary
of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.

View east toward SR 37 from eastern boundary
of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

Because of the high number of modern
structures and buildings at the B.G. Hoadley
site, it was recommended that the northern
third of the Hunter Valley limestone area be
excluded from the proposed Hunter Valley
Historic Landscape District in the report
titled Consideration of and Findings
regarding Dimension Limestone Resources
within the 1-69 Section 5 Area of Potential
Effects. When the mgjority of features at
the B.G. Hoadley Mill reach 50 years of age,
this property may be reevaluated as a
potential Contributing element of the Hunter
Valley Historic Landscape District.

The Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District was recommended eligible for the
NR under Criterion A for its association
with events that have made significant
contributions to the broad patterns of
history. The proposed Hunter Valley district
issignificant for its association with the
theme of industry, as the evolution of the
landscape reflects a period of maturation and
“increased demand” and a period of “boom,
merger, and overcapacity” in the limestone
industry.*” Early limestone industry
technology is exemplified in the prevalence
of smaller limestone pits with stepped
ledges, which are scattered throughout the
district. Bloomington was, and is, atop
producer of limestone in the nation, and
limestone has shaped the national
architectural heritage as one of the premier
types of domestic building stone,
particularly in the 1890 to 1940s period.

7 Batchelor, Economic History, 33, 36, 183.
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View north toward SR 46 from northern
boundary of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District.

View south toward SR 46 from southern
boundary of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
Disgtrict.

View southeast toward SR 46 from southern
boundary of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
Didtrict.

The proposed boundary includes al
resources that express the characteristics of
the historic landscape. The proposed
boundary follows current and historic
property parcel lines, roadways, and
portions of Stout Creek and contains 113.5
acres.

The district retains integrity of setting,
location, design, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association.

Effects Discussion:

The undertaking would not directly alter any
characteristics of the Hunter Valley Historic
Landscape District that are cause for its
inclusioninthe NR. Indirect visual and
auditory effects upon the property’ s setting,
feeling, and association are anticipated but
will not be adverse.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District. Asshown in Figures 49-56, the
district boundaries border the rights-of-way
for Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7 dlong a
roughly 4,000 foot segment of the northern
section of the district’s east and south sides
in the northwest quadrant of the SR 37 and
SR 46 interchange. For all dternatives, the
mainline of 1-69 would follow the route of
existing SR 37 and the nearest right-of-way
associated with the Vernal Pike/17" Street
underpass/overpass optionsis 298.7 feet
south of the southern district boundary. No
land within the historic district’s boundaries
would be taken, nor would project-related
activities occur within the property’s
boundaries.

90

April 2012



INTERSTATE

1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

; n oA 1200 h":'.}.
=5 . SCALE IN FEET % '
il N A R W ¥ A% olll iot1
1-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOLIS STUDY
SECTION 5 (FROM SR37 TO SR39)

PLAN VIEW ALTERNATIVE 4
ALIGNMENT AND RESOURCE LOCATION PLANS

Figure 49. Plan View — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 50. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 52. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 54. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 55. Plan View— Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.
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View southeast toward SR 37 from southeastern
boundary of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District.

View east toward 37 from eastern boundary
of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.

View east toward SR 37 from eastern boundary
of Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.

Visual Effect:

The undertaking would have no adverse
visual effect on the Hunter Valley Historic
Landscape District. Viewsfrom the
property toward the mainline of 1-69 and the
SR 46 interchange would not change, as the
existing mainline alignment and interchange
would be maintained. Under Alternatives 4
and 5, the Arlington Road overpass and
adjacent sections of Arlington Road and
Hunter Lane would be raised slightly in
order to meet vertical clearance
requirements for interstate overpasses. The
nearest section of impacted roadway would
be Hunter Lane, located about 200 feet from
the district. Although precise datais not yet
available, it is anticipated that the changein
street grade would hardly be noticeable from
the district, and this change would not affect
any characteristics of the district that qualify
it for the NR. Alternatives 6 and 7 would
seek a design exception to maintain the
Arlington Road overpass at its present
height. South of the district, Alternatives 4,
5, and 6, call for an underpass at West
Verna Pike, which would connect with
West 17th Street on the east side of SR 37;
Alternative 7 calls for an overpass at West
Verna Pike. The nearest section of West
Verna Pikeislocated about 500 feet south
of the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape
District’ s boundary, and the intermediate
land is heavily wooded. Even the more
visually prominent overpass option called
for by Alternative 7 would only be
minimally visible from the district, and such
achange in viewshed would not constitute
an adverse visual effect upon the resource's
setting, as it would not affect the property’s
ability to convey its historic significance and
itsintegrity of setting has already been
compromised by existing SR 37 and its
interchange with SR 46. Cross Sections A
through F depict elevations of the Arlington
Road overpass, east approach to Arlington
Road, mainline from the north part of the

April 2012

99



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES
Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

‘.JJ INTERSTATE
S

district, mainline from the south part of the district, West Vernal Pike overpass or underpass, and
West Vernal Pike western approach, respectively.

Sources of ambient light at the property include headlights from traffic on Arlington Road,
Hunter Valley Road, Hunter Lane, North Packing House Road, SR 46, and SR 37 and scattered
lights from development along Arlington Road and North Packing House Road. Itisnot likely
that the undertaking would result in any significant change in ambient light at the property.

Auditory Effect:

TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate predicted highway traffic noise. A noise
analysis was not conducted for this property because noise, or lack thereof, is not an aspect of its
setting that qualifiesit for the NR. Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking would have no
adverse auditory effect on the Hunter Valley Historic Landscape District.

Other Effects:

The undertaking will occur along the existing SR 37, a multi-lane divided highway. All
alternatives would maintain the present overpass at Arlington Road; though Alternatives 4 and 5
would raise the height of Arlington Road about 1 foot to achieve standard vertical clearance over
1-69, while Alternatives 6 and 7 (in order to minimize cost and construction work) would seek a
design exception and lower the mainline pavement to provide the minimal clearance of 16 feet 0
inches and utilize the existing Arlington Road overpass structure. Accessto 1-69 would be
provided viathe existing SR 46 interchange.
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Reed Historic Landscape District—Quarry.

Reed Historic Landscape District—Operating
Quarries.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

Reed Historic Landscape District
Bloomington Township, Monroe County
NR Criterion: A

Period of Significance: 1923-1967

Description/Context:

The Reed Historic Landscape District refers
to ageographic areathat is east of SR 37
and north of SR 46. The historic landscape
district is situated within the Reed limestone
area, which isin turn located in the Indiana
Limestone Belt of south-central Indiana.
Resources that contribute to the Reed
Historic Landscape District include an office
building, machine shop, two sheds, three
small buildings, and four derricks.
Additional historic resourcesin the district
include five quarries, railroad spurs,
miscellaneous machinery, and a waste stone
pile and stacking area. Modern features
(Non-contributing) include two quarries, a
mill, aradio antenna, and a waste stone pile.
Equipment, including tractors and a
channeling machine, contributes to the

landscape.

The Reed Historic Landscape District was
recommended eligible for the NR under
Criterion A for its association with events
that have made significant contributions to
the broad patterns of history. The Reed
district issignificant for its association with
the theme of industry, as the evolution of the
landscape reflects a period of “boom,
merger, and overcapacity” in the limestone
industry, as well as with post-World War 11
changes in methods of transport.*®
Moreover, the property is symbolic of an
industry that produced a natural resource
that contributed to the development of the
local community and society in general.

18 Batchelor, Economic History, 33, 36, 183.
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Specifically, Bloomington was, and is, atop
producer of limestone in the nation, and
limestone has shaped the national
architectural heritage as one of the premier
types of domestic building stone,
particularly in the circa 1890 to 1940 period.
The Reed Historic Landscape District
developed during a period of expansionin
the state’ s limestone industry. The
boundary, containing 30.4 acres, includes all
character-defining resources that convey the
significance and unique feeling of this

landscape.

View southwest toward SR 37 from western
boundary of Reed Historic Landscape District.

The district retains integrity of setting,
location, design, materia s, workmanship,
feeling, and association.

Effects Discussion:

The effects of the undertaking would not
directly alter any characteristics of the Reed
Historic Landscape District that are cause
View west toward SR 37 from western boundary for its ir_10I usioninthe NR. Indirect visual
of Reed Historic Landscape District. and auditory effects upon the property’s
setting, feeling, and association are
anticipated but would not be adverse.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
the Reed Historic Landscape District. As
shown in Figures 57-60 the proposed
mainline of 1-69 would be located about 660
feet from the district’ s eastern boundary and
over 300 feet from improvements at
Arlington Road included in Alternatives 4
and 5. For all alternatives, the mainline of I-

View west toward SR 37 from western boundary L

of Reed Historic Landscape District near office 69 would f_0| |_0W the_rOUt(_a of.eXIIStI ng SR 37.

building. No land within the historic district’s
boundaries
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Figure 57. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to the Reed Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 58. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to the Reed Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 59. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to the Reed Historic Landscape District.
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Figure 60. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to the Reed Historic Landscape District.
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View northwest toward SR 37 from western
boundary of Reed Historic Landscape District near
main entrance.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

would be taken, nor would project-related
activities occur within the property’s
boundaries.

Visual Effect:

The undertaking would have no visual effect
on the Reed Historic Landscape District.
Views west and southwest from the property
toward the mainline of 1-69 and the SR 46
interchange would not change, as the
existing mainline alignment and interchange
would be maintained. Moreover, views west
and southwest across North Prow Road and
Arlington Road are limited because of a
glight rise in topography in these directions.
Under Alternatives 4 and 5, the Arlington
Road overpass and nearby sections of
Arlington Road would be raised slightly
(about 1 foot) in order to meet vertical
clearance requirements for interstate
overpasses. The nearest section of impacted
roadway would be Arlington Road, located
about 335 feet from the district. Such a
slight change in street grade would hardly be
noticeable from the district, and this visual
change would not affect any characteristics
of the district that qualify it for the NR. In
order to minimize cost and construction
work, Alternatives 6 and 7 would seek a
design exception to lower the mainline lanes
to achieve 16 feet O inches vertical clearance
over the Arlington Road bridge, allowing
reuse of the structure at its present height.
Cross sections A and B give elevations for
the Arlington Road overpass/mainline and
North Prow Road/Arlington Road/mainline,
respectively.

Sources of ambient light at the property
include headlights from traffic on Arlington
Road, North Prow Road, SR 45/46, and SR
37; scattered lights from devel opment along
Arlington Road and North Prow Road, SR
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‘.JJ INTERSTATE
S

45/46; and a school complex and housing subdivision to the north. It isnot likely that the
undertaking would result in any significant change in ambient light at the property.

Auditory Effect:

TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate predicted highway traffic noise. A noise
analysis was not conducted for this resource because noise, or lack thereof, is not an aspect of the
property’ s setting that qualifiesit for the NR. Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking would
have no adverse auditory effect on the Reed Historic Landscape District.

Other Effects:

The undertaking will occur along the existing SR 37, a multi-lane divided highway. All
alternatives would maintain the present overpass at Arlington Road; though Alternatives 4 and 5
would raise the height of Arlington Road about 1 foot to achieve standard vertical clearance over
[-69, while Alternatives 6 and 7 would seek a design exception (in order to minimize cost and
construction work) to lower the mainline lanes about two inches to utilize the Arlington Road
bridge at its present height and meet a minimum vertical clearance of 16 feet 0 inches over 1-69.
Accessto 1-69 would be provided viathe existing SR 46 interchange.
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Monroe County Bridge No. 913

(NBI No. 5300130; Select Bridge)
Business 37 over Beanblossom Creek,
Bloomington Township, Monroe County
NR Criterion: C

Period of Significance: 1946

Description/Context:

Monroe County Bridge No. 913 isasingle-
span, steel, Warren polygonal chord pony
truss bridge that carries two lanes of
Business 37 over Beanblossom Creek. Built
in 1946, the bridge was repaired in 1986 and
1995. The structureis 127 feet in length and
approximately 32 feet in width, with an
approximately 26 foot wide roadway. The
bridge rests upon concrete abutments and
supports a pre-cast concrete deck. Curved
concrete parapets with recessed panels form
the portals to the span. Modern guardrails
have been added to the bridge.

(NBI No. 5300130) - Norfhern approach and west
elevation of bridge, facing southeast.

(NBlT(lB 55"3 06130) - Brfdgg The bridge has been determined eligible for
polygonal top chord Warren pony truss of the the NR in the Indiana Historic Bridge .
bridge's east elevation, facing southeast. Inventory (NBI No. 5300130; Select Bridge)
under Criterion C. Itssignificanceis
derived partly because of its essentially
intact trusses, its 127-foot length, its use of a
polygonal top chord Warren pony truss, its
location on an important transportation
route, and because there are few extant

examplesin the region.

The recommended period of significance for
Monroe County Bridge No. 913 is 1946,
marking its date of construction.

(NBI No. 5300 O West elevation show g detail

of curved concrete parapet forming the bridge’s

northern portal facing east.
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(NBI No. 5300130) — View north from norh end
of bridge.

(NBI No. 5300130) — View northwest of bridge,
facing SR 37.

(NBI No. 5300130) — View west-northwest of
bridge, facing SR 37.

The property retains integrity of location,

design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association. Its setting was compromised by
the construction of SR 37 in the early 1970s.

Effects Discussion:

The effects of Section 5 of the undertaking
would not directly alter any of the
characteristics of Bridge No. 913 that are
cause for its eligibility for the NR. Indirect
visual and auditory effects upon the
property’ s setting are anticipated but would
not be adverse.

Under Alternatives 4 and 7, Bridge No. 913
would continue to carry two lanes of
Business 37 over Beanblossom Creek, and
an overpass bridge spans the mainline
(Alternative 4) or the existing partial North
Walnut Street interchange layout
(Alternative 7) and would connect to North
Kinser Pike/Bottom Road, which would
serve as the western accessroad. An eastern
access road would diverge from Business 37
either north of Bridge No. 913 (Alternative
4) or south viaa new upstream structure
(Alternative 7) and continue northward
paralleling the mainline across Beanblossom
Valley.

Under Alternatives 5 and 6, Bridge 913
would carry two lanes of the eastern access
road over Beanblossom Creek then under a
new approach to the North Walnut Street
interchange/overpass approach. Business 37
would bypass Bridge No. 913 on new
alignment to the east/upstream with a new
structure over Beanblossom Creek and
continue to either a new interchange
(Alternative 5) or an overpass (Alternative
6) at the location of the current partial
interchange.

110
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Direct Effect:

Themainlineisidentical for all alternativesin the vicinity of Bridge No. 913. Thebridgeis
located within the mainline right-of-way for all alternatives, although no aternative directly
impacts Bridge No. 913 through destruction, damage, ateration, or neglect because all
aternatives make use of the existing bridge, either as part of the local access road network
(Alternatives 4, 5, and 6) or as part of an existing partial interchange (Alternative 7), as shown in
Figures 61-64. The shortest distance between the resource’ s boundary and the mainline’ s edge
of pavement is about 390 feet. Although precise datais not yet available, the travel lanes of the
mainline will be moved slightly outward at this location and will be slightly elevated from the
extant SR 37 travel lanes. The nearest right-of-way limits for all alternatives are O feet and all
alternatives maintain the existing right-of-way of the bridge and its approaches.

Visual Effect: The current visua environment of the bridge includes largely unobstructed views
of SR 37 to the north, northwest, and west-northwest. Grassy fields are visible to the southeast,
and forested land is visible to the east and northeast.

Alternative 4 would incorporate the intersection of an access road approximately 300 feet north
of the bridge’s NR boundary and within its visual limits while Alternative 7’ s access road would
intersect approximately 500 feet to the south.

Alternative 5 would incorporate an exit ramp approximately 300 feet northwest of the bridge's
NR boundary, and Alternatives 5, 6, and 7 would incorporate a new structure spanning
Beanblossom Creek approximately 250 feet east of its boundary with the nearest section of right-
of-way located about 130 feet east of the NR boundary of Bridge No. 913. The proposed
Business 37 bridge would be about 10 feet higher than Bridge No. 913. Bridge No. 913 would
continue to function as part of the local access road network (Alternatives 5 and 6) or as part of
an existing partial interchange (Alternative 7).

The nearest section of right-of-way for Alternatives 5 and 6 near the proposed Business 37
bridge is located about 130 feet east of the NR boundary of Bridge No. 913. The proposed
Business 37 bridge will be about 10 feet higher than Bridge No. 913. The construction of a
modern Business 37 bridge about 130 feet distant from and 10 feet higher than Bridge 913 would
introduce a new feature to the resource’ s viewshed; however, this change will not be adverse
given the new bridge’ s distance from Bridge No. 913 and the fact that both bridges will be of a
similar scale and the roads will be of asimilar capacity (i.e. two-lane roads). The addition of
such a section of Business 37 would not be out of character with the rural setting to the east of
Bridge No. 913.

Any visual changes to the west of Bridge No. 913 would not adversely affect the resource’s
setting, as the resource’ s western viewshed has lost integrity because of the intrusion of existing
SR 37. Cross sections A through C depict the elevations of the mainline, Walnut Street
overpass/mainline, and Business 37 bridge over Beanblossom Creek, respectively. Because the
resource is atransportation facility, any change in ambient light levels would not adversely affect
characteristics that qualify the resource for the NR.
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Figure 61. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 913.
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Figure 62. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 913.
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Figure 63. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 913.
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Figure 64. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to Monroe County Bridge No. 913.
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Auditory Effect:

TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate predicted highway traffic noise effects. A
noise analysis was not conducted for this resource because noise, or lack thereof, is not an aspect
of the property’ s setting that qualifiesit for the NR. Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking
would have no adverse auditory effect on Monroe County Bridge No. 913.

Other Effects:

Since the bridge will not be taken out of service and will continue to be utilized for
transportation purposes, there will be no change in the character of the property’ s use.
Moreover, Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 would decrease stress on the bridge by reducing anticipated
overadl traffic levels; Alternative 7 would result in an increase in anticipated traffic levels, but
thisincrease would be largely due to natural growth and not to the effects of the Section 5
undertaking, since Alternative 7 would re-use the bridge and partial interchange in its present
configuration (Table 3). The bridgeis presently ableto carry full legal loads and has a
superstructure and substructure life expectancy of about 20 years (until major rehabilitation).™
The bridge would be able to accommodate any increased truck traffic that may result from the
nearby access road to Hoosier Energy assuming the structure is properly maintained.

Table 3 Predicted Traffic Levels for Monroe County Bridge No. 913

Alternative Total Trucks
Base Model (2010) 8,779 280
“No Build” (year 2035) 12,460 520
4 (year 2035) 2,480 40
5 (year 2035) 470 7
6 (year 2035). 1,090 4
7 (year 2035) 11,070 70

% Adam Reihl. Bridge inspection report for Monroe County Bridge 913 (NBI No. 5300130) (Indianapolis: INDOT,
April 1, 2010).
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; EF e
(NBI No. 5500125) — Morgan County Bridge
No. 161, bridge deck and parapets, facing
southwest.

(NBI No. 5500125) — Mrgan County Bridge
No. 161, southeast elevation showing skewed
arch, facing west.

(NBI No. 5500125) — Morgan County Bridge
No. 161, detail of interior parapet of northwest
elevation showing paneled parapets, facing
west.

Morgan County Bridge No. 161

(NBI No. 5500125; Select Bridge)

Old SR 37 over Little Indian Creek,
Washington Township, Morgan County
NR Criteria: Aand C

Period of Significance: 1922-1938

Description/Context:

Morgan County Bridge No. 161, constructed
in 1922 by E.C. Wright, is a skewed, single-
span, closed spandrel, concrete arch bridge
that carries two lanes of Old SR 37 over the
Little Indian Creek. The structureis 66 feet
in length and approximately 19.3 feet in
width with an approximately 17-foot wide
roadway. The bridge rests on concrete
footers and supports a concrete deck with
bituminous overlay. The bridge features
concrete parapet walls with bush hammered
rectangular recessed panels. The most
notable feature of the bridge isits skewed
arch.

Morgan County Bridge No. 161 was
determined eligible for the NR in the
Indiana Historic Bridge Inventory (NBI No.
5500125; Select Bridge) under Criteria A
and C. Thebridgeislocated on an
important transportation route, and is among
the oldest unaltered Indiana State Highway
Commission-designed arches.* Old SR 37
was created in the early 1920s, upgrading
and linking various local roadsto form a

2 James L. Cooper, Artistry and Ingenuity in Artificial
Sone: Indiana’s Concrete Bridges, 1900-1942
(Greencastle, Indiana: J.L. Cooper, 1997), 242.
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(NBI No. 5500125) — View northeast from
northern end of bridge.

(BI No. 5500125) — View north from western
side of bridge.

(NBI No. 5500125) — View north-northwest
from western side of bridge.

B

regiona and interstate highway that was part
of what became known as the Dixie
Highway. The Indiana State Highway
Commission, which designed the bridge,
was formed during 1917 in response to the
Good Roads movement and the need for
improved transportation facilities in Indiana
The recommended period of significance for
Morgan County Bridge No. 161 begins with
its date of construction in 1922 and extends
to 1938, the year when SR 37 was rerouted.

The property retains integrity of location,
design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association. Its setting has been slightly
altered by the construction of SR 37 circa
1970, which is distantly visible northwest of
the bridge.

Effects Discussion:

Section 5 of the undertaking would not
directly alter any characteristics of Bridge
No. 161 that are cause for its éigibility for
the NR. Indirect visual and auditory effects
upon the property’ s setting, feeling, and
association are anticipated but will not be
adverse.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
Morgan County Bridge No. 161. The
mainline right-of-way for all alternativesis
identical in the vicinity of Bridge No. 161.
The shortest distance between al of the
alternative rights-of-way and the proposed
NR boundary is495.3 feet, as shown in
Figures 65-72.
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Figure 65. Plan view— Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to Morgan County Bridge No. 161.

April 2012 119



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

850 Local Access Road CL 1-89 - 553.1 .| 850
"""""""""""" e T N i | Ny e L T o T 0 ] ! 7 s
: : ' ! : | 495.3 A
1l ok [l ] -
om:—"';";';\;';':':_ "'_'_'___'__'_"I """""""" :' """"""" i ; '_..—---h-'_'I """ e I' N .;}:_}' ;_____;"i":_'_"_ ___;I'_";__:':_ il ey o [ :-_h_‘ v “n
————— E_ — _-—A'_ - i ! I : : —— —_— -:— -.:‘_'_ il
" I, ety MR N, 1 S S 5 E I S . -1 . \ ............................... S| |ss0
s a ! a e e D B | \“Existing |Ground | e §
H g oo igecnamanis o e lusasinezs N TRt e snsdosss - (s o T T (s b (e gy T
§ i: o o3 g: g: 5: 5: : 1 §: 5: @ E: g ﬁ
A 50 = -3 3 ; :' : L &R s i A . S|blase e
2400 3+00 4+00 5+00 6+00 T+00 8+00 2400 10+00 11+00 12+00 13+00

CROSS SECTION A-A’

o KNPSRS Lo Y 27 e Y IY XY SRNE S Lo X3 ST I ECM O W W el A S oY WL, SIPI . il T SRR | e T TS ST ET SR IEE K s
5 5 Local Access Road )
1.1 e— . TE— —— e T — fosceag o saazas o T e e o e SR SR
e R K R W R S I S, G A . YRS LI D R S S T T T T s s 2
} ; ] : ! - y - S
s50| ... T b sbagels e e A AW e VRV XL ........ . ST gu .................................... Btls o an. i s
: ; : : : | \—Existing| Ground )
. Gl e | Rt e - | SR b { . Tt W i e M s e o Wt -/ e e ot e ¥
s & g s g g s & 5 > 4 g g
B 450|ia A 0 n X 0 w W) i n 0 n |
0+00 1+00 2+00 3+00 a+00 5+00 6+00 9+00 10400  11+00  12+00  13+00 14400 15400 16+00 17400  18+00
CROSS SECTION B-B’
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ b R s T R STRRY Vol DR COR P .
CcL 169 i s : i : ] ! o
R i w3 """E """""" i """"""""""""" Egj """""""" g _;_A:___';_;______l___;__;';_a_—'_-;_;_-'-;-_l__ """"""""""""""""""" E"""'"""E"'""""""""""";"""""""""""""'ﬁ" "'E
e T e i S A S ' - T S e s T e S e e S e e o i Y e s
PR TN s S S IS s e
E | | al | | | |\ Existing | Ground | §
--------- | | e | i 2 508
g | B g 3 3 g g B g g 5 g g g g8 £
0 8 in ! B in | 1n 0! in in | 0 | i in n 1 i 450 B"
16+00  19+00  20+00 21400 22400  23+00  24+00  25+00  26+00  27+00  28+00  29+00  30+00 31+00  32+00  33+00  34+00  35+00  36+00
CROSS SECTION B-B" (Cont.) SCALE
HORIZONTAL VERTICAL
L] 50  100PFsat O s 100 Faet

LEGEND I-69 EVANSVILLE-TO-INDIANAPOLIS STUDY

RIS SECTION 5 (FROM SR37 TO SRa389)
- EXISTING GROUND

CROSS SECTION ALTERNATIVE 4

== UNE OF SIGHT
ALIGNMENT AND RESOURCE LOGATION PLANS

Figure 66. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 4 of the Undertaking to Morgan County Bridge No. 161.
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Figure 67. Plan view— Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to Morgan County Bridge No. 161.
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Figure 68. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 5 of the Undertaking to Morgan County Bridge No. 161.
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Figure 70. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 6 of the Undertaking to Morgan County Bridge No. 161.
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Figure 72. Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to Morgan County Bridge No. 161.
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(BI No. 5500125) — View northwest from
western side.

Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

Visual Effect:

The undertaking would have no visual effect
on Morgan County Bridge No. 161. The
current visual environment of the bridge
consists of the parallel wooded
embankments of Little Indian Creek and
scattered modern residential development on
its northwestern, northeastern, and
southeastern quadrants, and a cultivated
farm field on its southwestern quadrant.
Present SR 37 is minimally visible from the
bridge. Under all alternatives, the mainline
will continue to be minimally visible.

Under al of the alternatives (4, 5, 6, and 7)
an eastern access road would join the
alignment of current Old SR 37 over 700
feet south of Morgan County Bridge No.
161 and eliminate the current at-grade
intersection with SR 37. A new segment of
access road over 300 feet northeast of the
bridge would carry Old SR 37 to either an
overpass (Alternative 4) or an interchange
with various design layouts (Alternatives 5,
6, and 7) at arealigned Liberty Church
Road. Improvements made under
Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7 would be
minimally visible given their distance from
the bridge and because of modern intrusions
within resource’ s visual boundary.

Because the resource is a transportation
facility, any changein ambient light levels
would not adversely affect characteristics
that qualify the resource for the NR.

April 2012
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Auditory Effect:

TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate predicted highway traffic noise. A noise
analysis was not conducted for this resource because noise, or lack thereof, is not a characteristic
the property’ s setting that qualifiesit for the NR. Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking would
have no adverse auditory effect on Morgan County Bridge No. 161.

Other Effects:

Because continued use of the bridge will not be discouraged or impeded, there are no reasonably
foreseeabl e effects of the undertaking that may occur later in time, be further removed in
distance, or be cumulative. While secondary development could occur under Alternatives 5, 6,
and 7 with the proposed interchange at Liberty Church Road, it would not affect the historic
bridge or the characteristics that qualify it for the NR. The bridge currently carries full legal
loads and would be adequate to carry increased traffic associated with the local road network to
Morgan-Monroe State Forest, assuming required maintenance is performed (Table 4). Aslong
asthe structure is not subject to excessive loads, the life expectancy of a concrete arch bridgeis
more dependent upon the level of maintenance it receives (i.e. sound condition of concrete) than
upon the level of traffic it carries.

Table 4 Predicted Traffic Levels for Morgan County Bridge No. 161

Alternative Total Trucks
Base Model (2010) 64 3
“No Build” (year 2035) 70 3
4 (year 2035) 70 3
5 (year 2035) 450 10
6 (year 2035). 510 10
7 (year 2035) 550 10
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(NBI No. 5500142) — Morgan County Bridge
No. 224, bridge deck and interior of truss
members, facing southwest.

(NBI No. 5500142) — Morgan County Bridge
No. 224, west elevation showing detail of truss
members, facing south.

Morgan County Bridge No. 224

(NBI No. 5500142; Select Bridge)

Old SR 37 over Indian Creek,
Washington Township, Morgan County
NR Criterion: C

Period of Significance: 1926

Description/Significance:

Morgan County Bridge No. 224 is a skewed
three-span Warren pony truss bridge that
carries two lanes of Old SR 37 over Indian
Creek. Completed in 1926, the bridge
measures approximately 236 feet in length
and approximately 20 feet wide. The bridge
rests upon poured concrete wing wall
abutments and two intermediate poured
concrete piers. Each of theriveted spansis
comprised of seven panels. The al-interior
verticals are fabricated from pairs of angles
riveted together with stay plates and
reinforced with external sway bracing. The
diagonals, which grow increasingly lighter
toward mid-span, are comprised of apair of
angles, which are also riveted together with
stay plates. The deck-level I-beams are
riveted to gussets, while the verticals above
the lower chord carry the structure’s
concrete deck.*

The bridge was determined eligible for the
NR in the Indiana Historic Bridge Inventory
(NBI No. 5500142; Select Bridge) under
Criterion C. Itssignificanceisderivedin
part because its Warren pony truss members
remain essentially intact, for its unusual
length (236 feet), for its construction on a
skew (twenty-nine degrees), for itslocation
on an important transportation route (Old
SR 37), for being the work of an Indiana
fabricator (Vincennes Bridge Company),
and because extant plans or detailed

2 Additional information provided by I-69, Evansville to
Indianapoalis, Tier 2 Studies, Section 6, consultant.
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%

-
3

!

(NBI No. 5500142) — View west-northwest from
north end of bridge.

(NBI No. 5500142) — View north-northwest
from north end of bridge.

specifications for the structure exist. The
recommended period of significance for
Morgan County Bridge No. 224 is 1926,
marking its date of construction.

The property retains integrity of location,
design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association. The property’ s setting has been
somewhat compromised by the circa 1970
construction of SR 37, which is partly
visible to the north of the bridge.

Effects Discussion:

The effects of the Section 5 undertaking
would not directly alter directly any
characteristics of Morgan County Bridge
No. 224 that are cause for its digibility for
the NR. Indirect visua and auditory effects
upon the property’ s setting are anticipated
but would not be adverse.

Direct Effect:

The undertaking would not directly affect
Morgan County Bridge No. 224. The
mainline rights-of-way for Alternatives 4, 5,
6, and 7 areidentical in the vicinity of the
bridge. The shortest distance between the
Section 5 dternatives’ rights-of-way and the
NR boundary is 843.9 feet, as shown in
Figures 73-76.

Visual Effect:

Section 5 of the undertaking would have
have no adverse visua effect on Morgan
County Bridge No. 224. The current visual
environment of the bridge consists of the
paralel wooded embankments of Indian
Creek, scattered residential development on
its southwest and southeast quadrants, and
open farm fields on its northwest and
northeast quadrants. The perimeter of the
farm fields is largely screened by treelines,
and a dense woodlot bisected by Indian
Creek lies west and southwest of the bridge.
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Figure 76. Plan View and Cross Sections — Proximity of Alternative 7 of the Undertaking to Morgan County Bridge No. 224.

134

April 2012



1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES
Identification of Effects Report, Section 5

B

Under all Section 5 alternatives, the mainline will be minimally visible from the bridge, asit is
located 850 feet away (see photographs on page 138). Additionally, under these alternatives,
Morgan County Bridge No. 224 and associated approach segments of present Old SR 37 will be
incorporated into the eastern access road.

Auditory Effect:

TNM 2.5 noise modeling was not used to evaluate predicted highway traffic noise effects. A
noise analysis was not conducted for this resource because noise, or lack thereof, is not an aspect
of the property’ s setting that qualifiesit for the NR. Therefore, Section 5 of the undertaking will
have no adverse auditory effect on the Morgan County Bridge No. 224.

Other Effects:

Morgan County Bridge No. 224 islocated north of the termini for Section 5. Because continued
use of the bridge will not be discouraged or impeded, there are no reasonably foreseeabl e effects
of the undertaking that may occur later in time, be farther removed in distance, or be cumulative.
Asthere are currently no residential, commercial, or industrial uses north of the bridge, traffic
volumes on the bridge, including that of heavy truck traffic, should be reduced, therefore
prolonging the life of the bridge. Morgan County Bridge No. 224 was most recently inspected in
2010. The bridge was posted with a 3-ton load limit because of the serious condition of its
superstructure (mainly due to deterioration of stringers) and poor condition of its substructure.?
The bridge isin immediate need of rehabilitation, but the bridge can be made adequate to serve
present and future traffic needs assuming repairs are made in atimely fashion. Predicted
changesin traffic levels for Bridge No. 224 are presented in Table 5.

Table 5 Predicted* Traffic Levels for Morgan County Bridge No. 224

Alternative Total Trucks
Base Model (2010) 1,024 211
“No Build” (year 2035) 1,040 220
4 (year 2035) 0 0
5 (year 2035) 0 0
6 (year 2035). 0 0
7 (year 2035) 0 0

* Predicted Traffic Levels assume that the Section 6 undertaking will include a cul-de-sac at
the north side of Morgan County Bridge No. 224. Section 5 will continueto allow traffic
on that portion of Old S.R. 37 however it isnot anticipated to have asignificant increase.
The Section 5 undertaking does not constitute an adverse effect. If acul-de-sacis
considered, it will be evaluated as part of the Section 6 undertaking.

2 Matt Lee. Bridge inspection report for Morgan County Bridge 224 (NBI No. 5500142) (Indianapolis: INDOT,
October 15, 2010).
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Conclusion

In accordance with Section 106 of the NHPA of 1966, as amended, (16 U.S.C. 470f), the project
historians examined Alternatives 4, 5, 6, and 7 for the Section 5 Tier 2 Study of the 1-69
Evansville to Indianapolis Project for their potential to adversely affect historic properties in the
APE.

The recommended finding of effects for the Section 5 Tier 2 Study of the I-69 Evansville to
Indianapolis Project is:

Historic Properties Affected:
e Alternative4 — Adverse Effect
e Alternative5 — Adverse Effect
e Alternative6 — No Adverse Effect
e Alternative 7 —No Adverse Effect

The adverse effect recommendation is due to direct and visual impacts at North Clear Creek
Historic Landscape District. An adverse effect on a single historic resource constitutes an
adverse effect finding for the project asawhole. See Tables 6 through 8.

Eligibility Tables

Table 6 Number of Historic Properties in Construction Limits

Alternative 4 Alternative5  Alternative6  Alternative 7

NHL 0 0 0 0
Listed in NR (Individually) 0 0 0 0
NR-eligible (Individually) 1* 1* 1* 0
Listed Districts 0 0 0 0
Eligible Districts 1 1 1 0
State Register 0 0 0 0

* While Bridge 913 is within the Construction Limits, the Bridge isto remain in use as part of
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6.

Table 7 Number of Historic Properties within 1,000 feet of Construction Limits

Alternative 4 Alternative5  Alternative6  Alternative 7

NHL 0 0 0 0
Listed in NR (Individually) 0 0 0 0
NR-eligible (Individually) 4 4 4 4
Listed Districts 1 1 1 1
Eligible Districts 3 3 3 3
State Register 0 0 0 0
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Table 8 Number of Historic Properties within the APE

A.P.E.
NHL 0
Listed in NR (Individually) 1
NR-eligible (Individually) 6
Listed Districts 1
Eligible Districts 3
State Register 1
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Phase la Archaeological Survey of the Indiana I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis
Study, Section 5 (from SR 37 to SR 39), Monroe and Morgan Counties,
Indiana. Final Report — April 2012

(This report presents the results of the 2006-2007 Phase la archaeological survey of portions of
Alternatives 4 and 5, Section 5)

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

This report presents the results of Phase la archaeological investigations conducted within the 1-69
Section 5 project area between That Road and the SR 39 interchange, in Monroe and Morgan Counties,
Indiana (project area), by Michael Baker Jr., Inc. (Baker) for the Indiana Department of Transportation
(INDOT), as part of DES No. 0300381. In this portion of the 1-69 project through Indiana, the corridor
essentially extends along SR 37, with various adjustments to that alignment. The project area
encompasses new alignment for SR 37 (1-69), interchanges, and frontage roads for the new interstate.
The project area measures about 33.90 km (21.06 mi) in length and varies in width according to the
location of interchanges and frontage roads.

At the time of the Phase la archaeological survey, the 1-69 Section 5 planning corridor was focused on
Alternatives 4 and 5, which included much overlapping area. At that time, the overlapping portions of
Alternatives 4 and 5, excluding the existing SR 37 ROW, encompassed about 274.8 ha (679.0 ac). The
independent portion of Alternative 4 contained an additional 62.7 ha (154.9 ac), while Alternative 5
contained an independent 41.3 ha (102.0 ac). Combined, the entire ROW encompassed by both
Alternatives 4 and 5, excluding the existing SR 37 ROW, contained about 378.7 ha (935.9 ac). An
additional 17.8 ha (44.1 ac) in an undeveloped central portion of the existing SR 37 ROW, near the
northern end of Monroe County, also would need to be surveyed if that area was modified by the
proposed development of 1-69 Section 5. During the current survey, about 114.0 ha (281.7 ac) were
encompassed by the 44 test areas documented in this volume, comprising about 30.1 percent of the
combined Alternatives 4 and 5 areas. An additional 53.0 ha (131.0 ac) were examined through pedestrian
survey, but did not warrant additional survey because of factors such as slope and modern development.
Combined, 167.0 ha (412.7 ac) were surveyed along Alternatives 4 and 5 through pedestrian
reconnaissance and test area survey, encompassing 44.1 percent of Alternatives 4 and 5 in 1-69 Section 5.
During the survey, there was an emphasis on those areas contained within both alternatives. Because of
scheduling and location modifications to the 1-69 Section 5 project, only a portion of the corridor has been
archaeologically surveyed. Portions of the 1-69 Section 5 corridor that have not been surveyed for
archaeological resources will be examined in the future, forming a supplemental archaeological report.
Much of the unsurveyed project area corridor that lies outside of the 44 test areas and the pedestrian
reconnaissance areas will not warrant substantive fieldwork, because the areas are extensively disturbed
by modern development, or lie on excessive slope.

The field survey was conducted by Baker from October to December 2006, with some surface collection
work conducted in May 2007. A total of 44 test areas were surveyed through pedestrian reconnaissance,
surface collection, and subsurface shovel testing. The remainder of the surveyed portion of the corrodor



was either determined to be disturbed, too sloped, or otherwise unsuitable to warrant more than pedestrian
reconnaissance. Forty-one prehistoric and historic archaeological sites were identified and assessed.

Of the 41 sites, 29 were characterized as unknown prehistoric, 6 as mixed unknown prehistoric and
historic, and 3 as prehistoric sites (one with a historic component) possibly ascribable to specific Native
American cultural/temporal periods based on the recovery of diagnostic projectile points/knives (PPKSs)
and a piece of prehistoric pottery. Three historic sites with no prehistoric components also were found.
During survey, 226 prehistoric and 225 historic artifacts were recovered, along with one piece of bone.
One cultural feature and one possible cultural feature were observed and documented.

The majority of prehistoric sites identified during this survey may be characterized as sparse, non-
diagnostic lithic scatters, generally recovered from disturbed or mixed plow zone or surface contexts.
Only one of the 41 identified sites appears to possess potential to provide significant information beyond
that which was recovered during the Phase la survey. Three others (12Mo01401, 12Mo1415, and
12M01430) warrant additional background research. The other 37 sites are recommended as not eligible
for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (cf. 36 CFR 60.4[d]), and no additional
archaeological investigations are recommended for these sites. The one site that is recommended as
potentially significant is the Sample Road South site (12Mo01413), a predominantly early historic site
associated with the Wayport community. Phase Il testing at that site is recommended if the 1-69 Section 5
project continues to cross the site area. An associated pair of railroad spurs (12Mo01416) is not significant
as an archaeological site, but would contribute to the Northern Clear Creek District, a limestone quarrying
and milling area that is being considered for NRHP eligibility.

Finally, a number of the test areas located in the northern portion of the project area are located in broad,
nearly level agricultural lands. Based on the soils in these test areas, it is not likely for these test areas to
contain buried cultural resources. However, limited Phase Ic subsurface reconnaissance is recommended
to further assess the nature of buried deposits and the probability of these areas to contain buried cultural
resources. This limited work should be conducted generally near the streams that flow close to or through
the Smith Property, Shot Makers Property, Liberty Church Road West, Wells Field, Maxwell Barn
Triangle, and Hacker Creek Test Areas, as well as other drainage areas in the project area that have the
potential to contain buried archaeological sites.
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MEMORANDUM
June 27, 2012

Re: Research into possible expansion of Reed Historic Landscape District

The Indiana Department of Transportation Cultural Resources Office (CRO) has charged
Weintraut & Associates (W&A), as members of the Project Management Consultant
(PMC) for I-69 Section 5, with evaluating a potential expansion of the Reed Historic
Landscape District to include the residential property at 3275 North Prow Road. This
research was initiated in response to comments from consulting parties that the house at
3275 North Prow Road should be included in the Reed Historic Landscape District.

The Reed Historic Landscape District was determined eligible for the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) as part of
the Tier 2, Section 5 studies for I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis (April 23, 2012). Section
5 historians initially evaluated the house at 3275 North Prow Road as Non-Contributing
but in May 2012 changed this evaluation to Contributing to the historic fabric of the area
(but not a resource that is individually eligible for listing in the NRHP). Since there are
intervening properties between Reed Historic Landscape District to the south and 3275
North Prow Road to the north (including the properties at 3225, 3215, 3095, 3075, and
3065 North Prow Road), W&A looked at connectivity between all of these sites in order
to view the inclusion of 3275 North Prow Road as part of the Reed Historic Landscape
District in the best possible light.

Methods

Historians took a phased approach to researching a connection between the houses along
Prow Road and the Reed Historic Landscape District. Research efforts began at the
cursory level, with additional research to take place if warranted.

The first phase of research involved consulting the following sources for background
information or guidance: 1.) Monroe County GIS, which provided parcel information,
current ownership data, and in some cases information about previous property owners;
2.) Historic Plat and Topographic mapping to determine property owners or the presence
of buildings; 3.) Census records, city directories, and obituaries for information on
property owner occupations. (See Appendices for a summary of research findings.)

CRO and W&A agreed to review the findings at the end of this first phase to see if a
second phase of research was warranted. This second phase of research would be initiated
only if the first phase of research showed possible or probable connections between the
properties in question and the landscape district.

Findings and Recommendations:

To evaluate the properties along Prow Road, W&A examined the historic context for the
dimension limestone industry that they had prepared for the report entitled Consideration
of and Findings regarding Dimension Limestone Resources within the I-69 Section 5
Area of Potential Effects (January 24, 2012). Using this context, historians attempted to



verify associations based on theme, place, and time, per guidance in the NRHP Bulletin
15 (“How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation”™).

e Theme: Reed Historic Landscape District has been determined eligible under
Criterion A, associated with the theme of Industry, and under Criterion D, for its
data potential.

o The house at 3275 North Prow Road pre-dates operations at Reed district
by roughly twenty-five to thirty years. No tangible connection between the
owner of the 3275 Prow Road and the Reed quarrying operation could be
found in the historic period, nor could it be established the house served as
an office or administration building during the period of significance (as
was the case in another nearby historic landscape district).

o Historians acknowledge that the Hedrick family currently resides in the
house and has since 1957, according to information provided by
consulting parties. Debby (Hedrick) Reed is the current owner/operator of
Reed Quarries with her husband, Steve Reed, and reportedly grew up in
this home. There appears to be a modern familial tie between these
properties, but historically the historians were unable to connect the Reed
Quarry and Hedrick family’s residence at 3275 North Prow Road with the
landscape district’s significance under Criteria A or D.

o Several property owners for 3225, 3215, 3095, 3075, and 3065 North
Prow Road worked in the stone industry; however, historians were unable
to connect any of these property owners with operations at the Reed
District during the period of significance; data revealed that they worked
at other stone operations.

o Research did not reveal that these properties were associated with housing
constructed for workers at Reed Quarry.

® Place: The properties along Prow Road share a modern geographic connection;
they are located along the same road in a discreet location, the west side of North
Prow Road. The Reed Historic Landscape District is located south and east of
these properties also on Prow Road.

o Modern intrusions to the south, north, and east alter the historic
geographic setting of this area.

o Although these homes are constructed in the same area, many lack an
association by time (see below).

e Time: Construction dates for these resources vary. The Reed Historic Landscape
District carries a period of significance dating from 1923 to 1967.

o Consulting Parties and Section 5 historians have dated the house at 3275
North Prow Road as constructed in 1899, outside the period of
significance for the landscape district.

o Many of the homes south of 3275 Prow Road were constructed in the
period of significance, but these homes lack an association based on theme
(see above).

In summary, historians did not uncover any clear associations with the houses on Prow
Road, particularly the house at 3275 North Prow Road referenced by consulting parties,



and the Reed Historic Landscape District. Historians recommend no further research and
no change to boundaries of the Reed Historic Landscape District.
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Historic Map Research Summary
Historians reviewed historic mapping geo-rectified over modern (2005) aerial mapping.

1908 USGS Map: The house at 3275 Prow Road is one of the earliest structures to appear
on mapping. A house is shown at the location of the present 3275 Prow Road House on
the 1908 USGS topographic quadrangle map for Monroe County, Indiana. The Hunter
Valley district appears southwest of the house. No quarry activities are displayed at the
site of modern Reed Quarries, Inc. Likewise, no additional homes are present between
3275 Prow Road and the site of Reed Quarries.

1920 Plat Map: The house at 3275 Prow Road was located on land owned by F.M.
Roger. Rogers also owned land that would eventually become the site of the Reed
Quarries, Inc., and 3065, 3075, 3095, 3215, and 3225 Prow Road.

1932 Plat Map: The boundaries for the 1932 plat map appear to be slightly less accurate
than other plat maps. (For example, when geo-rectified, the locations of 3065-3225 Prow
Road appear to be located on the actual roadway.) By this time, the land encompassing
3275 Prow Road is owned by Bob Patton. Land on which 3065-3225 is most likely
owned by B.G. Hoadley and Bloomington Limestone Company, according to the plat

mapping.

1956 USGS Topographic Map: All properties of interest along Prow Road, as well as the
site of the Reed Quarry, are visible on the 1956 USGS Topographic Map.

1957 Plat Map: The boundaries for the 1957 plat map also appear to be slightly less
accurate than other plat maps. (For example, when geo-rectified, the locations of 3065-
3225 Prow Road appear to be located on the actual roadway.) By 1957, the same area
along the road appears to have been divided into thirteen lots, with ten of them very close
together along the road on what looks to have been the Patton land. In addition, Paul and
Olive Patton own the land west of the smaller lots.

1966 USGS Topographic Map: All properties of interest along Prow Road, as well as the
site of the Reed Quarry, are visible on the 1956 USGS Topographic Map.
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Monroe County GIS Research

Historians used Monroe County’s GIS data to approximate construction dates and to
research possible historic property owners

Note: Construction dates were found to not always be reliable but, if other data (such as
historic mapping), supported the construction dates on the GIS, that date is included in
this research. Additionally, historic property owner information was not always available.
Oldest listed property owners were sometimes dated to 1900, but this date does not
always appear to be accurate.

3275 Prow Road
¢ Construction year: 1899
e Oldest listed: Phillip and Juanita Hedrick
o The year provided for the property owners does not appear to be accurate.
Juanita Hedrick and the late Phillip Hedrick are the most recent property
owners.

3225 Prow Road
e (Construction year: 1930
e QOldest listed owner: Paul and Olive J. Patton

3215 Prow Road
e (Construction year: 1950
e Qldest listed owner: Mervin D. Pritchard

3095 Prow Road
¢ Construction year: 1930
e Oldest listed owner: Otis C. Moore (Jr.?) and Vagna

3075 Prow Road
¢ Construction year: 1925
e Oldest listed owner: Samuel Wylie Patton
e Other potential owners in the historic period: Otis C. Moore (Sr.?)

3065 Prow Road
e Construction Year: 1925
e QOldest listed owner: John W. and May Patton
e Other potential owners in the historic period: Otis C. Moore (Jr.?) and Vagna



Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-010.000-004

Monroe County, IN

Property Assessment Detail Report
Parcel Number : 53-05-20-300-010.000-004

Parcel Number:

Alt Parcel
Number:

Property Address:
Neighborhood:
Property Class:

Legal Description:
Owner Name:

Owner Address:

Parcel Information Taxing District
53-05-20-300-010.000-004 Township: BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP
0121103000 Corporation: MONROE COUNTY COMMUNITY

3275 N Prow RD Bloomington, IN 47404-1609 Land Description

Prow Road - BT - A Land Type Acreage Dimensions
1 Family Dwell - Unplatted (0 to 9.99 Acres) orr 1.0000
012-11030-00 PT NW SW 20-9-1W 5.23 A Ol 4.2300
PLAT 40

Hedrick, Phillip E & Juanita Living Trust

3275 N Prow Rd
Bloomington, IN 47401

Transfer Of Ownership

Date Name Deed Book Deed Page
10-06-2009 HEDRICK, PHILLIP E & JUANITA
02-27-2009 HEDRICK, JUANITA J
01-10-1996 HEDRICK, PHILLIP E & JUANITA
01-01-1900 HEDRICKL, PHILLIP & JUANITA
01-01-1900 UNKNOWN
Valuation Record
Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-2011 Annual Adjustment 51200 104100 155300
01-01-2010 Annual Adjustment 51200 104100 155300
01-01-2009 MISCELLANEOUS 51200 103900 155100
01-01-2008 MISCELLANEOUS 51200 103900 155100
01-01-2007 MISCELLANEOUS 49000 106000 155000
01-01-2006 MISCELLANEOUS 24500 101200 125700
01-01-2005 MISCELLANEOUS 19300 71200 90500
01-01-2002 GENERAL REVALUATION 19300 71300 90600
01-01-1995 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0
01-01-1994 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0
Public Utilities Exterior Features Special Features
Water: N Exterior Feature Size/Area Description Size/Area
Sewer: N Porch, Open Masonry
Gas: N Porch, Open Masonry
Electricity: N Patio, Concrete
All: Y Porch, Enclosed Masonry
Summary Of Improvements
Buildings Grade Condition Construction Year Effective Year Area
Utility Shed C A 2012 2012
Detached Garage R 01 D A 1981 1981
Barn, Pole (T3) R 01 C A 1965 1965
Single-Family R 01 C-1 A 1899 1899

Residential Dwelling Information

Single-Family R 01

Accommodations Plumbing Other
BedRooms: 3 Full Baths: 1 Heat Type: Central Warm Air
Finished Rooms: 4 F_uII Baths 3
Fixtures:
Kitchen Sinks: 1

http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin 18=53-05-20-300-010.000-004

Page 1 of 2

2/2/2012



Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-010.000-004

Floors
Floor Construction Base Finished
C 775 0
1 Wood Frame 1550 1550
A 690 0
B 775 0

Photos and Sketches

Page 2 of 2

http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin 18=53-05-20-300-010.000-004
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Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-037.000-004

1of4

http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-037.0...

Monroe County, IN

Property Assessment Detail Report
Parcel Number : 53-05-20-300-037.000-004

Parcel Number:

Parcel Information

53-05-20-300-037.000-004

Township:

Taxing District
BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP

ﬁ::r:zretifl 0121935000 Corporation: MONROE COUNTY COMMUNITY
Property _ Land Description
Address: 3225 N Prow RD Bloomington, IN 47404-1609 Land Type Acreage Dimensions
Neighborhood: Prow Road - BT - A orr 1.0000
Property Class: 1 Family Dwell - Unplatted (0 to 9.99 Acres) 91rr 0.9900
Legal 012-19350-00 PT NW SW 20-9-1W 1.99 A
Description: PLAT 16
Owner Name: Thompson, Bradley & Cindy
Owner Address: gfffmhi‘ng{gx :?\ld474o4
Transfer Of Ownership
Date Name Deed Book Deed Page
01-08-2003 THOMPSON, BRADLEY & CINDY
11-17-1989 THOMPSON, BRADLEY
02-14-1984 STANNARD,MARK W & SHARI L
12-23-1980 PRICE,YERLIN A & MARY JANE
01-01-1900 PATTON,PAUL & OLIVE J
01-01-1900 UNKNOWN
Valuation Record

Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-2011 Annual Adjustment 35000 57800 92800
01-01-2010 Annual Adjustment 35000 57800 92800
01-01-2009 MISCELLANEOUS 35000 57800 92800
01-01-2008 MISCELLANEOUS 35000 57800 92800
01-01-2007 MISCELLANEOUS 34500 59000 93500
01-01-2006 MISCELLANEOUS 17200 56300 73500
01-01-2005 MISCELLANEOUS 15000 39500 54500
01-01-2003 Homestead Change 15000 39500 54500
01-01-2002 GENERAL REVALUATION 15000 39500 54500
01-01-1995 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0
01-01-1994 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0

Public Utilities Exterior Features Special Features
Water: N Exterior Feature Size/Area Description Size/Area
Sewer: N Porch, Enclosed Frame

5/14/2012 2:46 PM



Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-037.000-004

http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-037.0...

Exterior Features

Public Utilities
Gas: N Exterior Feature Size/Area
Electricity: N Porch, Open Masonry
All: Y Wood Deck
Summary Of Improvements
Buildings Grade Condition Construction Year Effective Year Area
Single-Family R 01 D+2 A 1930 1930
Detached Garage R 01 D A 1930 1930
Residential Dwelling Information
Single-Family R 01
Accommodations Plumbing Other
BedRooms: 2 Full Baths: 1 Heat Type: Central Warm Air
Finished Rooms: 3 Full Baths 3 Air Cond. Area: 768
Fixtures:
Kitchen Sinks: 1
Floors
Floor Construction Base Finished
1 Wood Frame 768 768
B 768 0

Photos and Sketches

2 of 4

5/14/2012 2:46 PM



Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-037.000-004 http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-037.0...

3 of 4 5/14/2012 2:46 PM
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Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-022.000-004
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http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-022.0...

Monroe County, IN

Property Assessment Detail Report
Parcel Number : 53-05-20-300-022.000-004

Parcel Number:

Alt Parcel
Number:

Property Address:

Parcel Information
53-05-20-300-022.000-004 Township:

0122009000 Corporation:

Taxing District
BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP
MONROE COUNTY COMMUNITY

3215 N Prow RD Bloomington, IN

Land Description

47404-1609 Land Type Acreage Dimensions
Neighborhood: Prow Road - BT - A orr 0.5850
Property Class: 2 Family Dwell - Unplatted (0 to 9.99 Acres) Irr 0.5850
Legal Description: 012-20090-00 PT NW SW 20-9-1W 1.17A
Owner Name: Pritchard, Mervin D. & Marie
Owner Address: glzcjjm’\ilngtrg:f F\Joig4o4
Transfer Of Ownership
Date Name Deed Book Deed Page
01-01-1900 PRITCHARD, MERVIN D. & MARIE
01-01-1900 PRITCHARD, MERVIN D & MARIE
01-01-1900 PRITCHARD, MERVIN D & MARIE
01-01-1900 UNKNOWN
Valuation Record

Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-2011 Annual Adjustment 49800 108200 158000
01-01-2010 Annual Adjustment 49800 108200 158000
01-01-2009 MISCELLANEOUS 49800 108200 158000
01-01-2008 MISCELLANEOUS 49800 108200 158000
01-01-2007 MISCELLANEOUS 49800 110200 160000
01-01-2006 MISCELLANEOUS 25000 105300 130300
01-01-2005 MISCELLANEOUS 25200 74000 99200
01-01-2005 MISCELLANEOUS 25000 74000 99000
01-01-2002 GENERAL REVALUATION 25100 74000 99100
01-01-1997 SURVEY 0 0 0
01-01-1996 SURVEY 0 0 0
01-01-1995 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0
01-01-1994 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0

Public Utilities Exterior Features Special Features
Water: N Exterior Feature Size/Area Description Size/Area
Sewer: N Canopy, Shed Type

5/14/2012 2:48 PM



Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-022.000-004

http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-022.0...

2 of 5

Public Utilities Exterior Features
Gas: N Exterior Feature Size/Area
Electricity: N Patio, Concrete
All: Y Stoop, Masonry
Summary Of Improvements
Buildings Grade Condition Construction Year Effective Year Area
Single-Family R 01 D+2 A 1960 1960
Utility Shed R 01 C A 1980 1980
Single-Family R 02 E+1 A 1950 1950
Residential Dwelling Information
Single-Family R 01
Accommodations Plumbing Other
BedRooms: 3 Full Baths: 1 Heat Type: Central Warm Air
Finished Rooms: 4 Half Baths: 1 Air Cond. Area: 1371
Full Baths 3 Attached Garages: 252
Fixtures:
Half Baths 3
Fixtures:
Kitchen Sinks: 1
Floors
Floor Construction Base Finished
1 1/6 Masonry 1371 1371
B 1371 0
Single-Family R 02
Accommodations Plumbing Other
BedRooms: 1 Full Baths: 1 Heat Type: No Heat, Gravity
Finished Rooms: 2 Full Baths 3
Fixtures:
Kitchen Sinks: 1
Floors
Floor Construction Base Finished
1 Concrete Block 480 480
S 480 0
Photos and Sketches

5/14/2012 2:48 PM
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Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-006.000-004
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http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-006.0...

Monroe County, IN

Property Assessment Detail Report
Parcel Number : 53-05-20-300-006.000-004

Parcel Number:

Parcel Information

53-05-20-300-006.000-004 Township:

Taxing District
BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP

a{:r:zre(ifl 0121697000 Corporation: MONROE COUNTY COMMUNITY
Property . Land Description
Address: 3095 N Prow RD Bloomington, IN 47404-1605 Land Type Acreage Dimensions
Neighborhood: ~ 33B BLOOMINGTON TWP - BASE - COM 1 1.0500
Property Class: Other Commercial Structures 13 0.3300
Legal 012-16970-00 PT NW SW 20-9-1W 1.38A
Description: PLAT 46
Owner Name: RSSJ Rentals, LLC
Owner Address: 5ol o0 N raor
Transfer Of Ownership
Date Name Deed Book Deed Page
06-05-2001 LEONARD PROPERTY MANAGEMENT
07-25-1996 THOMPSON, MARK & ELIZABETH
06-05-1992 MOORE REALTY PARTNERSHIP
03-04-1992 MOORE FAMILY PARTNERSHIP
01-01-1900 MOORE, OTIS C JR & VANGA
01-01-1900 UNKNOWN
12-21-2011 RSSJ Rentals, LLC
Sales
Sale Date Sale Price Buyer Name Seller Name
06-01-2001 $155,000.00 LEONARD PROPERTY MANAGEMENT Mark Thompson
Sales Disclosures 7289 redact.pdf
Valuation Record
Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-2011 Annual Adjustment 69000 77200 146200
01-01-2010 Annual Adjustment 69000 77100 146100
01-01-2009 MISCELLANEOUS 69000 77000 146000
01-01-2008 MISCELLANEOUS 69000 76900 145900
01-01-2007 MISCELLANEOUS 69000 76600 145600
01-01-2006 MISCELLANEOUS 103500 75100 178600
01-01-2005 MISCELLANEOUS 28600 73400 102000
01-01-2005 GENERAL REVALUATION 28600 77600 106200
01-01-2002 GENERAL REVALUATION 28600 73100 101700
01-01-2000 Homestead Change 0 0 0

5/14/2012 2:48 PM



Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-006.000-004

2 of 5

Valuation Record

http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-006.0...

Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-1997 SURVEY 0 0 0
01-01-1996 SURVEY 0 0 0
01-01-1995 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0
01-01-1994 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0
Public Utilities Exterior Features Special Features
Water: N Exterior Feature Size/Area Description Size/Area
Sewer: N Canopy, Shed Type
Gas: N Patio, Concrete
Electricity: N Porch, Enclosed Masonry
All: Y
Summary Of Improvements
Buildings Grade Condition Construction Year Effective Year Area
Single-Family R 01 D+2 G 1930 1930
Barn, Pole (T3) R 01 C A 1975 1975
C/I Building C 01 D-1 A 1961 1961
Residential Dwelling Information
Single-Family R 01
Accommodations Plumbing Other
BedRooms: 3 Full Baths: 2 Fireplaces: 1
Finished Rooms: 6 Full Baths 6 Heat Type: Central Warm Air
Fixt :
xiures Air Cond. Area: 1428
Kitchen Sinks: 1
fichen Sinks Attached Garages: 294
Floors
Floor Construction Base Finished
1 Wood Frame 1064 1064
2 Wood Frame 364 364
B 1040 0
Commercial and Industrial Buildings
C/I Building C 01
Wall Types
Floor Wall Type 0 Wall Type 1 Wall Type 2 Wall Type 3 Wall Type 4
1 0 186 0 0 0
Floor Uses
Floor Description AreaIn Use Area Not In Use Area AC Area Heat Area Sprinkled
1 Utility / Storage 2160 0 0 0 0

5/14/2012 2:48 PM



Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-006.000-004
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Plumbing

Photos and Sketches
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Property Report Card for parcel 53-05-20-300-020.000-004
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http://egis.39dn.com/egis/View/egisprc.cfm?pin_18=53-05-20-300-020.0...

Monroe County, IN
Property Assessment Detail Report
Parcel Number : 53-05-20-300-020.000-004

Parcel Number:

Alt Parcel
Number:

Property
Address:

Neighborhood:
Property Class:

Legal
Description:

Owner Name:

Owner Address:

Parcel Information Taxing District
53-05-20-300-020.000-004 Township: BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP
0121940000 Corporation: MONROE COUNTY COMMUNITY

Land Description
3075 N Prow RD Bloomington, IN 47404-1605

Land Type Acreage Dimensions
Prow Road - BT - A orr 1.0000
1 Family Dwell - Unplatted (0 to 9.99 Acres) 91rr 0.4500
012-19400-00 PT NW SW 20-9-1W 1.45 A
PLAT 17

Smith, Malcolm Mobutu & Luann Marie
Johnson

3075 N Prow Rd
Bloomington, IN 47404

Transfer Of Ownership

Date Name Deed Book Deed Page
05-24-2001 SMITH, MALCOLM MOBUTU & LUANN
05-30-1997 SIMMONS, WILLIAM G & LYLES, JUNE M
05-20-1996 THOMPSON, MARK & ELIZABETH
03-01-1996 MOORE REALTY PARTENRSHIP
03-01-1996 MOORE REALTY PARTENRSHIP
03-01-1996 MOORE REALTY PARTENRSHIP
06-05-1992 MOORE REALTY PARTNERSHIP
03-04-1992 MOORE FAMILY PARTNERSHIP
09-06-1984 MOORE,OTIS C
01-01-1900 PATTON,SAMUEL WYLIE
01-01-1900 UNKNOWN
Sales
Sale Date Sale Price Buyer Name Seller Name
05-23-2001  $95,900.00 MALCOLM MOBUTU & LUANN M SMITH & JOHNSON WILLIAM G SIMMONS & JUNE M LYLE
05-23-2001  $95,900.00 MALCOLM MOBUTU & LUANN M SMITH & JOHNSON WILLIAM G & JUNE M SIMMONS & LYLE

Sales Disclosures 3970 redact.pdf 3969 redact.pdf

Assessment Date
01-01-2011
01-01-2010
01-01-2009
01-01-2008

Valuation Record

Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
Annual Adjustment 32300 77500 109800
Annual Adjustment 32300 75800 108100
MISCELLANEOUS 32300 77400 109700
MISCELLANEOUS 32300 77400 109700

5/14/2012 2:49 PM
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2 of 4

Valuation Record

Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-2007 MISCELLANEOUS 32000 79000 111000
01-01-2006 MISCELLANEOUS 16000 75400 91400
01-01-2005 MISCELLANEOUS 15000 53000 68000
01-01-2002 GENERAL REVALUATION 15000 53000 68000
01-01-1998 Error Correction (Form 133) 0 0 0

01-01-1997 Error Correction (Form 133) 0 0 0

01-01-1996 Error Correction (Form 133) 0 0 0

01-01-1995 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0

01-01-1994 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0

Public Utilities Exterior Features Special Features

Water: N Exterior Feature Size/Area Description Size/Area
Sewer: N Porch, Enclosed Frame

Gas: N Porch, Enclosed Masonry

Electricity: N Porch, Open Frame

All: Y

Summary Of Improvements

Buildings Grade Condition Construction Year Effective Year Area
Single-Family R 01 D+2 A 1925 1925

Barn, Pole (T3) R 01 D+2 A 1980 1980

Residential Dwelling Information
Single-Family R 01
Accommodations Plumbing Other
BedRooms: 2 Full Baths: 1 Heat Type: Central Warm Air
Finished Rooms: 4 E!J" Baths 3 Air Cond. Area: 1332
xtures: Basement Garages: 200
Kitchen Sinks: 1
Floors

Floor Construction Base Finished

1 Wood Frame 1332 1332

B 1332 0
Photos and Sketches

5/14/2012 2:49 PM
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Monroe County, IN
Property Assessment Detail Report
Parcel Number : 53-05-20-300-018.000-004
Parcel Information Taxing District
Parcel Number: 53-05-20-300-018.000-004 Township: BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP
a{:r:zretifl 0121927000 Corporation: MONROE COUNTY COMMUNITY
Property _ Land Description
Address: 3065 N Prow RD Bloomington, IN 47404-1605 Land Type Acreage Dimensions
Neighborhood: Prow Road - BT - A orr 1.0000
Property Class: 1 Family Dwell - Unplatted (0 to 9.99 Acres) 91rr 0.4700
Legal 012-19270-00 PT NW SW 20-9-1W 1.74 A
Description: PLAT 18
Owner Name: Lehman, David F & Cheryl L
Owner Address: g?:fm'?ngtrgr\:\f :?\ld474o4
Transfer Of Ownership
Date Name Deed Book Deed Page
10-10-2003 LEHMAN, DAVID F & CHERYL L
01-27-1997 SMITH, CHERYL L
06-05-1992 MOORE REALTY PARTNERSHIP
03-04-1992 MOORE FAMILY PARTNERSHIP
07-20-1979 MOORE, OTIS C & VANGA
01-01-1900 PATTON,JOHN W & MAY
01-01-1900 UNKNOWN
Valuation Record
Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-2011 Annual Adjustment 32400 125700 158100
01-01-2010 Annual Adjustment 32400 95700 128100
01-01-2010 REEVALUATION (FORM 134) 32400 89000 121400
01-01-2009 MISCELLANEOUS 32400 68200 100600
01-01-2008 MISCELLANEOUS 32400 68200 100600
01-01-2007 MISCELLANEOUS 32100 69600 101700
01-01-2006 MISCELLANEOUS 16100 66400 82500
01-01-2005 MISCELLANEOUS 15000 46700 61700
01-01-2004 Homestead Change 15000 46700 61700
01-01-2002 GENERAL REVALUATION 15000 46700 61700
01-01-2000 ADDITION TO EXISTING STRUCTURE 0 0 0
01-01-1999 Homestead Change 0 0 0
01-01-1997 Error Correction (Form 133) 0 0 0
01-01-1996 Error Correction (Form 133) 0 0 0

5/14/2012 2:50 PM
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Valuation Record

Assessment Date Reason for Change Land Improvements Total Valuation
01-01-1995 Error Correction (Form 133) 0 0 0
01-01-1994 GENERAL REVALUATION 0 0 0
Public Utilities Exterior Features Special Features

Water: N Exterior Feature Size/Area Description Size/Area
Sewer: N Canopy, Roof Extension

Gas: N Patio, Concrete

Electricity: N Porch, Enclosed Frame

All: Y Porch, Enclosed Masonry

Summary Of Improvements

Buildings Grade Condition Construction Year Effective Year Area
Single-Family R 01 D+2 A 1925 1965

Utility Shed R 01 C A 1999 1999

Residential Dwelling Information

Single-Family R 01

Accommodations Plumbing Other
BedRooms: 2 Full Baths: 1 Heat Type: Central Warm Air
Finished Rooms: 5 Full Baths Air Cond. Area: 1504
Fixtures: 3
Attached Garages: 864

Kitchen Sinks: 1

Floors
Floor Construction Base Finished
1 Wood Frame 1504 1504
B 1024 0

480 0

Photos and Sketches

2 of 5 5/14/2012 2:50 PM
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Appendix C:
Property Owner Research



Property Owner Research

Parks

The Monroe County Historic Preservation Board of Review conveyed that the house at
3275 North Prow Road “was built in 1899 by the Frederick and William Parks family”—
a prominent Bloomington family.

The 1900 Census lists several William Parks in Monroe County, including William H.
Parks who was a widowed farmer living in Perry Township, William C. Parks a farmer in
Bloomington Township, and William H.A. Parks, also a farmer in Perry Township.

Two Fred Parks are also recorded in the 1900 Census: Fred Parks, a boarder in
Bloomington Township and Fred A. Parks a quarryman in Perry Township who lived
with his aunt and uncle.

Based on the research of historic mapping, if the Parks family owned land comprising
any of the Prow Road houses, they did not own that land by 1920.

Rogers

The 1920 plat map lists F.M. Rogers as the property owner. The 1913 Bloomington City
Directory records a Frank M. Rogers, whose occupation is listed as farmer, residing on
6" Street. An MLF. or F. Rogers appears on the 1920 Census, as well. His occupation
appears to be Farmer (though the script somewhat hard to read).

Patton

By 1932, Bob Patton is shown as the owner at 3275 Prow Road on plat mapping. In the
1920 Census, Robert Patton is enumerated with his sons John W. Patton, Albert K Patton,
Wylie Patton, and Paul Patton. Robert is identified as a farmer. An obituary for Robert
Patton lists his sons John, Wylie, and Paul as residing on Prow Road at the time of
Robert’s death in 1962.

e Paul Patton died in 1968. According to his obituary, he worked as a salesman for
the Moorman Manufacturing Company of Quincy, Illinois, and also as an
employee with Harding Cogswell Stone Company in Ellettsville.

e Wylie Patton died in 1989/1990. According to his obituary, he was a retired stone
worker and a former owner of Northside TrimShop Bloomington. He was a
member of the Stonecutters and Marble Workers Union.

e John W. Patton died in 1986. He retired from the Woolery Stone Mill in 1963
where he worked as a stone cutter.

Moore

Monroe County GIS records Otis C. Moore and Otis C. and Vanga Moore as property
owners of some Prow Road Properties. Based on available research this appears to refer
to a father and son. It is also possible that either the GIS or Census has mis-spelled Mrs.
Moore’s name.



Otis C. Moore (Sr?) is listed as a blacksmith at a stone quarry in the 1930 Census. He
lived in Indian Creek at that time with his wife, Cantha.

Otis C. (Jr.?) and Vanga Moore are recorded in the 1952 City Directory as residing in
Indian Creek. Otis Moore (Sr.?) would have been seventy-two at this time.

Pritchard

Monroe County GIS records Mervin D. Pritchard as a property owner at 3215 Prow
Road. A Marvin Pritchard born in 1929 is enumerated in the 1930 Census and listed as
residing in Bloomington. It is not clear if this is the same Mervin D. Prithcard who may
have owned 3215 Prow Road.

Hedrick

Jaunita Hedrick is the current owner of the house at 3275 North Prow Road. Hedrick
lived in the house with her husband, Phillip, until his death in 2009. According to the
Monroe County Historic Preservation Board of Review’s letter from February 27, 2012
letter, the Hedricks have owned the home since 1957. A Phillip Hedrick also appears in
the 1957 City Directory with an occupation of Sheet Metal Worker.

Reed

Historians investigated whether George and Ruth Reed may have lived in the area during
the period of significance. At the time of the 1927 city directory, they are listed as living
at 604 Ballentine Street in Bloomington.

Other Property Owners

The Monroe County Historic Preservation Board of review also identified the following
individuals as owners of the house at 3275 North Prow Road: “Subsequent owners were
Ida Parks Brummer and Robert Patton, John Patton, Benjamin and Bertha Terrell, Everett
and Carla Shigley (1951), and Phillip and Jaunita Hedrick (1957).”

® Ownership by Robert (Bob) Patton and John Patton is supported by plat mapping

e Historians did not examine plat maps pre-dating 1920 (the approximate start date
of the historic district’s period of significance). Ownership by the Parks and
Parks-Brummers was not investigated

* F. M. Rogers is noticeably missing from this list. (One possible explanation is that
Rogers farmed the land surrounding the house, but did not own the house.)

e Ownership by the Terrells and Shigleys is harder to determine and is not shown
on the available mapping.



Parks



Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - John A Parks http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53059886&db=1900...

1900 United States Federal Census record for John A Parks

1of2 5/24/2012 5:03 PM



Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - John A Parks

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53059886&db=1900...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Birth Date:
Birthplace:
Home in 1900:

Race:
Gender:

John A Parks
59

Dec 1840
Indiana

Bloomington, Monroe,
Indiana

White
Male

Relation to Head of Head

House:

Marital Status:
Spouse's Name:
Marriage Year:
Years Married:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:

2 of 2

Married
Amanda Parks
1885

15

North Carolina
Kentucky

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin/sse.dll?h=53059886&

db=1900usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7900, Census

Place: Bloomington, Monroe, Indiana, Roll: 392, Page: 8B, Enumeration

District: 95; FHL microfilm: 1240392.

Source Information:

Ancestry.com. 1900 United
States Federal Census
[database on-line]. Provo,
UT, USA: Ancestry.com
Operations Inc, 2004.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census. 7welfth
Census of the United States, 1900. Washington, D.C.: National Archives
and Records Administration, 1900. T623, 1854 rolls.

5/24/2012 5:03 PM



Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - William C Parks http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53060203 &db=1900...

1900 United States Federal Census record for William C Parks
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Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - William C Parks

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53060203 &db=1900...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Birth Date:
Birthplace:
Home in 1900:

Race:
Gender:

William C Parks
45

Apr 1854
Indiana

Bloomington, Monroe,
Indiana

White
Male

Relation to Head of Head

House:

Marital Status:
Spouse's Name:
Marriage Year:
Years Married:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:

2 of 2

Married
Nancy Parks
1879

21

Indiana
Kentucky

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin/sse.dll?h=53060203&

db=1900usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7900, Census

Place: Bloomington, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 392, Page: 11B; Enumeration

District: 95; FHL microfilm: 1240392.

Source Information:

Ancestry.com. 1900 United
States Federal Census
[database on-line]. Provo,
UT, USA: Ancestry.com
Operations Inc, 2004.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census. 7welfth
Census of the United States, 1900. Washington, D.C.: National Archives
and Records Administration, 1900. T623, 1854 rolls.

5/24/2012 4:43 PM



Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - William H Parks http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53064102&db=1900...

1900 United States Federal Census record for William H Parks
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Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - William H Parks

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53064102&db=1900...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Birth Date:
Birthplace:

Home in 1900:
Race:

Gender:

Relation to Head of House:
Marital Status:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:

2 of 2

William H Parks
65

Jul 1834
Illinois

Perry, Monroe, Indiana
White

Male

Head

Widowed

North Carolina
North Carolina

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=53064102&db=1900usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7900, Census
Place: Perry, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 392; Page: 11A; Enumeration
District: 98, FHL microfilm: 1240392.

Source Information: Ancestry.com. 1900
United States Federal
Census [database
on-line]. Provo, UT,
USA: Ancestry.com
Operations Inc, 2004.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census.
Twelfth Census of the United States, 1900. Washington, D.C.:
National Archives and Records Administration, 1900. T623, 1854
rolls.

5/24/2012 4:37 PM



Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - William H A Parks http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53063495&db=1900...

1900 United States Federal Census record for William H A Parks
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Ancestry.com - 1900 United States Federal Census - William H A Parks

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=53063495&db=1900...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Birth Date:
Birthplace:

Home in 1900:
Race:

Gender:

Relation to Head of House:
Marital Status:
Spouse's Name:
Marriage Year:
Years Married:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:

2 of 2

William H A Parks
41

Mar 1859
Indiana

Perry, Monroe, Indiana
White

Male

Head

Married

Julia B Parks
1880

20

Indiana

Indiana

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin

/sse.dll?h=53063495&db=1900usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7900, Census

Place: Perry, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 392 Page: 54; Enumeration

District: 98, FHL microfilm: 1240392.

Source Information:

Ancestry.com. 1900
United States Federal
Census [database
on-line]. Provo, UT,
USA: Ancestry.com
Operations Inc, 2004.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census.
Twelfth Census of the United States, 1900. Washington, D.C.:
National Archives and Records Administration, 1900. T623, 1854

rolls.

5/24/2012 4:46 PM
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Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - Frank M Rogers  http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=641320048&db=USD...

U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) record for Frank M Rogers
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Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - Frank M Rogers

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=641320048&db=USD...

Source Information

Name: Frank M Rogers
Residence Year: 1913

Street Address: 6th
Residence Place: Bloomington, Indiana
Occupation: Farmer

Publication Title: Bloomington, Indiana, City Directory, 1913

2 of 2

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=641320048&db=USDirectories&indiv=try

Source Information: Ancestry.com. U.S. Gity Directories,
1821-1989 (Beta) [database on-line].

Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations, Inc., 2011.

Original data: Original sources vary according to directory. The

title of the specific directory being viewed is listed at the top of

the image viewer page. Check the directory title page image for

full title and publication information.

5/30/2012 4:19 PM



Ancestry.com - 1920 United States Federal Census - M F Rogers http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=24342319&db=1920...

1920 United States Federal Census record for M F Rogers
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Ancestry.com - 1920 United States Federal Census - M F Rogers

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=24342319&db=1920...

Source Information

Name

Age:

Birth Year:
Birthplace:
Home in 1920:

Race:
Gender:

: M F Rogers
35

abt 1885
Indiana

Bloomington Ward 4, Monroe,
Indiana

White
Male

Relation to Head of Head
House:

Marital Status:
Spouse's Name:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:
Home Owned:

Able to Read:

Able to Write:

2 of 2

Married

Pearl Rogers
Indiana
United States
Rent

Yes

Yes

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=24342319&db=1920usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7920; Census Place: Bloomington Ward
4, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 7625 457 Page: 84; Enumeration
District: 178, Image: 91/.
Source Information: Ancestry.com. 1920
United States Federal
Census [database
on-line]. Provo, UT,
USA: Ancestry.com
Operations Inc, 2010.
Images reproduced by
FamilySearch.

Original data: Fourteenth Census of the United States, 1920.
(NARA microfilm publication T625, 2076 rolls). Records of the
Bureau of the Census, Record Group 29. National Archives,
Washington, D.C. For details on the contents of the film numbers,
visit the following NARA web page: NARA. Note: Enumeration
Districts 819-839 are on roll 323 (Chicago City).

6/5/2012 3:21 PM
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Ancestry.com - 1920 United States Federal Census - Robert Patton http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=24330862&db=1920...

1920 United States Federal Census record for Robert Patton
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Ancestry.com - 1920 United States Federal Census - Robert Patton

Record Index

Source Information

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=24330862&db=1920...

Name:

Age:

Birth Year:
Birthplace:
Home in 1920:

Race:
Gender:

Robert Patton
45

abt 1875
Indiana

Bloomington, Monroe,
Indiana

White
Male

Relation to Head of Head

House:

Marital Status:
Spouse's Name:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:
Home Owned:

Able to read:

Able to Write:

2 of 2

Married

May E Patton
Virginia
Kentucky
Own

Yes

Yes

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin/sse.dlI?h=24330862&

db=1920usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7920, Census

Place: Bloomington, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: T625_457: Page: 9A4; Enumeration

District: 159; Image: 659.

Source Information:

Ancestry.com. 1920 United States
Federal Census [database
on-line]. Provo, UT, USA:
Ancestry.com Operations Inc,
2010. Images reproduced by
FamilySearch.

Original data: Fourteenth Census of the United States, 1920. (NARA microfilm
publication T625, 2076 rolls). Records of the Bureau of the Census, Record
Group 29. National Archives, Washington, D.C. For details on the contents of
the film numbers, visit the following NARA web page: NARA. Note:
Enumeration Districts 819-839 are on roll 323 (Chicago City).

5/30/2012 2:22 PM



Ancestry.com - 1920 United States Federal Census - Wylie Patton http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=24330866&db=1920...

1920 United States Federal Census record for Wylie Patton
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Ancestry.com - 1920 United States Federal Census - Wylie Patton

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=24330866&db=1920...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Birth Year:
Birthplace:
Home in 1920:

Race:
Gender:

Wylie Patton
16

abt 1904
Indiana

Bloomington, Monroe,
Indiana

White
Male

Relation to Head of Son

House:

Marital Status:
Father's Name:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Name:
Mother's Birthplace:
Able to read:

Able to Write:

2 of 2

Single

Robert Patton
Indiana

May E Patton
Indiana

Yes

Yes

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin/sse.dlI?h=24330866&

db=1920usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7920, Census

Place: Bloomington, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: T625_457: Page: 9A4; Enumeration

District: 159; Image: 659.

Source Information:

Ancestry.com. 1920 United States
Federal Census [database
on-line]. Provo, UT, USA:
Ancestry.com Operations Inc,
2010. Images reproduced by
FamilySearch.

Original data: Fourteenth Census of the United States, 1920. (NARA microfilm
publication T625, 2076 rolls). Records of the Bureau of the Census, Record
Group 29. National Archives, Washington, D.C. For details on the contents of
the film numbers, visit the following NARA web page: NARA. Note:
Enumeration Districts 819-839 are on roll 323 (Chicago City).

5/30/2012 2:18 PM



Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Paul Patton http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=116013527&db=193...

1930 United States Federal Census record for Paul Patton
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Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Paul Patton http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=116013527&db=193...

Record Index Source Information
Name: Paul Patton Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=116013527&db=1930usfedcen&indiv=try
Age: 22
Gender: Male Source Citation: Year: 7930, Census
Birth Year: abt 1908 Place: Bloomington, Monroe, Indiana, Roll: 618, Page: 84; Enumeration

. . District: 1.3, Image: 934.0; FHL microfilm: 2340353.
Birthplace: Indiana
Race: White Source Information: Ancestry.com. 1930 United States Federal
Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA:

Home in 1930: Bloomington, Monroe, Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2002.

i/ri]g\:\?rll/?a Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census.
view Hap Fifteenth Census of the United States, 1930. Washington, D.C.:
Marital Status: Married National Archives and Records Administration, 1930. T626, 2,667 rolls.
Relation to Head of Head

House:
Spouse's Name: Olive Patton
Father's Birthplace: Indiana
Mother's Birthplace: Indiana

2 of 2 5/30/2012 2:25 PM



Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Wylie Patton http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=116014566&db=193...

1930 United States Federal Census record for Wylie Patton

1of2 5/30/2012 2:41 PM



Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Wylie Patton

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=116014566&db=193...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Gender:

Birth Year:
Birthplace:
Race:

Home in 1930:

Marital Status

Wylie Patton
26

Male

abt 1904
Indiana
White

Bloomington, Monroe,
Indiana

View Map

: Married

Relation to Head of Head
House:

Spouse's Name
Father's Birthplace
Mother's Birthplace

2 of 2

: Ruth Patton
: Indiana
: Indiana

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin/sse.dli?h=116014566&
db=1930usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7930, Census
Place: Bloomington, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 618, Page: 13A; Enumeration
District: 1.3, Image: 944.0, FHL microfilm: 2340353.

Source Information: Ancestry.com. 1930 United States Federal
Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA:

Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2002.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census. Fifteenth

Census of the United States, 1930. Washington, D.C.: National Archives

and Records Administration, 1930. T626, 2,667 rolls.

5/30/2012 2:41 PM



Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - John W Patton http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=115991948&db=193...

1930 United States Federal Census record for John W Patton
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Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - John W Patton

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=115991948&db=193...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Gender:

Birth Year:
Birthplace:
Race:

Home in 1930:

Marital Status:

Relation to Head of House:
Spouse's Name:

Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:

2 of 2

John W Patton
31

Male

abt 1899
Indiana

White

Perry, Monroe, Indiana
View Map
Married

Head

May Patton
Indiana
Indiana

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=115991948&db=1930usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7930, Census
Place: Perry, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 618 Page: 48; Enumeration
District: 19; Image: 1063.0; FHL microfilm: 2340353.

Source Information: Ancestry.com. 1930 United States Federal
Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT,

USA: Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2002.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census.

Fifteenth Census of the United States, 1930. Washington, D.C.:

National Archives and Records Administration, 1930. T626, 2,667

rolls.

5/30/2012 2:31 PM
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Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Otis C Moore http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=115995830&db=193...

1930 United States Federal Census record for Otis C Moore

1of2 5/30/2012 2:46 PM



Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Otis C Moore

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=115995830&db=193...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Gender:

Birth Year:
Birthplace:
Race:

Home in 1930:

Marital Status:

Relation to Head of House:
Spouse's Name:

Father's Birthplace:
Mother's Birthplace:

2 of 2

Otis C Moore
45

Male

abt 1885
Indiana

White

Indian Creek, Monroe, Indiana
View Map
Married

Head

Cantha A Moore
Indiana

Indiana

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=115995830&db=1930usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 7930, Census Place: Indian
Creek, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 618, Page: 65; Enumeration
District: 16; Image: 1004.0;, FHL microfilm: 2340353.

Source Information: Ancestry.com. 1930 United States Federal
Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT,

USA: Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2002.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census.

Fifteenth Census of the United States, 1930. Washington, D.C.:

National Archives and Records Administration, 1930. T626, 2,667

rolls.

5/30/2012 2:46 PM



Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - Vanga Moore http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=556497697&db=USD...

U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) record for Vanga Moore
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Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - Vanga Moore

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=556497697&db=USD...

Source Information

Name: Vanga Moore

F (Female)

1952

Bloomington, Indiana
Otis C Moore

Bloomington, Indiana, City Directory, 1952

Gender:
Residence Year:
Residence Place:
Spouse:
Publication Title:

2 of 2

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=556497697&db=USDirectories&indiv=try

Source Information: Ancestry.com. U.S. Gity Directories,
1821-1989 (Beta) [database on-line].

Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations, Inc., 2011.

Original data: Original sources vary according to directory. The

title of the specific directory being viewed is listed at the top of

the image viewer page. Check the directory title page image for

full title and publication information.

5/30/2012 2:43 PM
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Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Marvin Pritchard http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=116012489&db=193...

1930 United States Federal Census record for Marvin Pritchard

1of2 6/12/2012 4:40 PM



Ancestry.com - 1930 United States Federal Census - Marvin Pritchard

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.conm/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=116012489&db=193...

Source Information

Name:

Age:

Gender:

Birth Year:
Birthplace:
Race:

Home in 1930:

Marital Status:

Marvin Pritchard
1

Male

abt 1929
Indiana

White

Bloomington, Monroe,
Indiana

View Map

Single

Relation to Head of Son

House:

Father's Name:
Father's Birthplace:
Mother's name:
Mother's Birthplace:

2 of 2

Roy Pritchard
Indiana

Nora Pritchard
Indiana

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=116012489&db=1930usfedcen&indiv=try

Source Citation: Year: 1930, Census
Place: Bloomington, Monroe, Indiana; Roll: 619; Page: 4B; Enumeration
District: 26; Image: 42.0; FHL microfilm: 2340354.

Source Information: Ancestry.com. 1930 United States Federal
Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA:

Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2002.

Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census.

Fifteenth Census of the United States, 1930. Washington, D.C.:

National Archives and Records Administration, 1930. T626, 2,667 rolls.

6/12/2012 4:40 PM



Hedrick



Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - Phillip Hedrick http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=638363314&db=USD...

U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) record for Phillip Hedrick

1of2 5/30/2012 2:36 PM



Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - Phillip Hedrick

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=638363314&db=USD...

Source Information

Name: Phillip Hedrick

M (Male)

1957

17th Rd
Bloomington, Indiana
Sht Mtl Wkr

Juanita Hedrick

Gender:
Residence Year:
Street Address:
Residence Place:
Occupation:
Spouse:

Publication Title: Bloomington, Indiana, City Directory, 1957

2 of 2

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=638363314&db=USDirectories&indiv=try

Source Information: Ancestry.com. U.S. Gity Directories,
1821-1989 (Beta) [database on-line].

Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations, Inc., 2011.

Original data: Original sources vary according to directory. The

title of the specific directory being viewed is listed at the top of

the image viewer page. Check the directory title page image for

full title and publication information.

5/30/2012 2:36 PM
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Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - George Reed http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=558007547&db=USD...

U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) record for George Reed

1of2 5/30/2012 2:50 PM



Ancestry.com - U.S. City Directories, 1821-1989 (Beta) - George Reed

Record Index

http://search.ancestry.com/content/viewerpf.aspx?h=558007547&db=USD...

Source Information

Name: George Reed
M (Male)
1927

604 Ballantine

Bloomington, Indiana

Gender:
Residence Year:
Street Address:
Residence Place:
Occupation: Quarryman

Ruth Reed

Bloomington, Indiana, City Directory, 1927

Spouse:
Publication Title:

2 of 2

Record URL: http://search.ancestry.com/cgi-bin
/sse.dll?h=558007547&db=USDirectories&indiv=try

Source Information: Ancestry.com. U.S. Gity Directories,
1821-1989 (Beta) [database on-line].

Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations, Inc., 2011.

Original data: Original sources vary according to directory. The

title of the specific directory being viewed is listed at the top of

the image viewer page. Check the directory title page image for

full title and publication information.

5/30/2012 2:50 PM
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ADDENDUM I: Phase la and Ib Archaeological Survey of the Indiana 1-69
Evansville-to-Indianapolis Study, Section 5 (From SR 37 to SR 39), Monroe
and Morgan Counties, Indiana. Final Report — October 26, 2012

(This report presents the results of the June-August 2012 Phase la archaeological survey of Alternatives 4,
5, 6, and 7: Section 5)

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

This addendum report presents the results of Phase la and Ib archaeological investigations conducted
within the 1-69 Section 5 project area between That Road and the SR 39 interchange, in Monroe and
Morgan counties, Indiana (project area), by Michael Baker Jr., Inc. (Baker) for the Indiana Department of
Transportation (INDOT), as part of DES No. 0300381. In this portion of the 1-69 project through Indiana,
the corridor essentially extends along SR 37, with various adjustments to that alignment. The project area
encompasses new alignment for SR 37 (1-69), interchanges, and frontage roads for the new interstate.
The project area measures about 33.90 km (21.06 mi) in length and varies in width according to the
location of interchanges and frontage roads.

Substantive portions of Alternatives 4 and 5 had been surveyed in 2006-2007, including most areas from
the southern end of Section 5 northward to an area a short distance north of W. Sample Road. Several
tilled fields near Godsey Road and Liberty Church Road also were surveyed at that time. Because of
scheduling and location modifications to the 1-69 Section 5 project, only a portion of the corridor was
archaeologically surveyed. Extensive background information and results of the 2006-2007 survey were
incorporated into the initial Phase la archaeological report for Section 5.

In June-August 2012, Phase la archaeological survey was conducted in previously unsurveyed portions of
the 1-69 Section 5 planning corridor. This survey focused on Alternatives 4 through 8, which included
much overlapping area. Field work consisted of pedestrian reconnaissance, surface collection, and
systematic shovel test probing. Several areas were determined to be unsuitable for subsurface
investigations for reasons including disturbance and slope greater than 25%. Forty-one (41) prehistoric
and historic archaeological sites were identified and assessed during the survey.

The 41 newly identified sites include 29 that yielded only prehistoric artifacts, 10 that contained both
prehistoric and historic artifacts, one that contained only historic artifacts, and a historic well. The sites
are further classified as 36 unknown prehistoric, 10 temporally unspecific historic, 3 temporally specific
historic, and 3 prehistoric sites ascribed to specific cultural/temporal periods based on the recovery of
diagnostic projectile points/knives. During survey, 559 prehistoric and 143 historic artifacts were
recovered.

The majority of prehistoric sites identified during the 2012 Phase la survey may be characterized as
sparse, non-diagnostic lithic scatters, generally recovered from disturbed or mixed plow zone or surface
contexts. Only two of the 41 identified sites (12Mg456 and 12Mo01442) appear to possess potential to
provide significant information beyond that which was recovered during the Phase la survey. One site
(12Mg467), a lithic scatter, was not substantively investigated or evaluated since it was determined to be



outside of the survey corridor. The other 39 sites are recommended as not eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (cf. 36 CFR 60.4[d]), and no additional archaeological
investigations are recommended for these sites. The two sites that are recommended as potentially
significant, Site A24b (12Mg456) and Site H8a (12Mo01442), are both fairly large prehistoric lithic
scatters from which many artifacts were recovered. Phase Il testing at these two sites is recommended if
the 1-69 Section 5 project continues to cross these site areas.

Test Area F3, located on either side of Simpson Chapel Road, includes a small portion of the Simpson
Chapel Cemetery. The cemetery is impacted by Alternatives 4 through 8 however; the Preferred
Alternative does not extend into the cemetery. The Preferred Alternative is within 30 m (100 ft) of the
cemetery and it is recommended that a Cemetery Development Plan be completed for the Simpson
Chapel Cemetery.

In addition to the Phase la survey, additional Phase la investigations were conducted on Site 12Mo01416,
and Phase Ib investigations were conducted on three archaeological sites identified during the 2006 Phase
la survey (12Mo01401, 12Mo1415, and 12Mo01430). Additional Phase la investigations on Site
12Mo01416 consisted of intensive field examinations of the locations of the non-extant railroad spurs and
the discovery of a limestone stacking yard adjacent to the spur locations. The entirety of the site will be
avoided by the Preferred Alternative of the 1-69 Section 5 project. However, it contributes to the National
Register eligible North Clear Creek Historic Landscape District. The Phase Ib investigations included
additional background research and field examinations. All three of these sites are historic, one
(12M01401) with a small prehistoric component. Two of the sites are not significant. Site 12M01401
contains potentially significant components. The potentially significant portion of site 12Mo1401 lies
outside the project corridor.

Finally, a number of the test areas in the northern portion of the project area are located in broad, nearly
level agricultural lands. These include test areas surveyed in both 2007 and 2012. Alluvial soils are
present in these areas, and buried cultural deposits may exist. Phase Ic subsurface reconnaissance,
conducted in consultation with the DHPA and INDOT, is recommended to further assess the nature of
buried deposits and the probability of these areas to contain buried cultural resources. The Phase Ic
survey should be phased, starting with limited augering or coring in each of these areas to assess the
potential for buried deposits and the need for more intensive investigations. Phase Ic work should be
done in the portions of the 1-69 Section 5 project area near Little Indian Creek, Jordan Creek, and
Buckner Branch, as well as other drainage areas in the project area (such as Beanblossom Creek and
Bryant Creek) that have the potential to contain buried archaeological sites. Test Areas located in the
vicinity of these creeks and streams include Test Areas All, Al8a, B3, B4b, B4c, B5a, B5c, B7, B17,
C2, H9, H10a, and H10b.
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ADDENDUM II: Phase la and Ib Archaeological Survey of the Indiana 1-69
Evansville-to-Indianapolis Study, Section 5 (From SR 37 to SR 39), Monroe
and Morgan Counties, Indiana. Final Report — March 2013

(This report presents the results of the November 2012 Phase la archaeological survey in Section 5)

MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

Michael Baker Jr., Inc., under contract with Bernardin, Lochmueller & Associates, Inc.,
conducted a Phase la archaeological survey for additional right-of-way in Section 5 of the
Indiana Department of Transportation’s 1-69 Corridor Tier 2 Studies, Evansville to Indianapolis.
The survey areas consisted of the western edge of the Wapehani Mountain Bike Park and several
proposed cul-de-sac and pavement removal locations within the 1-69 project area within Monroe
County, Indiana.

Of the 12 designated test areas, two were entirely encompassed within areas surveyed during the
summer of 2012 (Lombardi et al. 2012). These areas were revisited to ensure that coverage had
been complete. A total of approximately 2.69 ha (6.6 ac) was not covered by previous survey.
This addendum documents the results of the Phase la investigation of these areas.

A report documenting the results of the Phase la investigation of Section 5 was published in
2012 (Hinks and Lombardi 2012). A recent addendum reported on an additional right-of-way
and Phase Ib investigations throughout Section 5 (Lombardi et al. 2012) was published in
October 2012.

Phase la survey of the Section 5 additional right-of-way was conducted in November 2012.
Walkover and shovel testing were used during the survey. Most of the additional right-of-way
was either disturbed by existing roadways or lies on slopes greater than 20%. Two test areas
were considered to be suitable for subsurface testing. One new archaeological site was identified
during the survey.





