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Greenfield District PHONE: 1-855-463-6848 Eric Holcomb, Governor

32 South Broadway FAX: (317) 467-3957 Joe McGuinness,

Greenfield, IN 46140 Commissioner
October 6, 2017

Example

[NAME] Coordination Letter
[AGENCY]
[ADDRESS]
Dear [NAME],

RE: Des. 1400075

Clear Path 465 (1-465/1-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes)
Marion County, Indiana

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), has initiated project planning, including an Environmental Assessment (EA), for the proposed
1-465/1-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes project in Marion County, Indiana, hereinafter
referred to as “Clear Path 465”.

A Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) was prepared in 2003 for the “Indianapolis Northeast
Corridor”, which included an 1-465/1-69 interchange modification and added travel lanes within the current
project area. A Record of Decision (ROD) was approved in February 2004. After the approval of the FEIS and
ROD, various portions of the Indianapolis Northeast Corridor were constructed as separate projects.
Furthermore, growth within the region was significantly higher than anticipated. Therefore, revisions to the
interchange modifications are required. Due to the age of the document, the various other projects that have
already been broken off from the original Indianapolis Northeast Corridor scope, and the revisions necessary to
the interchange modification, FHWA has determined that an EA, resulting in a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) being issued, will be required for the proposed work. This letter is part of the early coordination phase
of the environmental review process.

Project Description

The proposed Clear Path 465 project is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis. The proposed project
includes added travel lanes on 1-465 from the White River Bridge (approximately 2.4 miles west of 1-69) to Fall
Creek (approximately 2.15 miles south of 1-69). Portions of I-69 will be reconstructed between 1-465 and 82nd
Street to accommodate a modified 1-465/1-69 interchange configuration. The attached Figure 1 shows the
project limits.

Resource Agency Meeting
INDOT invites you to attend the first Resource Agency Meeting, to be held:

Tuesday, November 14, 2017
10:00 to 11:30 am EST

101 West Ohio Street

7" Floor Conference Room
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Participants will also have the opportunity to join via WebEXx. Prior to the meeting, we will send an agenda,
teleconference details, and an initial environmental screening memorandum. Please let us know if hard copies
are needed, otherwise, materials will be sent via email. If you wish to designate an individual from your
organization, other than yourself, to be the point of contact throughout the duration of this project, please let us
know who that person will be and their contact information.

Follow Us

The project website is www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov. Interested parties can sign-up to receive project
updates via text or email. You can also follow the Clear Path project on social media at @ClearPath465 on
Twitter, Facebook and Instagram.

Tentative/Preliminary Project Schedule

Spring 2019 Finalize Environmental Assessment (EA), Hold Public Hearing
Summer 2019 Receive Finding of No Significant Impact
Spring 2020 Begin construction

Thank you for your cooperation and interest in this project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss
the project or our organizations’ respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of the EA, please
contact Nicole Gearlds at ngearlds@indot.in.gov or (317) 467-3986.

Sincerely,

Mo o

Nicole Gearlds
Project Manager
INDOT, Greenfield District

Figure 1 and FEIS were

Attachments _ _ _
List of Resource Agencies ;\ntentlghagylorﬂ:tte;éggias _
Figure 1. Clear Path 465 Project Limits GRS = s

ConNECTions FEIS 2003 (enclosed CD)

available upon request - please
contact
daniel.j.miller@parsons.com
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List of Resource Agencies

Ms. Deborah Snyder

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Indianapolis Regulatory Office
8902 Otis Ave., Suite S106B
Indianapolis, Indiana 46216

Dr. Todd Thompson

Indiana Geological Survey
611 North Walnut Grove
Bloomington, Indiana 47405

Ms. Jane Hardisty

Natural Resources Conservation Service
6013 Lakeside Boulevard

Indianapolis, Indiana 46278

Ms. Lisa Broadfoot

Indianapolis Parks and Recreation
Administration

City-County Building

200 East Washington Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Ms. Anna Gremling

Indy MPO

200 East Washington Street, Suite 1922
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Ms. Venetta Keefe

Rail Office

100 North Senate Avenue, IGCN 955
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Des. No. 1400075

Ms. Christie Stanifer

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Division of Fish and Wildlife

402 West Washington St, IGC South, Rm
W264

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Mr. Randy Braun

IDEM Section 401 WQC Program
100 N. Senate IGCN 1255
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Mr. Nicholas Chevance
National Park Service
Midwest Regional Office
601 Riverfront Drive
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Mr. Jeff Harrison

Citizens Energy Group

2020 North Meridian Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202

Mr. Rickie Clark

Public Involvement

100 North Senate Avenue
Room N642

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Mr. Adam French
Office of Aviation
100 N Senate Ave, Rm N955
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Appendix C

Ms. Robin McWilliams-Munson
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Bloomington Field Office

620 S. Walker St.
Bloomington, Indiana 47403

Mr. Jim Sullivan

Office of Water Quality/Drinking Water
100 N. Senate, IGCN 1201
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Ms. Debra Jenkins

Marion County Surveyor
Suite 742

200 East Washington Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Ms. Melanie Castillo

U.S. Dept of Housing & Urban Dvipmt
Chicago Regional Office

77 West Jackson Boulevard, Rm 2401
Chicago, lllinois 60604

Ms. Virginia Laszewski
USEPA Region 5

77 W Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, lllinois 60604

Mr. Mitch Zoll

IDNR-DHPA

402 W Washington Street, W274
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
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THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division of Fish and Wildlife
Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

DNR #:

Requestor;

Project:

County/Site info

ER-20120 Request Received: October 6, 2017

Parsons

Juliet Port, LPG

101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121
Indianapolis, IN 46204

1-465/1-69 interchange modification and added travel lanes, Clear Path 465; Des
#1400075. meeting request

b Marion

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

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

Regulatory Assessment:  This proposal may require the formal approval(s) of our agency pursuant to the Flood

Natural Heritage

Des. No. 1400075

Control Act (IC 14-28-1) for any proposal to construct, excavate, or fill in or on the
floodway of a stream or other flowing waterbody which has a drainage area greater than
one square mile, unless it qualifies under the INDOT and IDNR Memorandum of
Understanding for Maintenance Activity Exemption, dated March 1997. Please include
a copy of this letter with any permit application(s), if required.

Database: The Natural Heritage Program's data have been checked.
Fort Harrison State Park, and the Bluffs of Fall Creek Nature Preserve found with the
park, are located within 1/2 mile east of the southernmost portion of the project. Also,
the species and high quality natural communities below have been documented within
% mile of the project area. The Division of Nature Preserves recommends that
construction activity south of the Fall Creek Road bridge be confined as much as
possible to prevent potential negative impacts to the nature preserve and the
associated flora and fauna species.

A) COMMUNITIES (Bluffs of Fall Creek Nature Preserve):
1. Central Till Plain Dry-mesic Upland Forest
2. Central Till Plain Mesic Upland Forest (also Woolen's Garden Nature Preserve)
B) PLANT. Rose Turtlehead (Chelone cbliqua var, speciose), state watch list
C) BIRD: Bald Eagle {Haliaeetus leucocephalus), state special concern
D) MUSSELS:
1. Fall Greek at Fort Harrison State Park:
a) Clubshell (Pleurchema clava}, federally & state endangered
b) Snuffbox {(Epioblasma triquetra}, federally & state endangered
¢} Kidneyshell (Ptychaobranchus fasciolaris), state special concemn
d) Little Spectaclecase (Villosa lienosa), state special concern
e) Wavyrayed Lampmussel {(Lampsilis fasciola), state special concem
2. West Fork White River:
a} Clubshell (Pieurohema clava), federally & state endangered
b} Rabbitsfoot (Gtuadrula cylindrica cylindrical), fed. threatened & state endangered
¢} Round Hickorynut {Obovaria subrotunda), state endangered
d} Kidneyshell {Ptychobranchus fasciciaris), state speciat concern
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THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

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

Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

Fish & Wildiife Comments: Two bald eagle nests have been documented within 1/2 mile of the project area. Both

Des. No. 1400075

were active in 2016 and since nests are reused by bald eagle pairs, it is possible that
they will still be active. Both nests are located more than 1000 from the project area,
which is much greater than the minimum safe buffer zone of 660" proposed by the Bald
and Golden Eagle Protection Act. Therefore, if the project maintains this buffer distance,
then we do not foresee any impacts to the bald eagle as a result of this project. We
also do not foresee any impacts to the mussel species above as a result of this project.

Based on information submitted and information presented at the Resource Agency
Meeting on November 14, 2017, the Division of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) concurs that
existing habitat features within the preject area are likely low quality features related to
existing infrastructure (roadside ditches, medians, vacant fots, etc.). However, the DFW
would like to highlight the following issues as areas for potential improvement of existing
conditions to reduce negative impacts to fish, wildlife, and/or botanical resource habitat:

1) Revegetation:

The DFW has a couple of new programs that may be able to offer cost-share and/or
technical assistance for the revegetation of roadsides, medians, and areas between the
various interchange elements:

a. CORRIDORS (Conservation On Rivers and Roadways Intended to Develop
Opportunities for Resources and Species) is a program to develop habitats for
grassland-dependent species and to foster improved pollinator habitat along roadways
and waterways. Program partners include the Indiana Department of Transportation
{INDOT), USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), Pheasants Forever
and Quail Forever. You may contact the South Region Landscape Biologist, Erin
Basiger, at Deer Creek Fish & Wildlife Area, 2001 W. CR 600 South, Greencastle, IN
46135, (765) 276-3047, ebasiger@dnr.IN.gov.

b. The new Urban Wildlife Program has potential cost-share and technical assistance
available for native plantings and other urban habitat projects. You may contact the
South Urban Biologist, Megan Dillon, at Atterbury Fish & Wildiife Area, 7970 S Rowe
Street, Edinburgh, IN 46124, (812) 526-4891, mdillon@dnr.IN.gov, for information
regarding assistance with establishment of pollinator habitat, trees and shrubs, native
plugs, wetland habitat, rain gardens, nuisance Canada goose mitigation, and/or
educational signage that could enhance the project area,

2) Lighting:

The need for new lighting along the reconstructed interchange was mentioned during
the Resource Agency Meeting. Most transportation corridor designers and
municipalities are trending toward LED lighting. Certain types of LED lighting can have
negative impacts on both human and wildlife health and safety. The Division of Fish
and Wildlife strongly encourages visiting the International Dark-Sky Association's
website to learn more about the potential negative impacts of improperly selected LED
lighting systems, if required: http://darksky.org/lighting/led-practical-guide/.

3) Storm Water Management:

Storm water management was menticned as an issue of concemn. The Division of Fish
and Wildlife recommends considering a more sustainable approach to stormwater
management in general. The traditional mode] of stormwater management aims to
drain urban runoff as quickly as possible with the help of channels and pipes, which
increases peak flows and costs of stormwater management. This type of solution only
transfers floocd problems from one section of the basin to another section. A more
sustainable approach aims to rebuild the natural water cycle by using storage
techniques (retention basins, constructed wetlands, raingardens, efc.), recharging
groundwater using infiltration techniques (infiltration basins or trenches, pervious
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THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division of Fish and Wildlife
Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

pavement, etc.), and reusing runoff for irrigation elsewhere in the basin. The following
link gives a good overview of fraditional and sustainable stormwater management
systems and their pros and cons:
http:/fwww.sswm.info/content/stormwater-management.

4) Stream Crossing Modification:

A new, replacement, or rehabbed structure, and any bank stabilization under the
structure, should not create conditions that are less favorable for wildlife passage under
the structure compared to the current conditions. The DFW would like to emphasize the
importance of wildlife passage issues and transportation infrastructure projects. The
following is a good place to start in terms of resources to consider in the design of
stream crossing structures: http:ffwww.fs fed.us/wildlifecrossings/library/.

5} Bank Stabilization:

Some form of bank andfor streambed stabilization is almost always needed with the
construction, repair, replacement, or modification of a stream channel or crossing
structure. For streambank stabilization and erosion control, regrading to a stable slope
(2:1 or shallower) and establishing native vegetation along the banks are typically the
most effective techniques. A variety of methods to accomplish this include: planting
plugs, whips, container stock, seeding, and live stakes. In addition to vegetation
establishment, some additional level of bicengineered bank stabilization may be needed
under certain circumstances (inability to regrade to a stable slope, flow velocities that
exceed the limits of vegetation alone, etc.). Combining vegetation with any of the
following bank stabilization methods can provide additional bank protection while not
compromising benefits to fish, wildlife, and botanical resources; geotextiles (heavy-duty
net-free biodegradable erosion control blankets and/or turf reinforcement mats}),
vegetated geogrids or soil lifts, fiber rolls, glacial stone, or riprap. Information about
bioengineering techniques can be found at
http:/fwww.in.gov/legislative/iac/20120404-IR-312120154NRA . xml.pdf. Additionally, the
following is a link to a USDA/NRCS document that outlines many different
bioengineering techniques for streambank stabilization:
http://directives.sc.egov.usda.gov/17553.wha.

Riprap or other hard bank stabilization materials should be used only at the toe of the
sideslopes up to the ordinary high water mark {(OHWM) with the exception of areas
directly under bridges for instance. The banks above the OHWM should be restored,
stabilized, and revegetated using gectextiles and a mixture of grasses, sedges,
wildflowers, shrubs, and trees native to Central Indiana and specifically for stream
bank/floodway stabilization purposes as soon as possible upon completion. For
streambed stabilization or scour protection, riprap or other stabilization materials should
not be placed in the active stream channel above the existing streambed elevation. This
is to prevent obstructions to the movement of aquatic organisms upstream and
downstream.

6) Riparian Habitat:

We recommend a mitigation plan be developed (and submitted with the permit
application, if required) for any unavoidable habitat impacts that will occur. The DNR's
Floodway Habitat Mitigation guidelines (and plant lists) can be found online at;
hitp:/iwww in.govilegislative/iac/20140806-1R-312 140295NRA. xml. pdf.
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THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

State of Indiana
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division of Fish and Wildlife
Early Coordination/Environmental Assessment

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

(//%L‘ﬁ"i{i/{, %}f%m«@é/ Date: November 17,2017

Christie L. Stanifer
Environ. Coordinator
Division of Fish and Wiidlife
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From: French, Adam

To: Port, Juliet

Subject: RE: Clear Path 465 RAM 1400075

Date: Tuesday, October 17, 2017 12:54:11 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Juliet —

Thank you for the invitation. | will not be attending the meeting, but please feel free to forward any
tall structure questions or reviews my way.

Regards,

Adam French

Chief Airport Inspector
INDOT Office of Aviation
(317) 232-1477

From: Port, Juliet [mailto:Juliet.Port@parsons.com]
Sent: Friday, October 06, 2017 3:03 PM

To: French, Adam <AFrench2 @indot.IN.gov>
Subject: Clear Path 465 RAM 1400075

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

RE: Clear Path 465 (I-465/1-69 Interchange Modification with Added Travel Lanes)
Marion County
Des. No. 1400075

Adam,

We are sending you the attached invitation to attend the Resource Agency Meeting (RAM)
for the Clear Path 465 Project. An Outlook Calendar item is attached, which you can open
and elect to “copy to my calendar”. A hard copy of this letter is being mailed to you with
an enclosed CD of the referenced 2003 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).

We look forward to working with you on this important project.

Thank You,

Juliet Port, LPG
Senior Environmental Planner
110 W Ohio St., Suite 2121 - Indianapolis, IN 46204

juliet.port@parsons.com - P: +1 317.616.4693

PARSONS - Envision More
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- U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ~ Indianapolis Regulatory Office, 8902 Otis Avenue,

Indianapolis, Indiana 46216 (Debra Snyder) Deborah.D. Snyder(@usace.army.mil

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Region 3, Bloomington Ecological Services
Office, 620 S. Walker Street, Bloomington, IN 47403-2121 (Robin McWilliams-
Munson) Robin_McWilliams@fws.gov

Federal Highway Administration — Indiana, Michelle Allen, EA and EIS Environmental
Specialist, Michelle. Allen@dot.gov

Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Office of Water Quality,
Section 401 Water Quality Certification Program, 100 N. Senate Avenue,
MC 65-40, Indianapolis, IN 46204-2251 (Randy Braun/Jay Tumer)
rbraun@idem.IN.gov, JTumer2@idem.IN.gov

Indiana Department of Natural Resources, 402 W, Washington St., Rm. W264,
Indianapolis, IN 46204 (Matt Buffington) mbuffington@dnr.in.gov

Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and
Archaeology, 402 West Washington Street, Room W274, Indianapolis, IN 46204
(Mitchell Zoll / John Carr/ Wade Tharp) mzoll@dnr.in.gov, jcarri@dnt.in.gov,
wtharpl{@dnr.in.gov. ‘

Parsons, 101 W. Ohio Street, Suite 2121, Indianapolis, IN 46204
(Juliet Port, Senior Environmental Planner) Juliet. Port(@parsons.com
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EPA Early Coordination Comments for the Clear Path 465 (I-465/1-69 Interchange Improvement
Project with Added Travel Lanes) Indianapolis, Marion County, Indiana
(Des No. 1400075)

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Indiana Departinent of Transportation (INDOT)
intend to prepare an environmental assessment (EA) for the subject project. EPA comments are based
on our review of the preliminary project information provided with the November 7, 2017, Letter of
Transmittal from Juliet Port, Senior Environmental Planner, Parsons and during the FHWA/INDOT
November 14, 2017, resource agencies meeting (RAM)/conference call.

Alternatives: The project is proposed to address congestion and safety concerns in the project area.
Current alternatives under consideration are the Do Nothing / No Build Alternative, and three build
Alternatives A, B, and C. INDOT intends to keep the project within existing right-of-way as much as
possible. The proposed footprint of each of the build alternatives 1s essentially the same. The main
differences between build alternatives are the traffic patterns for the two main interchanges: [-465/1-69
and 1-69/East 82" Sireet.

FHWA/INDOT indicate a Draft EA will not be released for public and agency review and comment.
Recommendation: EPA recommends the EA identify specific mitigation measure commitments

that INDOT will undertake in order to protect the environment and public health during project
design, construction and operation. Detailed comments follow.

Water Resources: Preliminary information indicates 110 potential wetlands consisting of 8.3 acres
may be impacted, includes forested wetlands. It is estimate 20 likely jurisdictional streams totaling
approximately 14,000 linear feet are within the project area. They include the White River, Dry Run,
Hillsdale Run, Blue Creek and an unnamed tributary.

Recommendations:

- EPA recommends the EA document coordination with the US Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) and the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) on
jurisdiction.

- We recommend the EA identify various water resources in the project area, disclose their

existing conditions, and quantify impacts associated with each alternative.

- We recommend the water resources information and discussion in the EA demonstrate
that the elements of the proposed project avoid wetland and stream impacts, to the extent
feasible. Where water resources cannot be avoided, the EA should discuss how impacts to
water resources will be minimized
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- The rationale and justification for recommending or selecting one alternative and/or
alternative option or component over others should be presented in the EA.

- We recommend that wetland delineations, and wetland and stream assessments be
included in the EA.

- We recommend the EA include draft wetland and stream mitigation plans, for those
impacts that cannot be avoided or minimized, consistent with the Clean Water Act (CWA)
Section 404 (b)(1) Guidelines.

Flooding and Drainage Control: Preliminary information indicates the three build alternatives are
estimated to impact approximately 10.9 acres of floodplain. The project will most likely result in an

increase in impervious surfaces 1n the study area.

Recommendations:

- EPA recommends the EA document coordination with the Indianapolis Department of Public
Works (DPW) and Citizens Energy Group (CEG) regarding stormwater.

- The EA should clearly describe water bodies, streams, and ground water resources, wellhead
protection areas {WHPASs) and locations of drinking water intakes within the analysis areas.
In addition, we recommend the EA identify and assess potential for adverse impacts to
drinking water supplies for all WHPAs and drinking water intakes that have the potential to
receive project area construction and/or operation stormwater and/or hazardous material
spills.

- Impacts of the various altemnative/interchange options on water quality should address, but
not be limited to, a water body’s designated use and compliance with Indiana’s Water
Quality Standards and CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification. The EA should also
identify whether or not water bodies located in or near the study area, or that would
eventually receive roadway runoff are listed by Indiana as impaired, and, if so, are part of a
Total Maximum Daily Load (MDL) plan. If impaired waters are identified, the EA should
identify the impairment/s and the reason/s for the impairment/s. The Project’s impacts on
TMDL’s should be analyzed and disclosed in the EA, and mitigation identified.

- We recommend giving special attention to work that would occur in or near an identified
well head (drinking water) protection zone, or upstream of a drinking water intake. Potential
impacts to public and private drinking water supply intakes and wells should be evaluated
and mitigation measures identified, if applicable.

- For information regarding stormwater management and stormwater management best
practices see EPA’s website: :
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http://www.cpa.gov/ereeningepa/stormwater/best_practices.htm.

Increased Frequency and Intensity of Precipitation Events: Increased frequency and intensity of
precipitation events can be anticipated during construction and operation of the project.

Recommendation: We recommend the EA identify and discuss how such precipitation events
might impact the proposed project during construction and operation. We recommend that the
EA identify and discuss possible adaptation measures. For example, discuss the effects that
predicted increases in the number and/or intensity of precipitation events may have on sizing
bridge spans, culvert openings, and stormwater management measures in order to accommodate
such events and ensure project longevity, public health, and safety.

Due to surface water quality issues, we recommend stormwater from roadway surfaces not be
discharged directly to Waters of the U.S. Rather, stormwater should be channeled toward green
infrastructure, such as bioswales, that would allow first flush road pollutants to be captured prior
to discharge to surface waters, particularly those surface waters that connect to drinking water
intakes.

Hazardous Materials: Approximately 11 of 66 identified hazardous material sites within a half-mile of
the study area are estimated to be adjacent or nearly adjacent to the three build alternatives. Further
evaluations of these facilities are proposed.

Recommendation: EPA recommends the EA include the results of the evaluations and identify
the measures INDOT will take to insure project construction will not inadvertently release
hazardous materials into the surrounding environment.

In addition, events such as construction equipment spills of hazardous or toxic materials could result in
substantial adverse impacts to surface and ground water quality and aquatic habitats. The construction
and operation of roadways can result from accidental releases of oil or hazardous materials due to
accident related spills.

Recommendations: We recommend the EA discuss the frequency or likelihood of such events,
and describe spill prevention and spill and release response capabilities.

Noise Impacts: Preliminary information discloses the presence of multiple sensitive noise receptors,
including many residences. There is a high potential for noise impacts for all three alternatives. In

~addition, construction and/or operational activities associated with the project may cause an increase in
local noise levels.

Recommendations: EPA recommends that INDOT consult with the communities in the project
area regarding noise impacts and mitigation. [nclude the results of the noise analysis and

community input in the EA. ldentify the noise mitigation measures that INDOT will implement
during project construction and operation. Mitigation measures may include, but are not limited

5
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to, the use of noise walls/barriers, placement of trees and shrubs, sound-proofing structures, and
the use of construction equipment that emit the lowest levels of noise possible.

Environmental Justice (EJ)/Public Involvement; Preliminary census data review indicates potential
populations with EJ concerns within and near the project area.

Executive Order 12898 directs Federal agencies to identify and address disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental effects of their actions on minority and/or low-income
populations. Tools are available to assist the project team in their EJ analysis for the EA. The Inter-
Agency Workgroup for EJ released a report entitled, “Promising Practices for EJ Methodologies in
NEPA Reviews.” The report includes examples of methodologies used across the Federal government
for EJ analyses and community involvement in the NEPA process. In addition, EPA released
“EJSCREEN,” which is a publically-available mapping tool designed to screen for potential impacts to
communities living with or vulnerable to EJ concemns.

Environmental Justice Interagency Working Group “Promising Practices for EJ Methodologies in NEPA
Reviews" s available at: hitps://www.epa.cov/environmentaliustice/ej-iwa-promising-practices-ej-
methodologies-nepa-reviews, EPA’s EJSCREEN Environmental Justice and Mapping Tool is available
at: https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen.

Recommendations:

- The EA should docunient the detailed community outreach strategy developed to gain local
input from all communities that are effected, and specify the targeted activities to reach low
income and/or minority communities. Describe how input was used to inform project
development.

- Provide specific measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate any anticipated adverse impacts
to communities. :

- Provide documentation in the EA that ensures that the project would not have
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority
and/or low-income populations.

Health Impacts: The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) calls on the federal government to
improve and coordinate federal plans, functions, programs, and resources to “assure for all Americans
safe, healthful, productive, and aesthetically and culturally pleasing surroundings,” and “attain the
widest range of beneficial uses of the environment without degradation, risk to health or safety, or other
undesirable and unintended consequences” (Sec. 101 [42 USC § 4331}). In order to meet these
objectives, it is important for FHWA/INDOT to analvze the proposed project’s potential impacts on
human health.

Secking public and stakeholder input on potential health concerns serves several important purposes,
including: (1) providing local knowledge regarding existing conditions and potential health impacts that

6
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may or may not be evident in publically-available datasets, (2) identifying the health impacts that are of
sreatest importance to the affected community, and (3) introducing alternatives/interchange options or
mitigation measures that stakeholders would consider to be effective ways to address key health
CONCETNS.

Recommendations:

- Seek mput from the potentially impacted communities regardmg any health concerns
related to the proposed project during the scoping process and when developing
mitigation measures.

- Identify the locations of schools, private and public day care facilities, senior citizen
assisted living and nursing homes facilities

- Discuss whether the proposed action may impact human heaith. Consider the following:
changes to land use impacting exercise such as parks, and trails provided for walking and
biking; changes to traffic patterns impacting vehicle emissions, air quality, noise levels
and pedestrian accidents.

- Describe the baseline health status in the affected population' that may be influenced by
the proposed action. This might include, but is not limited to, rates of asthma and
cardiovascular disease.

- Describe the determinants of health m the affected population that may be influenced by
the proposed action or should be considered during stakeholder engagement. Consider
poverty, access to health services, linguistic isolation, access to healthy foods,
employment.”

- Identify existing health inequities in populations affected by the proposed action and its
alternatives/mterchange options, including minority, tribal, low income, and other
vulnerable populations.

- Analyze relevant health impacts and include findings in the NEPA document.

- If the project could result in adverse health impacts, commit to measures to protect public
health.

- Consider project elements that could benefit public health, and enhance such features
where feasible.

- Evaluate and ensure that the proposed project would not disproportionately harm health
in communities with environmental justice concerns, children, or other sensitive
populations.

! Possible sources of baseline health data include the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) 500 Cities Project
(https://www.cde.cov/300cities/), National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network
(https://www.cdc.gov/neeh/tracking/), National Center for Health Statistics (https://www.cde.gov/nehs/), Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System {(https://www.cdc.gov/brfss/), and the County Health Rankings and Roadmap
{bttp://www.countyhealthrankings. org)

?> Additional information on health determinants to assist EFPA NEPA/309 reviewers in tailoring comments to their specific
project is availabie at: https://www.cdc. gov/socialdeterminants/index.htm _and hittps.//’www.healthypeople.gov/2020/topics-
objectives/topic/social-determinants-of-health
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Forested Habitat: INDOT indicates that the three build alternatives would likely use a 16.3-acre block
of forested area north of the 1-465/1-69 interchange for roadway and drainage. In addition, woodland
within existing right-of-way along the White River floodplain and }-465 (riparian habitat) may be
impacted.

Recommendation: FPA recommends the EA document the quality of these forest/riparian
habitats and identify mitigation measures that INDOT could undertake to compensate for the
loss this habitat. '

Threatened / Endangered / Species of Concern: Preliminary information identifies the project study
area is with the range of federally protected Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat.

Recommendation: EPA recommends the EA include documentation that coordination and, if
applicable, consuitation with USFWS has taken place. 1f applicable, include mitigation
measures. EPA also recommends the FA discuss the feasibility of using pollinator promoting
plants and/or plant seed mixtures for reclamation of disturbed areas associated with project
construction/modification activities.
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MEETING SUMMARY
Welcome and Introductions (PowerPoint slides 1 to 2). Presenter: Juliet Port, Parsons

e Members of the Resource Agency Meeting (RAM) were welcomed. The project team was introduced.
e There was a safety moment about emergency exits and stairs.
e RAM members introduced themselves.
e The project website and meeting sign-in sheets were discussed.
Project Overview (PowerPoint slides 3 to 11)

e The 2003 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the “ConNECTions Study” was discussed. The
boundaries were much larger than the current Clear Path 465 project. The study area extended from north of
Noblesville, Hamilton County, to downtown Indianapolis, Marion County, and also included the towns of Fishers,
Carmel and Lawrence. The preferred alternative was “H-5 Intermediate Freeway Expansion.”

e Several portions of the ConNECTions Study have been constructed as separate projects after the program was
cancelled. Since 2004, there was an interchange justification study for the |I-465 Northeast Reconstruction/
Added Travel Lanes project, which was approved by FHWA in 2010. The I-465/1-69 interchange portion was
cancelled in 2011.

e The Draft Purpose and Need was discussed. The need for this project stems from congestion and safety issues.
The purpose of the project is to increase capacity and improve safety. The draft statement was provided to RAM
attendees ahead of the meeting, and we are seeking comments on that document.

e The project development process was discussed. FHWA determined that preparation of an Environmental
Assessment (EA), likely resulting in a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), was appropriate for this project.
Currently, four alternatives are under consideration: three build alternatives plus the “Do Nothing” alternative. As
part of the engineering Interchange Access Document (IAD), a Draft Alternatives Analysis Report was submitted
to FHWA in September 2017. This engineer’s assessment considered many factors including safety,
environmental impacts, traffic operations, value optimization, constructability, and public and stakeholder in-put.
Please note, the IAD is a separate and distinct process from the NEPA process. Further environmental analyses
are needed on all three of the build alternatives. The final alternative will not be determined until NEPA is
completed.

e The proposed alternatives were discussed. In order to minimize impacts and maximize value, it is INDOT’s intent
to keep the project within existing right-of-way as much as possible. There are many common elements between
the alternatives, such as added travel lanes on |-465. The main differences between build alternatives are the
traffic patterns for the two main interchanges: I-465/1-69 and |-69/East 82nd Street. The proposed footprint of
each of the build alternatives is essentially the same. The only proposed new right-of-way under consideration is
west of I-69 between I-465 and 86th Street. The east side of I-69 was considered, but was dismissed during
project scoping for a variety of reasons, including environmental, residential, and business impacts, as well as
traffic operations and constructability.

Screening Process (PowerPoint slides 12 to 15)

e Qutreach Activities were discussed. A Community Advisory Committee (CAC) and Public Open House were
organized in August of 2017 to gather public and stakeholder feedback. The public open house was well
attended and widely advertised by traditional media outlets. Additionally, several platforms of social media,
including a project website, Facebook, Twitter, YouTube, and Instagram sites, have been setup to provide the
public information and to gather feedback.

e Initial Environmental Studies were discussed. A preliminary Red Flag Investigation, preliminary water resource
field investigations, a preliminary Environmental Justice Memorandum, and a cultural resources preliminary
record check and above ground survey have been conducted. An Environmental Screening Memorandum was
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prepared for the Alternatives Analysis, which summarized the initial studies and compared the four alternatives
under consideration. At this time, there are no discernible differences in environmental impacts between the
three build alternatives. This memorandum was provided to the RAM attendees ahead of the meeting, and we
are seeking comments on that document.

e There are several potential Section 4(f) properties along the alignment. Currently, only one, the 71st Street Trail,
is anticipated to be impacted. The bridge over this trail and local road needs to be widened, and it does not
meet current criteria for height clearance. It is anticipated that this will result in a de minimis impact finding.
The project team will work with the City of Indianapolis to minimize impacts to trail users.

e Next steps were discussed, which include additional environmental studies and outreach activities. The project
is in its initial stages, and the project team is seeking input from the resource agencies to help avoid and
minimize impacts to environmental resources.

MEETING QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSIONS
e Virginia Laszewski -United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)

Question: Could you give a rundown of all three alternatives?

Response: All three alternatives have approximately the same foot print and could impact right-of-way on the west side
of 1-69. The east side was evaluated and later eliminated because of the increased number of impacts on that side.

e Deborah Snyder - US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
Question: Has tolling been considered for this project?
Response: Tolling will not be a part of this project.

e Virginia Laszewski -USEPA

Question: Has the open area north of the I-465/1-69 interchange been accounted for as forested land? Who owns the
forested area north of 1-465/1-69?

Response: Yes, this area was counted as forested land in the environmental screening memorandum. Field
investigations for water resources have been conducted. There are portions of the forested parcel that contain forested
wetlands, but much of that parcel did not meet wetland criteria. This parcel is owned by a private developer.

e Juliet Port - Parsons

Question: Weintraut & Associates, Inc. is the cultural resource consultant on this project. Linda, has your team started on
below ground studies?

Response: Yes, they are out there today so they can complete the work before the ground freezes.

e Andre Denman - IndyParks
Question: Could the existing noise walls on I-465 incur impacts?

Response: Noise studies for this project are pending. We anticipate at least some of the noise walls along I-465 will need
to be moved further back from the roadway to accommodate the additional travel lanes.

e  Mark Zwoyer - City of Indianapolis, Department of Public Works (DPW)
Question: Will more noise walls be added?

Response: Additional noise walls will likely be reasonable and feasible, particularly near residential areas. Noise analysis
will be conducted as part of this project. Noise meetings will be held with potentially affected stakeholders, before the EA
and public hearing.

e Don Colvin - IndyParks

Question: Last time noise walls were constructed it ended at Fall Creek Road. Will the new noise walls include Skiles Test
Nature Preserve? We are improving the connectivity of the existing trails, which already have a lot of users. There is a
new trail currently being designed that will connect the East 71st Street Trail to Skiles Test Park via Johnson Road.
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Response: Noise analysis has not been performed. The plans for the proposed trail and trail use counts were requested
to assist the team with their analysis. The Project Team will follow up with IndyParks.

Question: Are nature parks taken into consideration for noise walls?

Response: Public parks are taken into consideration. It was restated that noise analysis has not been conducted, but will
be performed later in the environmental process. Additional information on parks is welcome.

e Brian Boszor - Indiana Department of Natural Resources (IDNR)
Question: Can we look at the existing mitigation areas located along I-465 compared to the proposed alternatives?
[This area was zoomed-in on Google Earth. It is between I-465 and Shadeland Avenue, and south of Fall Creek Road.]

Response: Based on the location reviewed during the meeting, the existing mitigation areas are not within the project
limits. Copies of maps or plans that show the existing mitigation areas near the alignment were requested.

e  Mark Zwoyer - IndyParks

Question: Regarding the existing railroad west of I-69 (aka State Fair Train/ Nickel-Plate Line), could you build the road
with the assumption the railroad tracks will be a trail? Would there be a huge cost savings?

Response: The railroad is owned by Hamilton County, but it is not yet abandoned. There have been media reports about
it being redeveloped as a trail. However, since it’s still technically a functional railroad, if the bridge is not designed to
accommodate trains, INDOT would be building the roadway at great risk. Therefore, at this time, the roadway is being
designed with the assumption that it will remain a railroad. Preliminary estimates do not imply a “huge” cost saving if the
bridge was designed instead for a trail.

e Virginia Laszewski -USEPA

Question: Do you know where the existing stormwater lines are? Are there any drinking water intakes or wells that the
stormwater would go into?

Response: Most of the utility coordination, hydraulic analyses, and analyses of potential drinking water impacts are
pending. The project area does not have a combined sewer system. We do not believe it’s located within a wellhead
protection area, or near a surface water intake [confirmed via IDEM’s Wellhead Proximity GIS application
http://www.in.gov/idem/cleanwater/pages/wellhead/]. Most of the storm water discharges to the existing streams and
the White River. There are likely residences and businesses that are still on individual wells, and there may be a few
septic systems (although most of those have been upgraded to municipal sewer). These studies will be conducted as
part of the EA and project design.

e  Robin McWilliams-Munson - USFWS
Question: What is the plan for the forested area north of the I-465/1-69 interchange?

Response: We anticipate a ramp through this area. It also may be used for storm water retention. We have received a lot
of public comments on the drainage issues in this area.

e Virginia Laszewski ~-USEPA

Question: What is the quality of the forested parcel and wetlands north of the I-465/1-69 interchange? Doesn’t Wheaton
Van Lines back-up to the forested parcel, are you going to affect it? What about the other businesses near there?

Response: The forested parcel was farmed as recently as the 1970s/1980s. [Specifically, 1979 based on aerial
photographs]. It contains a lot of bush honeysuckle, so the wetlands will likely be classified as low quality.

Coordination with Wheaton Van Lines has been initiated. The anticipated impacts to that business does not include any
buildings; a strip of right-of-way may be needed. The nearby commercial building between Castleton Road and |-69 is
vacant [8011 Castleton Road]. That building and the one that was south of it were purchased by INDOT before the 2010
project was cancelled. INDOT demolished the former office building, and still owns half of the remaining, vacant building
[8011 Castleton Road]. The other commercial buildings east of Castleton Road and south of East 82nd Street are likely to
be impacted by this project. Business surveys are pending.

Question: Are there schools or daycares nearby? Will there be air quality health issues associated with this project?

Response: There are daycares, schools, and churches near the project area. Currently, this portion of Marion County is in
attainment for all national air quality standards, therefore individual analyses are not required. Standard dust control
measures will be employed during construction. The project team will coordinate with the Interagency Consultant Group.
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e Donald Colvin - IndyParks

Question: There have been early conversations on putting in a nature center along the Skiles Test trail. As of now, this is
just a consideration. Would this be considered a different impact? IndyParks has trail counts.

Response: There is a specific equation for noise walls in place for trails. There are more receptors in play then just the
trail. This is applied to the area within 500 feet of the roadway. The number of users does play a role for the trail. The
Project Team will follow-up with IndyParks about this.

e Virginia Laszewski -USEPA

Question: Will the environmental assessment include a storm water management plan for construction and for the use of
the roadway? Will it consider the risk for more intense events in the future?

Response: This project will follow Rule 5 for erosion and sediment control. Hydraulics will be analyzed by professional
engineers according to FHWA and INDOT standards. A storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) will be created for
this project. Typically, permitting is completed after the preferred alternative is selected, so the EA will include these
measures as project commitments.

Question: When should we expect an EA draft? Does the public get to review the EA? Did you meet with EJ communities?

Response: There is no draft EA; it has a different process than environmental impact statements. We will complete the EA
in spring of 2019. The EA will be published and then there will be a public hearing. After the public hearing is held, the
project team will complete the FONSI, unless an amendment to the EA is needed.

We have not yet held specific EJ meetings. We conducted a preliminary EJ analysis to identify potential communities
based on census data, and we requested information on potential populations during the CAC and public open house.
We also had an internal meeting with INDOT and FHWA. The Project Team will meet with EJ communities.

Question: What happened to the transit study recommended in the ConNECTions study? Was there a separate transit
study as result?

Response: Stephanie from Indy MPO stated at that time, there was a study of transit corridors, but it did not move
forward. During the last 5 years, there has been increased transit planning, including the “Indy Connect” Central Indiana
Transit Plan. For this area the “Green Line” bus rapid transit has been planned, but it is currently on-hold.

Question: Would an additional transit help with the level of service on the roadway?

Response: Yes, increased transit would likely alleviate some congestion. However, most of the area already has
unacceptable levels of service, and the region continues to grow. Therefore, transit is unlikely to solve the project needs.

e Deborah Snyder -USACE
Question: Would the Waters Report be completed before the EA?
Response: Yes, and we are anticipating a field check with USACE.
e Virginia Laszewski —~-USEPA
Question: Any idea on the type of permits that will be needed?

Response: Deb from USACE stated this project will likely qualify under the RGP, but that’s not certain. [Construction in a
Floodway permits, and IDEM Section 401 Individual permit, and IDEM Isolated Wetlands permit, and an IDEM Rule 5
permit are anticipated.]

e Anuradha Kumar - INDOT CRO
Question: What additional investigations for the cemetery are planned?

Response: We have coordinated with CRO because there was no report submitted to SHPO. Shaun Miller (INDOT)
instructed the team to not investigate anything. 5-meter interval probe testing were proposed, but INDOT did not think
that was necessary. The company that preformed the work was coordinated with, and they confirmed there is no report.
The only information found was a journal article.
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e Virginia Laszewski -USEPA

Question: When do we need to submit comments? Do you need separate comments on the meeting materials disturbed
beforehand?

Response: We are requesting comments 30 business days from the date we distribute this summary. It is acceptable to
group your comments.

The above-summary and attached PowerPoint Slides represent our recollection of the pertinent discussion points,
decisions, and action items from the meeting. Please contact the preparer, Juliet Port, at Juliet.port@parsons.com,
within 30 business days from your receipt of this document if you wish to make any additions or corrections. If revisions
are made, the updated summary will be re-sent to all the attendants. Otherwise, this summary shall stand as the official
record of the meeting.
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Clear Path 465

Resource Agency Meeting

November 2017

Resource Agency Meeting (RAM) Welcome

* Please sign-in * Project Team Introductions
* Safety Moment * Project website:
« Emergency Exits, Stairs www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov
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Previous Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)

* Indianapolis Northeast Corridor
“ConNECTions Study”

* FEIS 2003

 Record of Decision (ROD) February
2004

* Purpose and Need

* Substantially Larger Project

FEIS Continued

* Preferred Alternative
“H5 — Intermediate Freeway
Expansion” (10 lanes on 1-465; Add
lanes to SR 37, 1-69, and |-70) CON

northeast corridor transportation

IONS

linking

our region’s

* Several portions of the project have . S,
been broken off and constructed as
separate projects
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Since 2004

* Interchange Justification Study for I-465 Northeast Side Road
Reconstruction/ Added Travel Lanes approved by FHWA 2010.
* |-465/1-69 Interchange portion was cancelled 2011.

e Clear Path 465

* “Alternatives Analysis” draft September 2017
* Included results of Environmental Screening Memorandum

Draft Purpose and Need (Summary)

The need for the Clear Path 465 project stems from insufficient capacity that causes
backups during the peak hours and safety concerns due to a high volume of crashes
within the project area.

* Congestion. There is insufficient existing and future capacity in critical roadway
segments of the Project Limits, resulting in congestion issues. There are
unacceptable levels of service (LOS) for both base-year (2015) and design-year
(2040) traffic in each direction along critical roadway segments within the project
corridor.

* Safety. Between 2013 and 2015, over 1,058 crashes were reported within the
Project Limits — an average of nearly one crash per day. Contributing factors
include traffic congestion and weaving movements. There are also substandard
shoulder widths along 1-69.

The purpose of the Clear Path 465 Project is to improve overall traffic operation by
increasing capacity to meet an acceptable LOS (at least LOS D), and to improve
safety.
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Project Limits

Project Development Process

FHWA determined an EA is warranted for the Clear Path 465 project.

Environmental
phase begins Preliminary Finalize Real

Develop design phase o Estate
) ) Purpose & Need Finalize Finding of No Acquisition
Project Selection Environmental Significant

Complete
Analyze Assessment and Impact (FONSI) ;

i Design
Alternatives hold Public g

Early Hearing Construction

Coordination
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Draft Alternative Analysis Report

* Safety

* Environmental considerations
* Traffic Operations analysis

e Optimize Value

* Constructability

* Public and Stakeholder Input

build alternatives; Alternatives A, B, and C.

Alternatives Analysis is based on many factors including:

Four Alternatives are under evaluation: The “Do Nothing” and three

Common Design Elements (All Build Alternatives)

ROADWAY SEGMENT (SEE ADJACENT MAP)

SEGMENT # DESCRIPTION #LANES
1 EB 1-465: White River to Allisonville Road 4+1 Aux.
2 EB 1-465: Allisonville Road off-ramp 1
3 EB 1-465: Inside Allisonville Road Interchange 4
4 EB 1-465: Allisonville Road on-ramp 2
5 EB 1-465: Allisonville Road to I-69 Ramps 4+1 Aux.
9 NB I-465: 56t Street to I-69 Ramps 4+2 Aux.
11 WB I-465: 1-69 Ramps to Allisonville Road 5+1 Aux.
12 WB I-465: Allisonville Road off-ramp 2
13 WB 1-465: Allisonville Road to White River Br. 5
14 WB 1-465: Allisonville Road on-ramp 1
16 NB I-69: 82" Street on-ramp 1
17 NB I-69: north of 82" Street 5
19 SB 1-69: 82" Street off-ramp 1
20 SB Binford Boulevard: South of 75! Street 3
25 715t Street: Under 1-465 2
10
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Three Build Alternatives

Outreach Activities

Public Involvement Plan (initial draft June 2017)

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) August 16, 2017

* Transportation officials, elected officials, emergency management,
schools, neighborhood advocate

Public Open House August 23, 2017
* Over 200 people attended; media attention

Social Media
* Website, Facebook, Twitter, YouTube, and Instagram
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Initial Environmental Studies

* Preliminary Red Flag Investigation (RFI),
April 2017

* Preliminary field investigations,
September 2016 and September 2017

* Preliminary Environmental Justice
Memorandum, July 2017

* Preliminary record check and above-
ground survey for cultural resources,
February 2017

Environmental Screening Memorandum

* No discernible
differences in
environmental impacts
between the three
build alternatives.
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Next Steps

Additional Environmental
Studies:

* Waters of the US Report
 Cultural Resources/Section 106
* Hazardous Materials

* Noise Studies

* Section 4(f)

Additional Outreach:
e Environmental Justice Outreach

* Transportation Management
Plan Meetings

* Noise Meetings

* Public Hearing (Anticipated
Spring 2019)

EA Spring 2019

FONSI Summer 2019

Questions & Discussion

www.clearpath465.indot.in.gov
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Natural Resources Conservation Service
Indiana State Office

6013 Lakeside Boulevard

Indianapolis, IN 46278

317-290-3200

June 3, 2019

Keaton Veldkamp

Parsons

101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Dear Mr. Veldkamp:

The proposed project to move forward with clear path 465 in Marion County, Indiana (Des. No
1400075), as referred to in your letter received April 25, 2019, will not cause a conversion of
prime farmland.

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

Sincerely,
JERRY RAYNOR s ieteos soonen owoo

JERRY RAYNOR
State Conservationist

Helping People Help the Land.
URORGROROR

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

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

NRCS-CPA-106

(Rev. 1-91)

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

4/25/19

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

1

Sheet 1 of

1. Name of Project Glear Path 465 Des. 1400075

5. Federal Agency Involved

FHWA

2. Type of Project

Interchange Modification/Added Travel Lanes |© County andState  Marion County, Indiana

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS)

1. Date Request Received by NRCS

2. Person Completing Form

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

YES NO

O

4. Acres Irrigated

Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form). 66 Ac
5. Major Crop(s) 6. Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction 7. Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Corn Acres: 257,818 % 69 Acres: 166,453 % 65
8. Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9. Name of Local Site Assessment System 10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
LESA 5/17/2019
PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Corridor For Segment _
Corridor A Corridor B Corridor C Corridor D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 8.585
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services 0.155
C. Total Acres In Corridor 361
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 8.47
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 0
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.003
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value |14
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative 83
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor Maximum
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c)) | Points
1. Area in Nonurban Use 15 0
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 4
3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 0
6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 0
7. Availablility Of Farm Support Services 5 4
8. On-Farm Investments 20 0
9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 0
10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 0
TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 8 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 83 0 0 0
Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site 0
assessment) 160 8 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 91 0 0 0
1. Corridor Selected: 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be 3. Date Of Selection: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Converted by Project:
A 8.59 8/15/19 ves [1  wo
5. Reason For Selection:
Meets purpose and need and provides best value.
ri
Signature of Person Completing this Part: ' G/M‘
Wﬁ' 8/15/19

NOTE: Complete a form for each {éegment with more than one Alternate Corridor
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Veldkamp, Keaton

From: Veldkamp, Keaton

Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2019 2:39 PM

To: Ruffner, Shelby - NRCS, Indianapolis, IN
Subject: RE: NRCS Response Letter - Des No 1400075
Attachments: Submit Des1400075.pdf

Hi Shelby,

Please find the attached NRCS-CPA-106 Form for Des. No. 1400075.
Thanks,

Keaton Veldkamp
Associate Environmental Planner

From: Ruffner, Shelby - NRCS, Indianapolis, IN <shelby.ruffner@usda.gov>
Sent: Friday, June 7, 2019 10:01 AM

To: Veldkamp, Keaton <Keaton.Veldkamp@parsons.com>

Subject: NRCS Response Letter - Des No 1400075

Please find attached NRCS Response Letter - Des No 1400075.

Thanks,
Shelby Ruffner

Indiana State Office Administrative Support Assistant
United States Department of Agriculture

Natural Resources Conservation Service

6013 Lakeside Boulevard

Indianapolis, Indiana 46278

Office: (317) 295-5842

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients. Any

unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the law and
subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. If you believe you have received this message in error, please notify the

sender and delete the email immediately.
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TO: Juliet Port DATE: February 6, 2019
Parsons

FROM: Kathy Allen
Contractor to the City of Indianapolis

SUBJECT:  Environmental Early Coordination for Des 1400075 Clear Path 465

Ms. Port,

This letter summarizes stormwater comments for the Environmental Early Coordination
for the project referenced above.

1. The project must comply with the City of Indianapolis Storm Water Design and
Construction Manual including Chapter 700 Stormwater Quality and Chapter
600 Erosion and Sediment Control.

2. Projects within the 100-year floodplain must submit plan information to the
Department of Business and Neighborhood Services for a FLD permit. If this
project is within a 100-year floodplain, please refer to attached design memo
no. 2017.11.

Should you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at
317-327-8428 or by email at Kathy.allen@indy.gov.

Sincerely,

Kathy Allen, PLA, CPESC, CPMSM
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6/20/2019 Mail - Port, Juliet - Outlook

Clear Path 465

Port, Juliet
Thu 6/20/2019 9:28 AM

To: James Sullivan <jsulliva@idem.in.gov>
Cc: Miller, Daniel J <Daniel.J.Miller@parsons.com>

[ﬂ,l 1 attachments (1 KB)

City of Carmel Wellhead Protection Area.kmz;

Clear Path 465
Marion County
Des. 1400075

Jim,

Thanks for calling me regarding our request to identify public drinking water resources for the Clear
Path 465 project. Based on our discussion, it's my understanding these are the resources to
consider in our Environmental Analysis (EA):

¢ |n the northwest portion of the project area near the White River, the project area is within the
City of Carmel Wellhead Protection Area (WHPA). The wells are located more than 1 mile from
the project area. The attached KMZ file approximates the area.

e There is a public water supply well outside the project area west of 1-69 and just north of 82nd
Street, PWSID 24900008, within Park Castlewood Industrial Park. This is a nontransient community
public water supply well.

No other public water supplies within or adjacent to the project area were identified. We will evaluate
these resources and identify best practices to protect them within the EA. Please let us know if there
is a misunderstanding. Thank again for your help,

Juliet Port, LPG

Senior Environmental Planner
101 W Onhio St, Suite 2121
Indianapolis, IN 46204

(317) 616-4693

https://outlook.office.com/mail/deeplink?version=2019061001.09 11
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IDEM

Indiana Department of Environmental Management

We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment.

100 North Senate Avenue - Indianapolis, IN 46204
(800) 451-6027 - (317) 232-8603 - www.idem.IN.gov

INDOT Parsons

Keaton Veldkamp
100 North Senate Avenue 101 West Ohio St
Indianapolis , IN 46204 Indianapolis , IN 46204
Date

To Engineers and Consultants Proposing Roadway Construction Projects:

RE: The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is conducting an
Environmental Assessment (EA), for the proposed 1-465/1-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes project in Marion County, Indiana,
hereinafter referred to as “Clear Path 465”. The Clear Path 465 project is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis, Indiana. It begins along 1-465
approximately 2.4 miles west of 1-69 at the White River Bridge, continues through the 1-69 interchange, and terminates approximately 2.2 miles
south of 1-69 at the |-465 bridge over Fall Creek Road. In the southwest, the project begins 0.8 mile south of the 75th Street/Binford Boulevard
intersection and travels north along I-69 terminating approximately 1.4 miles north of 1-465. The project includes the following interchanges: the I-
465/Allisonville Road interchange, the 1-465/1-69 interchange and the 1-69/82nd Street interchange. The need for the Clear Path 465 project stems
from insufficient capacity that causes backups during the peak hours and safety concerns due to a high volume of crashes within the project area.
The purpose of the Clear Path 465 Project is to improve overall traffic operation by increasing capacity to meet an acceptable LOS (at least LOS D),
and to improve safety. Alternative C Modified is the recommended alternative from the approved engineering document entitled Interstate Access
Document. The majority of the project would occur within existing, previously disturbed right-of-way. Approximately 11.7 acres of permanent right-of-
way and 4.0 acres of temporary right-of-way would be acquired. The proposed right-of-way consists of a portion of a 16.3-acre wooded parcel, six
commercial properties, and a strip of commercial land. This project involves work on 20 bridges and 29 culverts. Based on the preliminary noise
analysis, the addition of noise barriers is likely.

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

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

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

For additional information on specific roadway-related topics of interest, please visit the appropriate Web pages cited below, many of which provide
contact information for persons within the various program areas who can answer questions not fully addressed in this letter. Also please be mindful that
some environmental requirements may be subject to change and so each person intending to include a copy of this letter in their project documentation
packet is advised to download the most recently revised version of the letter; found at: http://www.in.gov/idem/5283.htm
(http://www.in.gov/idem/5283.htm).

To ensure that all environmentally-related issues are adequately addressed, IDEM recommends that you read this letter in its entirety, and consider each
of the following issues as you move forward with the planning of your proposed roadway construction, reconstruction, or improvement project:

WATER AND BIOTIC QUALITY

1. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act requires that you obtain a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) before discharging dredged
or fill materials into any wetlands or other waters, such as rivers, lakes, streams, and ditches. Other activities regulated include the relocation,
channelization, widening, or other such alteration of a stream, and the mechanical clearing (use of heavy construction equipment) of wetlands.
Thus, as a project owner or sponsaor, it is your responsibility to ensure that no wetlands are disturbed without the proper permit. Although you may
initially refer to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory maps as a means of identifying potential areas of concern, please be
mindful that those maps do not depict jurisdictional wetlands regulated by the USACE or the Department of Environmental Management. A valid
jurisdictional wetlands determination can only be made by the USACE, using the 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual.

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

Much of northern Indiana (Newton, Lake, Porter, LaPorte, St. Joseph, Elkhart, LaGrange, Steuben, and Dekalb counties; large portions of Jasper,
Starke, Marshall, Noble, Allen, and Adams counties; and lesser portions of Benton, White, Pulaski, Kosciusko, and Wells counties) is served by the
USACE District Office in Detroit (313-226-6812). The central and southern portions of the state (large portions of Benton, White, Pulaski, Kosciosko,
and Wells counties; smaller portions of Jasper, Starke, Marshall , Noble, Allen, and Adams counties; and all other Indiana counties located in north-
central, central, and southern Indiana ) are served by the USACE Louisville District Office (502-315-6733).
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Additional information on contacting these U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) District Offices, government agencies with jurisdiction over
wetlands, and other water quality issues, can be found at http://www.in.gov/idem/4396.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4396.htm). IDEM recommends
that impacts to wetlands and other water resources be avoided to the fullest extent.

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

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

4. If your project will involve over a 0.5 acre of wetland impact, stream relocation, or other large-scale alterations to water bodies such as the creation
of a dam or a water diversion, you should seek additional input from the OWQ Wetlands Program staff. Consult the Web at:
http://www.in.gov/idem/4384.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4384.htm) for the appropriate staff contact to further discuss your project.

5. Work within the one-hundred year floodway of a given water body is regulated by the Department of Natural Resources, Division of Water. The
Division issues permits for activities regulated under the follow statutes:
o |C 14-26-2 Lakes Preservation Act 312 IAC 11
o |C 14-26-5 Lowering of Ten Acre Lakes Act No related code
o |IC 14-28-1 Flood Control Act 310 IAC 6-1
o [C 14-29-1 Navigable Waterways Act 312 IAC 6
o |C 14-29-3 Sand and Gravel Permits Act 312 IAC 6
o |C 14-29-4 Construction of Channels Act No related code

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

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

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

o http://www.in.gov/idem/4902.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4902.htm)

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. For projects involving water main construction, water main extensions, and new public water supplies, contact the Office of Water Quality - Drinking
Water Branch (317-308-3299) regarding the need for permits.
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9. For projects involving effluent discharges to waters of the State of Indiana , contact the Office of Water Quality - Permits Branch (317-233-0468)
regarding the need for a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit.

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

AIR QUALITY

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

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

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

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

Additionally, if construction or demolition is conducted in a wooded area where blackbirds have roosted or abandoned buildings or building sections
in which pigeons or bats have roosted for 3-5 years precautionary measures should be taken to avoid an outbreak of histoplasmosis. This disease
is caused by the fungus Histoplasma capsulatum, which stems from bird or bat droppings that have accumulated in one area for 3-5 years. The
spores from this fungus become airborne when the area is disturbed and can cause infections over an entire community downwind of the site. The
area should be wetted down prior to cleanup or demolition of the project site. For more detailed information on histoplasmosis prevention and
control, please contact the Acute Disease Control Division of the Indiana State Department of Health at (317) 233-7272.

2. The U.S. EPA and the Surgeon General recommend that people not have long-term exposure to radon at levels above 4 pCi/L. (For a county-by-
county map of predicted radon levels in Indiana, visit: http://www.in.gov/idem/4145.htm (http://www.in.gov/idem/4145.htm).)

The U.S. EPA further recommends that all homes (and apartments within three stories of ground level) be tested for radon. If in-home radon levels
are determined to be 4 pCi/L, or higher, EPA recommends a follow-up test. If the second test confirms that radon levels are 4 pCi/L, or higher, EPA
recommends the installation of radon-reduction measures. (For a list of qualified radon testers and radon mitigation (or reduction) specialists visit:
http://www.in.gov/isdh/regsvcs/radhealth/pdfs/radon_testers_mitigators_list.pdf
(http://www.in.gov/isdh/regsvcs/radhealth/pdfs/radon_testers_mitigators_list.pdf).) It also is recommended that radon reduction measures be built
into all new homes, particularly in areas like Indiana that have moderate to high predicted radon levels.

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

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

If no asbestos is found where a renovation activity will occur, or if the renovation involves removal of less than 260 linear feet of RACM off of pipes,
less than 160 square feet of RACM off of other facility components, or less than 35 cubic feet of RACM off of all facility components, the owner or
operator of the project does not need to notify IDEM before beginning the renovation activity.

For questions on asbestos demolition and renovation activities, you can also call IDEM's Lead/Asbestos section at 1-888-574-8150.

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

Anyone submitting a renovation/demolition notification form will be billed a notification fee based upon the amount of friable asbestos containing
material to be removed or demolished. Projects that involve the removal of more than 2,600 linear feet of friable asbestos containing materials on
pipes, or 1,600 square feet or 400 cubic feet of friable asbestos containing material on other facility components, will be billed a fee of $150 per
project; projects below these amounts will be billed a fee of $50 per project. All notification remitters will be billed on a quarterly basis.

For more information about IDEM policy regarding asbestos removal and disposal, visit: http://www.in.gov/idem/4983.htm
(http://lwww.in.gov/idem/4983.htm).
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4. With respect to lead-based paint removal: IDEM encourages all efforts to minimize human exposure to lead-based paint chips and dust. IDEM is
particularly concerned that young children exposed to lead can suffer from learning disabilities. Although lead-based paint abatement efforts are not
mandatory, any abatement that is conducted within housing built before January 1, 1978 , or a child-occupied facility is required to comply with all
lead-based paint work practice standards, licensing and notification requirements. For more information about lead-based paint removal visit:
http://www.in.gov/isdh/19131.htm (http://www.in.gov/isdh/19131.htm).

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

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

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

LAND QUALITY

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

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

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

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

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

5. If there are any asbestos disposal issues related to this site, please contact the Industrial Waste Section of OLQ at 317-308-3103 for information
regarding the management of asbestos wastes (Asbestos removal is addressed above, under Air Quality).

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

FINAL REMARKS

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

Should the scope of the proposed project be expanded to the extent that a National Environmental Policy Act Environmental Assessment (EA) or
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required, IDEM will actively participate in any early interagency coordination review of the project.

Meanwhile, please note that this letter does not constitute a permit, license, endorsement or any other form of approval on the part of the Indiana
Department of Environmental Management regarding any project for which a copy of this letter is used. Also note that is it the responsibility of the project
engineer or consultant using this letter to ensure that the most current draft of this document, which is located at http://www.in.gov/idem/5284.htm
(http://www.in.gov/idem/5284.htm), is used.

Signature(s) of the Applicant

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

Project Description

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is conducting an Environmental
Assessment (EA), for the proposed 1-465/1-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes project in Marion County, Indiana, hereinafter referred to
as “Clear Path 465”. The Clear Path 465 project is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis, Indiana. It begins along 1-465 approximately 2.4 miles
west of I-69 at the White River Bridge, continues through the 1-69 interchange, and terminates approximately 2.2 miles south of I-69 at the 1-465 bridge
over Fall Creek Road. In the southwest, the project begins 0.8 mile south of the 75th Street/Binford Boulevard intersection and travels north along 1-69
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terminating approximately 1.4 miles north of 1-465. The project includes the following interchanges: the 1-465/Allisonville Road interchange, the 1-465/1-69
interchange and the 1-69/82nd Street interchange. The need for the Clear Path 465 project stems from insufficient capacity that causes backups during the
peak hours and safety concerns due to a high volume of crashes within the project area. The purpose of the Clear Path 465 Project is to improve overall
traffic operation by increasing capacity to meet an acceptable LOS (at least LOS D), and to improve safety. Alternative C Modified is the recommended
alternative from the approved engineering document entitled Interstate Access Document. The majority of the project would occur within existing,
previously disturbed right-of-way. Approximately 11.7 acres of permanent right-of-way and 4.0 acres of temporary right-of-way would be acquired. The
proposed right-of-way consists of a portion of a 16.3-acre wooded parcel, six commercial properties, and a strip of commercial land. This project involves
work on 20 bridges and 29 culverts. Based on the preliminary noise analysis, the addition of noise barriers is likely.

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

Date:  8/15/2019

Signature of the INDOT W
Project Engineer or Other Responsible Agent # e
Date: 8/15/2019

| Lisk Pt~
U

Signature of the
For Hire Consultant

Juliet Port
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Organization and Project Information

Project ID:

Des. ID:

Project Title: Clear Path 465
Name of Organization: Parsons
Requested by: Keaton Veldkamp

Environmental Assessment Report

1. Geological Hazards:
e High liquefaction potential
e Floodway

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

3. Active or abandoned mineral resources extraction sites:
e Petroleum Exploration Wells

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

DISCLAIMER:

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

This information was furnished by Indiana Geological Survey

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

Email: IGSEnvir@indiana.edu

Phone: 812 855-7428 Date: May 31, 2019
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Metadata:

e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Petroleum Wells.html

e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Seismic_Earthquake Liquefaction Potential.html
e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Industrial Minerals Sand Gravel Resources.html
e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Hydrology/Floodplains FIRM.html

e https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Bedrock Geology.html
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Indiana Ecological Services Field Office
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121
Phone: (812) 334-4261 Fax: (812) 334-4273
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/Endangered/section7/s7process/stepl.html

In Reply Refer To: March 18, 2019
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2019-SL 1-0201

Event Code: 03E12000-2019-E-03393

Project Name: Clear Path 465, Des. 1400075

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

To Whom It May Concern:

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

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

Under 50 CFR 402.12(e) (the regulations that implement Section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act) the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally. You may verify the list by visiting the ECOS-1PaC website
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/ at regular intervals during project planning and implementation and
completing the same process you used to receive the attached list. As an aternative, you may
contact this Ecological Services Field Office for updates.

Please use the species list provided and visit the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Region 3
Section 7 Technical Assistance website at - http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section?7/
s7process/index.html. This website contains step-by-step instructions which will help you
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03/18/2019 Event Code: 03E12000-2019-E-03393 2

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

For all wind ener gy projects and projectsthat includeinstalling towersthat use guy wires or
areover 200 feet in height, please contact this field office directly for assistance, even if no
federally listed plants, animals or critical habitat are present within your proposed project or may
be affected by your proposed project.

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

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

Attachment(s):

= Official SpeciesList
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03/18/2019 Event Code: 03E12000-2019-E-03393 1

Official Species List

Thislist is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfillsthe
requirement for Federal agenciesto "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any specieswhich islisted or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This specieslist is provided by:

Indiana Ecological ServicesField Office
620 South Walker Street

Bloomington, IN 47403-2121

(812) 334-4261
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03/18/2019

Event Code: 03E12000-2019-E-03393

Project Summary

Consultation Code:
Event Code:
Project Name:
Project Type:

Project Description:

Project Location:

Des. No. 1400075

03E12000-2019-SL1-0201
03E12000-2019-E-03393
Clear Path 465, Des. 1400075
TRANSPORTATION

The Clear Path 465 project islocated on the northeast side of
Indianapolis, Indiana. It begins along 1-465 approximately 2.2 miles south
of 1-69 at the I-465 bridge over Fall Creek Road, continues through the
[-69 interchange, and terminates approximately 2.4 miles west of 1-69 at
the White River Bridge. In the southwest, the project begins 0.8 mile
south of the 75th Street/Binford Boulevard intersection and travels north
along 1-69, terminating approximately 1.4 miles north of 1-465. The
project includes the following interchanges: the 1-465/Allisonville Road
interchange, the 1-465/1-69 interchange and the 1-69/82nd Street
interchange. The need for the Clear Path 465 project stems from
insufficient capacity that causes backups during the peak hours and safety
concerns due to a high volume of crashes within the project area.
Alternative C Modified is the recommended alternative from the approved
engineering document entitled Interstate Access Document. This
alternative includes added travel lanes along 1-465 and 1-69, and
reconfiguration of the 1-465/1-69 and 1-69/82nd Street interchanges.

The majority of the project would occur within existing, previously
disturbed right-of-way. Approximately 11.7 acres of permanent right-of-
way and 4.0 acres of temporary right-of-way would be acquired. The
proposed right-of-way consists of a portion of a 16.3-acre wooded parcel,
six commercial properties, and a strip of commercial land. This project
involves 20 existing bridges and 26 existing culverts. All of the bridges
and culverts have been inspected for the presence of bats.

Seven structures would be acquired: a vacant office building, two small
commercia buildings, a hotel, amini-barn, shelter, and a car dealership.
The interior of these structures have not been inspected for evidence of
bats.

The project istentatively scheduled to begin in 2020 and expected to last
year-round for up to 5 years. The traffic management plan (TMP) is
currently under development. To the extent practicable, construction will
occur off-line to minimize lane closures and other impacts to motorists.
The project would move and upgrade permanent lighting along the
roadways. Temporary lighting may be used during construction.
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03/18/2019 Event Code: 03E12000-2019-E-03393 3

Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/place/39.89117656513456N86.05824167562872W

Counties; Marion, IN
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Endangered Species Act Species
Thereisatotal of 2 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

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

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

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

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

Commerce.
Mammals
NAME STATUS
Indiana Bat Myotis sodalis Endangered

Thereisfinal critical habitat for this species. Your location is outside the critical habitat.
Species profile: https:/ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5949
Species survey guidelines:

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/guideline/survey/popul ation/1/office/31440.pdf

Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis Threatened
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
This species only needs to be considered under the following conditions:
= Incidental take of the NLEB is not prohibited here. Federal agencies may consult using the

4(d) rule streamlined process. Transportation projects may consult using the programmatic

process. See www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammal s/nleb/index.html
Species profile: https.//ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045
Species survey guidelines:

https.//ecos.fws.gov/ipac/guideline/survey/popul ation/10043/office/31440.pdf

Critical habitats

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S
JURISDICTION.
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Greenfield District PHONE: 1-855-463-6848 Eric Holcomb, Governor
32 South Broadway FAX: (317) 467-3957 Joe McGuinness,

April 12, 2019

Robin McWilliams-Munson
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Bloomington Field Office

620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121

RE: Standard Informal Consultation for the Indiana Bat and Northern Long-Eared Bat
Des. 1400075
Clear Path 465 (1-465/1-69 Interchange Modification and Added Travel Lanes)
Marion County, Indiana
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2019-SLI-0201

Dear Ms. McWilliams-Munson,

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), is acting on behalf of FHWA, and submitting this letter for
standard informal consultation for the Indiana bat, Myotis sodalis, and northern long-eared bat, Myotis
septentrionalis (NLEB). Agency coordination for this project was initiated with a resource agency meeting
(RAM) held on November 14, 2017. Based on the project description and aerials below, this project does not
adhere to the Range-wide Programmatic Consultation due to proposed tree clearing greater than 300 feet from
existing paved surfaces.

Background

The Clear Path 465 project (Proposed Action) is located on the northeast side of Indianapolis, Indiana. It
begins along 1-465 approximately 2.2 miles south of |-69 at the |-465 bridge over Fall Creek Road, continues
through the I-69 interchange, and terminates approximately 2.4 miles west of I-69 at the White River Bridge. In
the southwest, the project begins 0.8 mile south of the 75th Street/Binford Boulevard intersection and travels
north along 1-69 terminating approximately 1.4 miles north of I-465. The project includes the following
interchanges: the [-465/Allisonville Road interchange, the 1-465/1-69 interchange and the 1-69/82nd Street
interchange. The need for the Clear Path 465 project stems from insufficient capacity that causes backups
during the peak hours and safety concerns due to a high volume of crashes within the project area. A site
location map is provided as Figure 1.

The project study area was initially entered into the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for
Planning and Construction (IPaC) website to obtain the Official Species List; an updated list was obtained
March 18, 2019 (Attachment 2, pp1-6). The project area construction limits were uploaded to the IPaC website;
the file is entitled “1465169ClearPathsConstructionLimits.shp.kmz”.

Existing Roadway Conditions

I-465 west of the 1-69 interchange consists of three travel lanes in each direction plus auxiliary lanes for ramps.
East/south of the I-69 interchange, 1-465 has four travel lanes in each direction. Noise barrier walls are present
along the west side of 1-465 between 65th Street and 75th Street. [-69 consists of four travel lanes in each
direction. Binford Boulevard has two travel lanes in each direction. The existing bridges are summarized in
Table 2 in Attachment 3. The I-465/Allisonville Road interchange was reconfigured in 2014 from a diamond
style to a single point urban interchange. The I-465/I-69 interchange is a partial cloverleaf with a semi-
directional ramp. The |-69/82nd Street interchange is a folded diamond interchange.

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Figure 1. Site Location Map

Alternatives

In addition to the No Build Alternative, a range of alternatives that would meet the project’s purpose and need
are being analyzed, which were discussed at the November 2017 RAM and shown in the Environmental
Screening Memorandum. Alternative C Modified is the recommended alternative from the approved
engineering document entitled Interstate Access Document. This alternative is an adjustment of Alternative C.
The key design elements associated with the recommended alternative are summarized below.

Eastbound/Southbound [-465 Mainline
e Eastbound 1-465 between the White River bridge and Allisonville Road would have four mainline lanes,
one auxiliary lane, and an option lane.
o Eastbound I-465 between Allisonville Road and the 1-69 ramps would have four mainline lanes and one
auxiliary lane.
e Southbound I-465 south of I-69 would have four mainline lanes and three lanes from the southbound I-
69 to southbound 1-465 ramp.

Northbound/Westbound [-465 Mainline
¢ Northbound I-465 from the 56th Street/Shadeland Avenue on-ramp would have four mainline lanes and
two auxiliary lanes.
o Westbound [-465 would have six lanes between the |-69 ramps and Allisonville Road.
e Westbound 1-465 from the Allisonville off-ramp to the west end of the project area would have five
through lanes and would tie into the existing five lanes on the westbound 1-465 bridge over the White
River.

Northbound/Southbound Binford Boulevard
¢ Northbound Binford Boulevard north of 75th Street would split from two lanes to three lanes.
¢ Southbound Binford Boulevard would exit southbound 1-69 as a barrier-separated collector distributor
(C-D) between 96th Street and 82nd Street. Southbound Binford Boulevard would then continue along

Clear Path 465, Des. 1400075 Page 2
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the two-lane C-D over 82nd Street and then along the west side of 1-69 before crossing under the
southbound [-69 to westbound |-465 ramp and [-465 mainline.

e A signalized intersection would be installed at the eastbound 1-465 to southbound Binford Boulevard
ramp to control traffic merging south onto Binford Boulevard.

e A third lane would be added to southbound Binford Boulevard at 75th Street.

Northbound/Southbound 1-69

e From the I-465 interchange there would be six mainline northbound [-69 lanes to 82nd Street. The right
lane would drop after 82nd Street and before the 82nd street on-ramp and five northbound 1-69 lanes
would continue north.

o Southbound I-69 would have four mainline lanes and one auxiliary lane on the north end of the project
area.

e The ramp from 82nd Street to southbound [-69 would be reconstructed to tie into the proposed four
southbound [-69 lanes.

[-465/1-69 System Interchange Ramps

¢ A two-lane ramp would travel under 1-465 and provide a direct connection from eastbound 1-465 to
northbound -69.
Northbound 1-465 to northbound I-69 would be a three-lane ramp which passes over the northbound
Binford Boulevard to 82nd Street ramp.
The eastbound I-465 and northbound [-465 ramps to northbound 1-69 would be completely separated
from local traffic heading to 82nd Street.
The southbound 1-69 to southbound 1-465 ramp would be reconstructed to the inside of its existing
alignment to provide room to construct the new southbound Binford Boulevard roadway.
The southbound 1-69 to westbound [-465 ramp would provide two lanes.

[-465/1-69 Service Interchange Ramps and Local Roads
e A service interchange ramp from eastbound 1-465 to southbound Binford Boulevard would be provided.
e The existing loop ramp from eastbound 1-465 to northbound Binford Boulevard would be reconstructed
as a single-lane loop ramp for eastbound [-465 to 82nd Street traffic.
The northbound Binford Boulevard to westbound 1-465 ramp would be a single lane loop ramp that
would be barrier separated.
There would be a dedicated barrier-separated C-D for all traffic to 82nd Street from 1-465 and Binford
Boulevard.
A single lane ramp would be added from the northbound 1-465 to northbound 1-69 ramp to the
northbound 82nd Street off-ramp.
A new southbound I-69 off-ramp would be constructed north of 82nd Street to provide access from
southbound 1-69 to 82nd Street and southbound Binford Boulevard.
An exit ramp from the southbound C-D to southbound Binford Boulevard would provide full access from
southbound I-69 to 82nd Street.
71st Street would be lowered under [-465 to meet the minimum vertical clearance requirements along
71st Street. The 71st Street Multi-Use Trail would be barrier-separated.
e Castleton Road would be realigned.

Right-of-Way

The majority of the project would occur within existing, previously disturbed right-of-way. Approximately 11.7
acres of permanent right-of-way and 4.0 acres of temporary right-of-way would be acquired. The proposed
right-of-way consists of a portion of a 16.3-acre forested parcel, six commercial properties, and a strip of
commercial land.
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Structures

This project involves 20 existing bridges and 26 existing culverts. All of the bridges and culverts have been
inspected for the presence of bats. The structure number, inspection date, crossing/location, and proposed
scope of work are summarized in Tables 2 and 3 in Attachment 3.

Seven structures would be acquired: a vacant office building, two small commercial buildings, a hotel, a mini-
barn, shelter, and a car dealership. The interior of these structures have not been inspected for evidence of
bats. The buildings are shown in the Building Removals figure (Attachment 1, p6).

The analysis of noise impacts is underway. In order to accommodate added travel lanes, it is likely that
existing noise barriers will be moved near the edge of existing right-of-way or placed on new retaining walls,
and additional noise barriers may be installed along the project area. There are also several communication
towers and billboards that would be relocated or demolished for this project.

Construction Schedule and Maintenance of Traffic

The project is tentatively scheduled to begin in 2020 and expected to last year-round for up to 5 years. The
traffic management plan is currently under development. To the extent practicable, construction will occur off-
line to minimize lane closures and other impacts to motorists.

Existing Habitat and Bat Data

The project area consists mostly of previously disturbed right-of-way within a suburban area. Adjacent land
use generally consists of a mixture of commercial, residential, and wooded land. The study area includes a
16.3-acre wooded parcel located adjacent to the northwest of the 1-465/1-69 interchange, where a new ramp is
proposed. Approximately 8.59 acres of land is proposed from this parcel. The western project terminus is at
the West Fork White River, which has a wooded riparian floodway. The southern terminus is at Fall Creek
Road, where Skiles Test Nature Preserve is adjacent to the west. Woolen Gardens Nature Preserve/Fall
Creek Greenway is less than 0.2 mile to the south, and Fort Benjamin Harrison State Park is approximately 0.5
mile to the east. Relatively smaller strips of wooded land are also present within the project area along
streams, drainage ways, and fencerows.

The USFWS database was checked, and there are no reports of bats within a half-mile radius of the project
area. Based on verbal consultation with USFWS on March 13, 2019, there are records of bats not far from the
southern project terminus near Fall Creek.

The Indiana Department of Natural Resource, Division of Fish and Wildlife (IDNR-DFW), responded to early
coordination on October 6, 2017 (Attachment 2, pp7-10). The Natural Heritage Program identified Fort
Harrison State Park and the Bluffs of Fall Creek Nature Preserve within 0.5 mile of the southern project area.
IDNR-DFW did not identify records of the Indiana bat or NLEB within 0.5 mile of the project area.

Structures

The 20 existing bridges were inspected by INDOT for evidence of bats. The date of the most recent inspection
is shown in Table 2 (Attachment 3). Bridge No. 10, the I-69 northbound bridge over 82nd Street (169-200-
05307 BNBL) was reported to have evidence of “birds and/or nests” and “heavy amounts of pigeon” in the
INDOT bridge inspection report dated September 26, 2017 (Attachment 4, p1). Parsons inspected this bridge
and the abutting southbound bridge on March 29, 2019 and verified the presence of pigeons, nests, and
pigeon guano. No evidence of bat guano (i.e., mouse-like pellets) was observed (Attachment 4, p9).
Additionally, Bridge No. 25, the I-465 westbound bridge over White River and hiking trail (1465-127-05255
CWBL) was reported to have signs of “birds/swallows/nests” in the October 29, 2018 inspection report. Lastly,
Bridge No. 26, the 1-465 northbound over Fall Creek Road and Fall Creek Trail bridge (1465-123-04864 CNBL)
was reported to have signs of “birds/swallows/nests” in the June 25, 2018 inspection report. No other evidence
of wildlife using the bridges was reported in the bridge inspection reports. Excerpts of the bridge inspection
reports are provided in Attachment 4.

The 26 culverts were inspected by Parsons for evidence of bats in April and November 2018. No evidence of
bats or other wildlife was reported. The dates of the inspections and the results are summarized in Table 3
(Attachment 3).
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The six commercial structures that would be acquired are not yet accessible. Once acquired, they will be
inspected prior to demolition for evidence of bats as well as other concerns such as regulated asbestos
containing materials.

Water Resources and Wetlands

The project area was surveyed for the presence of waters of the U.S., such as streams and wetlands.
Excerpts from the approved Waters of the U.S. Report are provided in Attachment 5. Additionally, an
addendum is being prepared for the northern project terminus along 1-69 where project limits may be extended
due to maintenance of traffic. (Note, this area is within existing right-of-way and within 100 feet of existing
pavement.)

Definition of Suitable Summer Habitat

In consultation with the USFWS Field Office, the project area was reviewed for the presence of suitable

summer habitat for the bat species as defined by Appendix A of the USFWS 2018 Summer Survey

Guidelines'. These definitions include the following:
“Suitable summer habitat for Indiana bats consists of a wide variety of forested/wooded habitats where they
roost, forage, and travel and may also include some adjacent and interspersed nonforested habitats such
as emergent wetlands and adjacent edges of agricultural fields, old fields and pastures...Suitable summer
habitat for NLEB consists of a wide variety of forested/wooded habitats where they roost, forage, and travel
and may also include some adjacent and interspersed non-forested habitats such as emergent wetlands
and adjacent edges of agricultural fields, old fields and pastures...

Examples of unsuitable habitat: Trees found in highly-developed urban areas (e.g., street trees)...

Assessment of Potential Suitable Summer Habitat
The project area was split into four areas for the purposes of analyzing suitable summer habitat: the western
project area, the forested parcel, the southern project area, and developed areas.

WESTERN PROJECT AREA

The construction limits within the western project area, from the White River to Allisonville Road (Attachment 1,
p1), were narrowed to avoid impacts to the forested floodplain and unnamed tributaries. This will be achieved
by using mechanically-stabilized earth (MSE). All of the construction limits in this area are within 100 feet of
existing paved surfaces. Therefore, the western project area is not considered likely “suitable summer habitat”.

FORESTED PARCEL

The forested parcel northwest of the 1-465/1-69 interchange (Attachment 1, p2) is a total of 16.3 acres. Based
on aerial photographs?, much of this area was last farmed circa 1975, except for an area of mature trees that
was identified in the approved Waters of the U.S. Report® as containing forested wetlands (Wetlands 25 to 27,
Attachment 5, p2).

Tree species identified within the forested parcel include silver maple (Acer saccharinum), American elm
(Ulmus americana), green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica), red maple (Acer rubrum), autumn olive (Elaeagnus
umbellate), honeysuckle (Lonicera maackii), swamp white oak (Quercus bicolor), eastern cottonwood (Populus
deltoides), and northern white oak (Quercus alba). Based on the presence of a block of forest that contains
mature trees and forested wetlands, the forested parcel is considered likely “suitable summer habitat.”

! Range-Wide Indiana Bat Survey Guidelines, April 2018. Appendix A, pp13-14 https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/
mammals/inba/ surveys/pdf/2018RangewidelBatSurveyGuidelines.pdf

2 http://maps.indy.gov/MaplIndy/index.html

3 Waters of the U.S. Report - Clear Path 465, Des. No. 1400075, October 2, 2018; prepared by Parsons on behalf of INDOT.
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SOUTHERN PROJECT AREA

From East 65" Street to the southern terminus at the bridge over Fall Creek Road, the project area is adjacent
to Skiles Test Nature Preserve (Attachment 1, p3). All work in this area is confined within existing interstate
right-of-way. As discussed above, there are many habitat resources along Fall Creek, and USFWS indicated
there are records of protected bats not far from this area. Therefore, the wooded areas within this portion of the
project area is considered likely “suitable summer habitat”.

DEVELOPED AREAS

As visible on aerial photographs (Attachment 1, pp1-5), much of the land surrounding the project area is highly-
developed with residential neighborhoods, retail centers, office parks, and warehouses. The project area
adjacent to the highly-developed areas consists of existing interstate right-of-way. These areas are similar to
the “Examples of unsuitable habitat:...Trees found in highly-developed urban areas (e.g., street
trees)...”(USFWS 2018, p14). Therefore, the portions of the project area adjacent to highly-developed areas
are not considered likely “suitable summer habitat”.

Impacts

During construction, noise and vibrations throughout the project area would increase above current levels.
Bridges and culverts would be repaired, replaced, extended, or left as-is, as summarized in Tables 2 and 3
(Attachment 3). Commercial structures would be demolished. Additionally, tree clearing is needed to
accommodate the added travel lanes and interchange ramps. The proposed tree clearing is shown on the
Tree Clearing figures in Attachment 1 and are summarized below.

Table 1. Tree Clearing Summar

Acres of Trees with NETES B [11EES Ml Acres of Trees more
"y than 100 ft, but less Total Acres of
Area 100 ft of existing than 300 ft from
than 300 ft from o Trees
paved surfaces existing paved surfaces

existing paved surfaces

Entire Project Area 14.23 20.49

Within Suitable Summer Habitat
Forested Parcel 1.78 4.39 0.49 6.66

Southern Project

2.15 0.18 0.00 2.33
Area

The project would move and upgrade permanent lighting along the roadways. Temporary lighting may be used
during construction. Temporary lighting would be directed away from suitable habitat during the bats’ active
season. All permanent lighting would be directed away from suitable habitat during the active season. All
permanent lighting would be downward facing. Replacement lighting would use the same intensity or less than
the existing lighting.

The proposed impact to streams and wetlands were identified in the Waters of the U.S. Report (Attachment 5).
These impacts will be minimized and mitigated for through the Section 401/404 permitting process.

Commitments
The following commitments are proposed as Avoidance and Minimization Measures (AMMs) to reduce
potential impacts to the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat.

o Ensure all operators, employees, and contractors working in areas of known or presumed bat habitat
are aware of all FHWA/FRA/FTA (Transportation Agencies) environmental commitments, including all
applicable avoidance and minimization measures.

¢ All phases/aspects of the project (e.g., temporary work areas, alignments) would be modified, to the
extent practicable, to avoid tree removal in excess of what is required to implement the project safely.

e Tree removal would be limited to that specified in project plans and ensure that contractors would
understand clearing limits and how they are marked in the field (e.g., bright colored flagging/fencing
would be installed prior to any tree clearing to ensure contractors stay within clearing limits).
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o All tree removal activities would be restricted to when Indiana bats and northern long-eared bats are not
likely to be present (e.g., the inactive season) October 1 — March 30.

e All temporary lighting would be directed away from suitable habitat during the active season.

e When installing new or replacing existing permanent lights, use downward-facing, full cut-off lens lights
(with same intensity or less for replacement lighting); or for those transportation agencies using the
BUG system developed by the llluminating Engineering Society, the goal is to be as close to 0 for all
three ratings with a priority of "uplight" of 0 and "backlight" as low as practicable.

e The interior of commercial structures would be inspected for evidence of bats prior to demolition.
Bridge and culvert structures would be re-inspected for the presence of bats at least 24 months prior to
any work to the structure or roadway above/below the structure. If bat activity or signs of frequent bat
activity (e.g., guano stains) are observed, further coordination with USFWS would occur.

¢ A “Reinitiation Notice” is required if: more than 20.49 acres of trees are to be cleared; the amount or
extent of incidental take of Indiana bat is exceeded; new information about listed species is
encountered; new species is listed or critical habitat designated that the project may affect; the project
is modified in a manner that causes an effect to the listed species; or, new information reveals that the
project may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner not considered in the project information.

Conclusion

In consultation with USFWS, it was determined that the Proposed Action is not within the scope of the
Programmatic Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects in the Range of the Indiana Bat and Northern
Long-Eared Bat and will be processed as standard informal consultation.

Based on the review of existing data, structure inspections, assessment of likely and unlikely suitable summer
habitats, tree clearing quantities/mapping, and applied AMMs, the FHWA has determined the proposed project
has an effect finding of “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect - with AMMSs” for the federally endangered
Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and the federally threatened northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis).

The FHWA is requesting USFWS concurrence with this project “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect -
with AMMs” determination.

Please contact Juliet Port at (317) 616-4693 or Juliet.Port@parsons.com if you have any questions or require
additional information. We appreciate your attention to this project.

Certain attachments
intentionally omitted. Refer
to Appendix B for graphics.
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Attachment 3 - Bridge and Culvert Summary Tables
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Table 2. Clear Path 465 Bridges

Bridge No. Structure No. Date Inspected for Bats Evidence of Bats? Location/Crossing Scope of Work
1 1465-125-02377 BNBL 6/14/2018 No I-465 westbound over I-69 southbound to I-465 Demolish existing. New bridge moved off-line to the north
(existing) TBD (new) southbound Ramp, railroad, southbound Binford Boulevard (3 spans)
1465-125-02377 JCSBL
. I-465 eastbound over I-69 southbound to 1-465 Demolish existing. New bridge moved off-line to the north
2 (Existing) 6/14/2018 No . .
southbound Ramp, railroad, southbound Binford Boulevard (3 spans)
TBD (New)
1465-125-05270 BNBL D lish existing. N i ff-line to th th
3 6> (E5xi(s)t5in ;) 6/25/2018 No I-465 westbound over I-69, Binford Boulevard, I-465 emalish existing. New b(l;dsgzr:r;;)ved OTf-lin€ to the nor
8 eastbound to I-69 northbound ramp P
TBD (New)
1465-125-05270 JCSBL
o I-465 eastbound over I-69, Binford Boulevard, I-465 Demolish existing. New bridge moved off-line to the north
4 (Existing) 6/25/2018 No
eastbound to I-69 northbound ramp (2 spans)
TBD (New)
1465-125-05271 B
. I-69 southbound to I-465 southbound ramp over Demolish existing. New bridge moved off-line to the north
5 (Existing) 6/26/2018 No . . .
northbound Binford Boulevard (inside of existing) (2 spans)
TBD (New)
I-465 eastbound Ramp to 1-69 northbound over I-69, .
6 TBD N/A N New bridge (3
/ © railroad, southbound Binford Boulevard ew bridge (3 span)
5 18D N/A No I-69 southbound to I-46§ westbound over railroad, New bridge
southbound Binford Boulevard (2 spans)
I-465 northbound ramp to 1-69 northbound over New bridge
8 TBD N/A No .
northbound Binford Boulevard (assumed 1 span)
_ A . _ nd N b .d
9 TBD N/A No [-69 northbound collector dlstrldbutor (C-D) ramp to 82 ew bridge
Street over 82" Street (assumed 2 spans)
No (pigeon guano was Deck replacement and widening with semi-integral
10 169-200-05307 BNBL 3/29/2019 (pigeon g 1-69 northbound over 82nd Street P & &
observed) endbents
No (pi Deck repl t and wideni ith i-int I
11 169-200-05307 JCSBL 3/29/2019 o (pigeon guano was 1-69 southbound over 82nd Street eck replacement and widening with semr-integra
observed) endbents
82nd Street southbound on-ramp to southbound Binford .
12 TBD N/A N/A New bridge (assumed 2 spans)
Boulevard over 82nd Street
[-69 southbound t thbound Binford Boul d
13 TBD N/A N/A southbound ramp to southbound Binford Boulevar New bridge (assumed 2 spans)
over 82nd Street
[-69 southbound ramp to southbound Binford Boulevard .
14 TBD N/A N/A New bridge (assumed 2 spans)
over southbound 82nd Street on-ramp
Deck repl t and wideni ith i-int I
15 1465-124-05268 CNBL 6/25/2018 No -465 northbound over 71st Street eck replacement and widening with semi-integra
endbents
Deck repl t and wideni ith i-int I
16 1465-124-05268 CSBL 6/25/2018 No 1-465 southbound over 71st Street eck replacemen anen‘g';)ei:;ng WIth semi-integra
17 1465-125-02377 DRB 6/14/2018 No 169 SB to 1465 WB over the railroad Bridge Removal and new bridge
18 1465-123-05267CNBL 6/25/2018 No I-465 northbound over Fall Creek Road Temporary Striping
19 1465-123-05267 JCSB 6/25/2018 No I-465 southbound over Fall Creek Road Temporary Striping
N k on the bridge. Added t Il faci
20 1465-124-09121 6/25/2018 No E 75th Street over 1-465 o work on the bridge. Added travel lanes/resurfacing
beneath.
Page 1 of 2
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Bridge No. Structure No. Date Inspected for Bats Evidence of Bats? Location/Crossing Scope of Work
21 1465-125-0912 EBL 6/14/2018 No E 82nd Street eastbound over I-465 No work on the bridge. Added travel lanes/resurfacing
eastbound/westbound beneath.
29 1465-125-09630 WEL 6/14/2018 No E 82nd Street westbound over [-465 No work on the bridge. Added travel lanes/resurfacing
eastbound/westbound beneath.
N k on the bridge. Added t I faci
23 1465-126-09117 6/15/2018 No Allisonville Road over |-465 eastbound/westbound © woricon the bridge benezth ravel lanes/resurfacing
24 1465-127-05255 CEBL 10/29/2018 No [-465 eastbound over White River and hiking trail Temporary Striping
No (bird Il
25 1465-127-05255 CWBL 10/29/2018 o (birds/swallows/ I-465 westbound over White River and hiking trail Temporary Striping
nests were noted)
No (birds/swallows/ . .
26 1465-123-04864 CNBL 6/25/2018 I-465 northbound over Fall Creek and Fall Creek Trail Temporary Striping
nests were noted)
27 1465-123-04864 JDSB 6/25/2018 No I-465 southbound over Fall Creek and Fall Creek Trail Temporary Striping
Page 2 of 2
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Table 3. Clear Path 465 Culverts

. Parsons Inspection | Evidence of Est'm Existing
No. r re No. L ion Water Length Work T Des. No.
o Structure No ocatio aterbody Date bats? Cover (ft) | Structure engt o ype es. No
1 CV 1465-049-34.78 1.530 mile eastof |\ NT 2 to White River 11/30/2018 No 10 |50"x31"CcMP 280 Repair - Extend hostpipe | 1551646
Keystone Avenue and line
2 CV 1465-049-34.96 1.710 mile east of UNT 2 to White River 4/5/2018 No 10 91" x 58 280 Repair - Extend pipe 1801637
Keystone Avenue RCPE
located below Allisonville
3 CV 1465-049-35.31 L Road just north of UNT 2 to White River 4/12/2018 No 10 72" RCP 180 Repair - Extend pipe 1801638
intersection.
located below Allisonville 91" x 58"
4 CV 1465-049-35.31 R Road just south of UNT 2 to White River 4/5/2018 No 10 ROEP 180 Repair - Extend pipe 1801640
intersection.
5 CV 1465-049-35.76 R located below W. end of | |\ ,NT 1 o Allison Run 11/30/2018 No 3 3' X 6' RC Box 120 Existing structure remainin | 4551644
82nd Street bridge place
2.550 mile east of . 53" x 34" . .
6 CV 1465-049-35.77 Kovslone Avonus UNT 1 to Allison Run 4/5/2018 No 4 e Ep 300 Repair - Extend pipe 1801642
7 CV 1465-049-35.85 2.620 mile east of UNT 2 to Allison Run 4/5/2018 No 2 30"x51" RCEP 320 Repair - Extend pipe 1801643
Keystone Avenue
2 920 mile east of 16'-7 x 10'-1 Existing structure remain in
8 CV 1465-049-36.15 ) Howland Ditch 4/5/2018 No 4 SPPA w/ steel 240 place. No hydraulic 1801644
Keystone Avenue . ;
liner evaluation
9 Str. 465-77 (no asset tag) 3.1 mieast of Keystone |\ 1 4 Howland Ditch 11/30/2018 No 3 30” RCP 165 Replacement - Type 1, 42" | 4411639
Avenue Circular pipe
3.500 mile east of . 8'-9x6'-3 Replacement - Type 1,
10 CV 1465-049-36.72 R Keystons Avenus UNT 1 to Hillsdale Run 4/5/2018 No 6 oMp 185 rans RCB 1801645
11 CV 1465-049-36.75 3.510 mile east of UNT 1 to Hillsdale Run 11/30/2018 No 10 84" CMP 340 Replacement - Type 1, 1801646
Keystone Avenue 12'x5' RCB
3.620 mile east of Replacement - Type 1, 60"
12 CV 1465-049-36.86 R Keystone Avenue (located | UNT 2 to Hillsdale Run 4/5/2018 No 5 48" CMP 255 placer ype 1, 1801647
. Circular pipe
under Binford Boulevard)
. 9'-9x6'-7 Replacement - Type 1,
13 CV 1465-049-37.41 0.600 mile south of 169 Blue Creek 11/30/2018 No 5 P 300 g RCB 1801648
14 CV 1465-049-37.50 0.690 mile south of 169 UNT 3 to Blue Creek 11/30/2018 No 7 72" X 44 CMP 280 Rep'acgri':fl;‘lg; ;‘I’;’: 1,841 1801649
0. . 84" x 48" Replacement - Type 1,
15 CV 1465-49-37.88 1.070 mile south of 169 UNT 5 to Blue Creek 4/5/2018 No 12 Cop 320 Deformed Pipe, 36 SFT 1801650
16 Str. 465-79.1 (no asset tag) 1.2 mile south of 169 | Near UNT 5 to Blue Creek 11/30/2018 No 3 36" CMP 335 Rep'ac‘éri'r‘z;; ;iyppee 142" 1801651
17 CV 1465-049-38.22 1.360 mile south of 169 Wetland AX /AW 11/30/2018 No 3 48" x 33" CMP 300 Replace to provide cover. | 4g41657
Type 1, 6'x3' RCB
) , . ) Wetland AY/UNT 1 to ,, Replacement - Type 1,
18 Str. 465-82 (Asset Tag Req'd) | 1.5 mile south of 1-69 Garon Run 11/30/2018 No 3 36" CMP 250 Deformed Fipe, 8.0 SFT 1801653
48" x 33" CMP Replacement - Type 1 with
19 CV 169-049-200.11 0.110 mile north of 1465 Wetland Al/AH 4/12/2018 No 3 w/ 36" x 24" 80 P oo 42;? 1801654
Liner pan =
20 CV 169-049-200.15 0.155 mile north of 1465 | UNT 1 to Hillsdale Ditch 4/12/2018 No 2 8 '70’,‘\;;,'11 320 Structure will be removed | 1801655
Page 3 of 4
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. Parsons Inspection | Evidence of | Est'm Existing
No. Structure No. Location Waterbod Length Work Type Des. No.
y Date bats? Cover (ft) | Structure 9 yp
21 CV 169-049-200.18 R 0.178 mile north of 1465 | UNT 1 to Hillsdale Ditch 411212018 No 1 9-0x6-0 80 Replacement - Type 1, 1801656
CMP RCB w/ span ~ 6-ft
22 CV 169-049-200.71 0.702 mile north of 1465 | UNT 7 to Howland Ditch 4/12/2018 No 12 5%5;16 350 Rep'acemegé; ype T, x4 1801657
Repair or Replace. Utilizing
23 CV 169-049-200.90 L 0.900 mile north of 1465 Howland Ditch 4/12/2018 No 4 Twin 60" CMP 160 onsite detention, pipe may 1801658
be lined.
Repair or Replace. Utilizing
24 CV 169-049-200.92 0.920 mile north of 1465 Howland Ditch 4/12/2018 No 15 Twin 54" CMP 468 onsite detention, pipe may 1801659
be extended and lined.
Repair or Replace. Utilizing
25 CV 169-049-200.93 R 0.930 mile north of 1465 Howland Ditch 4/12/2018 No 4 Twin 54" CMP 205 onsite detention, pipe may 1801660
be extended and lined.
43" x 27" Replacement - Type 1,
26 Str. 69-5.1 (Asset Tag Req'd) 1.18 mile N of 1465 UNT 9 to Howland Ditch 11/30/2018 No 2 CSPA 210 10'x4' RCB on new 1801661
alignment
27 CV CSAW-2 0.08 mile N of 1465 Wetland Z 2/28/2019 No 28 33" CMP 298 TBD TBD
28 CV B-1 0.2 mile S of 75th Street UNT 3 to Howland Ditch 2/28/2019 No 3 24" CMP 217 TBD TBD
29 CV B-2 0.06 mile S of 75th Street | UNT 5 to Howland Ditch 2/28/2019 No 4 30" CMP 151 TBD TBD
UNT = unnamed tributary; CMP = corrugated metal pipe; RCEP = reinforced concrete elliptical pipe; SSPA = structural steel plate arch; RCP= reinforced concrete pipe; RC box = reinforced concrete box; CSPA= corrugated steel
pipe arch
Page 4 of 4
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Attachment 4 — Excerpts from Bridge Inspection Reports
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Port, Juliet

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] DES 1400075 Clear Path Bat Coordination I-465 and I-69
Attachments: LetterUSFWS reBats ClearPath465 1400075 4-17-19.pdf

From: McWilliams, Robin [mailto:robin _mcwilliams@fws.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2019 3:07 PM

To: Hinkle, Meghan <MHinkle@indot.IN.gov>

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] DES 1400075 Clear Path Bat Coordination 1-465 and I-69

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

Dear Ms. Hinkle,

These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16
U.S.C. 661 et. seq.) and are consistent with the intent of the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, and the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's
Mitigation Policy.

According to information you provided our office, the proposed project consists of 1-465/1-69
interchange modification and added travel lanes on the northeast side of Indianapolis, Indiana. It begins along I-
465 approximately 2.2 miles south of 1-69 at the 1-465 bridge over Fall Creek Road, continues through the 1-69
interchange, and terminates approximately 2.4 miles west of 1-69 at the White River Bridge. In the southwest,
the project begins 0.8 mile south of the 75th Street/Binford Boulevard intersection and travels north along 1-69
terminating approximately 1.4 miles north of 1-465. Alternative C Modified is the recommended alternative.

The project area consists mostly of previously disturbed right-of-way within a suburban area. Adjacent land use
generally consists of a mixture of commercial, residential, and wooded land. The study area includes a 16.3-acre
wooded parcel located adjacent to the northwest of the 1-465/1-69 interchange, where a new ramp is proposed.
Approximately 8.59 acres of land is proposed from this parcel. The western project terminus is at the West Fork
White River, which has a wooded riparian floodway. The southern terminus is at Fall Creek Road, where Skiles
Test Nature Preserve is adjacent to the west. Woolen Gardens Nature Preserve/Fall Creek Greenway is less than
0.2 mile to the south, and Fort Benjamin Harrison State Park is approximately 0.5 mile to the east. Relatively
smaller strips of wooded land are also present within the project area along streams, drainage ways, and
fencerows.

RECOMMENDATIONS
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Based on a review of the information you provided, we recommend the following mitigation measures
be included in the final project plans to minimize adverse impacts to fish and wildlife resources:

1. Avoid all work within the inundated part of the stream channel (in perennial streams
and larger intermittent streams) during the fish spawning season (April 1 through June 30),
except for work within sealed structures such as caissons or cofferdams that were installed
prior to the spawning season. No equipment should be operated below Ordinary High Water
Mark during this time unless the machinery is within the caissons or on the cofferdams.

2. Restrict below low-water work to placement of piers, pilings and/or footings, shaping of the
spill slopes around the bridge abutments, and placement of riprap.

3. Restrict channel work and vegetation clearing to the minimum necessary.

4. Construct new structures with a widened span and benches on one or both sides
to provide for wildlife crossing, if practical. The crossing should be above normal high water,
relatively flat and with natural substrate suitable for use by a wide variety of wildlife.

5. If riprap is utilized for bank stabilization, extend it below low-water elevation to provide
aquatic habitat.

6. Implement temporary erosion and siltation control devices such as placement of riprap
check dams in drainage ways and ditches, installation of silt fences, covering exposed areas
with erosion control materials, and grading slopes to retain runoff in basins.

7. Re-vegetate all disturbed soil areas immediately upon project completion, using native
trees and shrubs in the riparian zone wherever feasible.

8. Post DO NOT DISTURSB signs at the construction zone boundaries and do not clear trees
or understory vegetation outside the boundaries.
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9. To protect water quality we recommend using pollutant-trapping technology such as storm
drain inserts, etc. on any new roadway sections to reduce runoff of urban pollutants to
local stream systems.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

The proposed project is within the range of the federally endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and
the federally threatened northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) (NLEB). There are records of
both species in Marion County.

Indiana bats hibernate in caves then disperse to reproduce and forage in relatively undisturbed
forested areas associated with water resources during spring and summer. Recent research has
shown that they will inhabit fragmented landscapes with adequate forest for roosting and

foraging. Young are raised in nursery colony roosts in trees, typically near drainage-ways in
undeveloped areas. Like all other bat species in Indiana, the Indiana bat diet consists exclusively of
insects.

The northern long-eared bat is listed as threatened under the Endangered Species Act. At this time,
no critical habitat has been proposed for the NLEB. The entire state of Indiana is within the known
range of the NLEB. During the summer, NLEBSs typically roost singly or in colonies in cavities,
underneath bark, crevices, or hollows of both live and dead trees and/or snags (typically 23 inches
dbh). Males and non-reproductive females may also roost in cooler places, like caves and

mines. This bat seems opportunistic in selecting roosts, using tree species based on presence of
cavities or crevices or presence of peeling bark. It has also been occasionally found roosting in
structures like barns and sheds (particularly when suitable tree roosts are unavailable). They forage
for insects in upland and lowland woodlots and tree lined corridors. During the winter, NLEBs
predominately hibernate in caves and abandoned mine portals. Additional habitat types may be
identified as new information is obtained.

There is suitable summer habitat for both of these species present throughout the area surrounding
the project site, including wooded areas within the project boundary. The project will not eliminate
enough habitat to affect these species, but to avoid incidental take from removal of an occupied roost
tree we recommend that tree-clearing be avoided during the period April 1 - September 30. If this
measure is implemented we concur that the proposed project is not likely to adversely affect the
Indiana bat or the northern long-eared bat.
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This precludes the need for further consultation on this project as required under Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended. However, should new information arise pertaining to
project plans or a revised species list be published, it will be necessary for the Federal agency to
reinitiate consultation.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment at this early stage of project planning. If project plans
change such that fish and wildlife habitat may be affected, please re-coordinate with our office as
soon as possible. If you have any questions about our recommendations, please call Robin
McWilliams Munson at (812) 334-4261 (Ext. 207).

Sincerely,

Robin

Robin McWilliams Munson
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
620 South Walker Street

Bloomington, Indiana 46403
812-334-4261 x. 207 Fax: 812-334-4273

Monday, Tuesday - 7:30a-3:00p
Wednesday, Thursday - telework 8:30a-3:00p

On Tue, Apr 16, 2019 at 10:14 AM Hinkle, Meghan <MHinkle@indot.in.gov> wrote:

Good Morning Robin,

Attached is the updated letter for DES 1400075 Clear Path for your review.

Let me know if you have any questions or comments.

Thanks,

Meghan Hinkle
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Major Projects / LPA Review Liaison
Environmental Services Division
Indiana Department of Transportation
100 N Senate Ave N 642

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2216
317-232-1490

Email: MHinkle@indot.IN.gov

[in.gov]

From: McWilliams, Robin [mailto:robin_mcwilliams@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, April 11,2019 11:11 AM

To: Hinkle, Meghan <MHinkle@indot.IN.gov>

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] DES 1400075 Clear Path Bat
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From: Nguyen, Long

To: Jones, Larry; Chappell, Bill; Port. Juliet
Subject: RE: Clear Path 465 Request for Information
Date: Thursday, December 07, 2017 2:24:31 PM
Attachments: image002.png

image003.png

From: Jones, Larry

Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2017 2:15 PM

To: Chappell, Bill <Bill.Chappell@indy.gov>; Nguyen, Long <Long.Nguyen@indy.gov>
Subject: FW: Clear Path 465 Request for Information

Was the sidewalk to the INDOT exit ramp a part of the original project or did we extend it during
construction?

From: Port, Juliet [mailto:Juliet.Port@parsons.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2017 2:08 PM

To: Jones, Larry <Larry.Jones@indy.gov
Cc: Zwoyer, Mark <Mark.Zwover@Indy.Gov>; Park, Melody <Melody.Park@Indy.Gov>; Nicholson,

Angela <Angela.Nicholson@indy.gov>; Chaifetz, Carl <Carl.Chaifetz@parsons.com>
Subject: RE: Clear Path 465 Request for Information

Larry,

We appreciate your quick response. We were aware DPW had discussions with INDOT about
the 82"9 st sidewalks; that’s one of the reasons we reached out to you for more information.

We would like a copy of the plans for the new sidewalk on the north side of E g2nd (west of the
interchange). Is that something you can email? Alternatively, we can probably look it up
ourselves if you can share the INDOT contract number.

Thank You,

Jubiet Bort

From: Jones, Larry [mailto:Larry.Jones@indy.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2017 10:28 AM
To: Port, Juliet <Juliet.Port@parsons.com>

Cc: Zwoyer, Mark <Mark.Zwover@Indy.Gov>; Park, Melody <Melody.Park@Indy.Gov>; Nicholson,

Angela <Angela.Nicholson@indy.gov>
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Subject: RE: Clear Path 465 Request for Information

Juliet,
82" Street at 1-69

We are currently wrapping up the construction of the resurfacing of 82"9 Street from Allisonville
Road to Bash Road a Federally Funded project that includes 9,300 Lft. of new sidewalk providing

pedestrian access along both sides of 8219 Street. The new sidewalk on the north side of 82" Street

extends to the current INDOT ramp from SB I-69 to 82"d Street. On the south side our new sidewalk
connects to existing sidewalk at Bash Street. This existing sidewalk extends under the 1-69 bridges

znd

over 82" Street and extending to existing sidewalk on the south side of 829 Street at Shadeland

an

Ave. We also just completed the widening of 82" Street from Hague Road to Lantern Road. This

2nd

added travel lane project also included 11,200 feet new sidewalk on both sides of 82" Street. In

znd

January we are bidding the 82" Street Added Travel Lanes project from Lantern Road to Fall Creek

Road (Des No. 1383172). This project provides another 4,300 feet of new sidewalk extending

pedestrian connectivity along 82"9 Street to Fall Creek Road.

DPW currently has no projects in development to provide pedestrian facilities for the north side of
82"9 Street within the limits of the 1-69 interchange. We were aware of the upcoming INDOT
interchange project that is now being called Clear Path 465 and felt anything we constructed prior
to it would only be temporary. In our previous meetings with INDOT we have been very clear that we

want them to connect to the existing sidewalks on the north side of 8219 Street both east and west
of I-69 as a part of their Clear Path 465 project.

75™ Street and Binford Blvd. (Des No. 1401015)

We currently have an HSIP project in design on Binford Blvd from 38! Street to I1-69 that is funded
for construction FY 2019. As a part of that project one of goals was to connect to the existing
sidewalk at Kitley Ave. on the east side of Heritage Christian School campus and extend pedestrian

facilities to the west along the south side of 75t Street through the Binford Blvd. intersection. We
are still in preliminary engineering with the details of this goal. Mark Zwoyer is the point person for
that project.

I hope this has answered your questions. If not feel free to give me a call.

From: Port, Juliet [mailto:Juliet.Port@parsons.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2017 3:45 PM

To: Jones, Larry <Larry.Jones@indy.gov
Subject: FW: Clear Path 465 Request for Information
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Larry - | tried to copied you, but | didn’t use the correct email address. Sorry about that. Please
see below.

Jutiet Fort

From: Port, Juliet

Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2017 3:42 PM

To: Mark Zwoyer <mark.zwover@indy.gov

Cc: Perron, Mark <Mark.Perron@parsons.com>; Chaifetz, Carl <Carl.Chaifetz@parsons.com>; Larry
Jones <larryjones@indy.gov>

Subject: Clear Path 465 Request for Information

RE: Clear Path 465
Request for Information from DPW
Pedestrian Improvement Projects / Existing Sidewalks
Des. 1400075

Mark,

As you know, we are working on behalf of INDOT on this project. We would like additional
information on the existing and proposed sidewalks in these areas:

e Along E 82"4 Street beneath the 1-69 bridge and interchange ramps
e The intersection of E 75" Street and Binford Blvd

We were told there are plans to widen the southern sidewalk along E 82"9 Street (for ADA?).
Also, is there a sidewalk planned beneath the bridge and across the ramps for the north side of

E. 82"9 Street? Are there any plans or scoping documents you can share? Likewise, is there
anything you can send us on 75" and Binford?

We appreciate your time and assistance on this project. Please do not hesitate to contact us
with any questions or concerns.

Thank You,

Juliet Port, LPG

Senior Environmental Planner

101 W Ohio St., Suite 2121 - Indianapolis, IN 46204
juliet.port@parsons.com - P: +1 317.616.4693

PARSONS - Envision More
www.parsons.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook
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Port, Juliet

From: Miller, Daniel J

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 8:46 AM

To: Denman, Andre T

Cc: Colvin, Don; Sheets, Nathan; Zortman, Gretchen S.; Borden, David; 'Shi, Runfa'; Ronald Bales; Miller,
Brandon; Perron, Mark; Port, Juliet

Subject: RE: Clear Path 465; INDOT Des. No. 1400075; Section 4(f)

Good morning Andre’,

The comment period for the East 71° Street Multi-Use Trail Legal Notice ended on July 10, 2020. The only comments
received were about the design of the project (unrelated to the trail). We will be finalizing the EA and preparing for the
public hearing. | will notify you when a date is set.

Please let me know if you have any questions. | hope all is well.

Thanks,
Dan

Daniel J. Miller

Project Manager/Environmental Services Manager

101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121 - Indianapolis, IN 46204
Daniel.J.Miller@Parsons.com

Direct: 317.616.4663 / Mobile: 812.987.1578

PARSONS - Envision More
www.parsons.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook
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6/16/2020 Mail - Port, Juliet - Outlook

[EXTERNAL] RE: Clear Path 465 and LWCF property

Hurst, Allen A <AHurst@dnr.IN.gov>
Tue 6/16/2020 3:55 PM

To: Port, Juliet <Juliet.Port@parsons.com>
Cc: Bronson, Bob <bbronson@dnr.IN.gov>

I 1 attachments (3 MB)

Attachments
ClearParth 465 Attachments.zip; intentionally omitted.
Refer to Appendix B for
Designation #: 1400075 graphics.

Description: Clear Oath 465
Hello,

The project as submitted will not impact a LWCF site or a Designated Natural, Scenic, or Recreational River. As
such, it meets INDNR Division of Outdoor Recreation approval.

Thank you,

ALLEN HursT

TraiLs COORDINATOR

DivisioN oF OUTDOOR RECREATION

DepaRTMENT OF NATURAL Resources | [pNR.IN.Gov]pnr.IN.Gov

402 W.WasHINGTON ST. Room W 271, INpianapoLs, IN 46204
P: (317)232-4070 | AHURST(@DNR.IN.GOV

* Please let us know about the quality of our service by taking this brief customer survey. [surveymonkey.com]

From: Bronson, Bob

Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 11:08 AM

To: Hurst, Allen A <AHurst@dnr.IN.gov>
Subject: FW: Clear Path 465 and LWCF property

Please review

From: Port, Juliet [mailto:Juliet.Port@parsons.com]

Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 10:45 AM

To: Bronson, Bob <bbronson@dnr.IN.gov>

Cc: Boszor, Brian <BBoszor@dnr.IN.gov>; Miller, Daniel J <Daniel.).Miller@parsons.com>
Subject: Clear Path 465 and LWCF property

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

RE: Clear Path 465

Marion County

Des. 1400075

Link to project website: https://www.in.gov/indot/3654.htm [in.gov]

To: Robert Bronson

https://outlook.office.com/mail/deeplink?version=2020060802.13&popoutv2=1 1/3
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6/16/2020 Mail - Port, Juliet - Outlook

IDNR, Division of Outdoor Recreation
Grants Section Chief

Mr. Bronson,

We are contacting you on behalf of the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) regarding the
referenced project. The National Park Service (NPS) requested we contact you directly because this
project is within 0.5 mile of Land Conservation and Water Fund (LWCF) property, including 18-00247,
369, 459, and 505 (Fall Creek) (letter attached). The project limits are shown on the attached
Project Location Map and USGS Topographic excerpt (see zip folder, file entitled “Exhibits Clear Path
465 Site Location.pdf”).

Previous correspondence is provided in the attached zip-folder. This included a Resource Agency
Meeting (RAM) held on November 17, 2017, which was attended by Mr. Brian Boszor of the Division
of Fish and Wildlife (DFW), and several people from the IDNR, Division of Historic Preservation and
Archeology (DHPA). Ms. Christie Stanifer provided a formal IDNR-DFW response letter in November
2017 (attached). Additionally, IDNR-DHPA has been consulted with throughout the project
development process (documentation available upon request). We are currently preparing the draft
Environmental Assessment, to be published later this year.

Between East 715! Street and the southern project terminus at Fall Creek Road, the project area is
entirely within existing interstate right-of-way. There should be no impacts to Fall Creek Trail, nor the
other nearby resources including Skiles Test Trail and Skiles Test Nature Preserve; Woolen Gardens
and Fall Creek Greenway Trail; Bluffs of Fall Creek Nature Preserve; Lawrence Creek Nature
Preserve; and Fort Benjamin Harrison State Parks. These resources are outside the construction
limits, and there will be no change to access. The project will not impact the activities, features, or
attributes of these properties.

Additional project information is provided on the project’s website (linked above). If you have
additional comments or questions, please provide a response within fifteen (15) days so we can
incorporate that into our environmental document. We appreciate your attention to this project.
Thank you,

Juliet Port, LPG

Principal Environmental Planner

101 W Ohio, Suite 2121

Indianapolis, IN 46204

juliet.port@parsons.com

Direct: +1 317.616.4693

Parsons / LinkedIn [linkedin.com] / Twitter [twitter.com] / Facebook [facebook.com] / Instagram [instagram.com]

'NOTICE: This email message and all attachments transmitted with it may contain privileged and confidential information,
and information that is protected by, and proprietary to, Parsons Corporation, and is intended solely for the use of the
addressee for the specific purpose set forth in this communication. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any reading, dissemination, distribution, copying, or other use of this message or
its attachments is strictly prohibited, and you should delete this message and all copies and backups thereof. The
recipient may not further distribute or use any of the information contained herein without the express written

https://outlook.office.com/mail/deeplink?version=2020060802.13&popoutv2=1 2/3
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Greenfield District PHONE: 1-855-463-6848 Eric Holcomb, Governor
32 South Broadway FAX: (317) 467-3957 Joe McGuinness,
Greenﬂeld, IN 46140 Commissioner

June 11, 2020

Andrew Rodewald, PE
Project Manager
City of Noblesville

RE: Clear Path 465, Des. 1400075
Temporary Occupancy of Nickel Plate Trail

Dear Mr. Rodewald,

Parsons is working on behalf of the Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) on the Clear Path 465 project, which includes the I-69 and 1-465 interchange in Marion County.
The former Hoosier Heritage Port Authority Railroad, which roughly parallels I-69 to the west, is located within the
project area and is a rails-to-trails project called the Nickel Plate Trail (Attachment page 1). The Clear Path 465 project is
tentatively scheduled to begin in 2022 and expected to last year-round through 2024.

According to INDOT’s records, the real estate for the proposed trail within the Clear Path 465 project area is currently
owned by “City of Noblesville and The Town of Fishers” (Attachment page 2). Therefore, we are reaching out to you,
seeking the opinion of the “Officials with Jurisdiction” (OWJs) associated with the public entities that own the future trail.
Approximately 0.234 acre of temporary right-of-way will be acquired from the future trail property to provide access
during construction.

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 prohibits the use of certain public and historic lands for
federally funded transportation facilities unless there is no feasible and prudent alternative. The law applies to significant
publicly owned parks, recreation areas (including public trails), wildlife / waterfowl refuges, and National Register of
Historic Places eligible or listed historic properties. Lands subject to this law are considered Section 4(f) resources. The
Nickel Plate Trail is publicly-owned and is included in regional Master Plans, including the Indy Moves 2018 Final
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (indy gov/activity/comprehensive-plan-for-the-city-county), the Indianapolis
February 2020 Castleton Strategic Revitalization Plan (mycastleton.com). the Fishers Nickel Plate Trail Master Plan
2040 (playfishers.com), and the 2020 Noblesville Master Plan (cityofnoblesville.org). Therefore, the Nickel Plate Trail is
a Section 4(f) resource.

Per the FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper, July 2012, (environment.fhwa.dot.gov/legislation/section4{/4fpolicy.pdf),
“temporary occupancy” of Section 4(f) land includes right-of-entry, project construction, temporary easement, or similar
short-term arrangements involving a Section 4(f) property. A “temporary occupancy” will not constitute a Section 4(f) use
when all of the conditions listed in 23 CFR 774.13(d) are satisfied:

1) Duration must be temporary, i.e., less than the time needed for construction of the project, and there should be no
change in ownership of the land;

2) Scope of the work must be minor, i.e., both the nature and the magnitude of the changes to the Section 4(f)
property are minimal;

3) There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be interference with the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis;

4) The land being used must be fully restored, i.e., the property must be returned to a condition which is at least as
good as that which existed prior to the project; and

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer .’.5?.’{'..'19"9'
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5) There must be documented agreement of the OWIJ(s)' over the Section 4(f) resource regarding the above
conditions.

The project team has been coordinating with the City of Indianapolis, Department of Public Works (DPW) and
Indianapolis Parks and Recreation (Indy Parks) regarding the proposed impacts to the Nickel Plate Trail. The project team
met with DPW and Indy Parks on October 7, 2019 and discussed plans for the trail (Attachment pages 3-5). DPW and
Indy Parks are actively seeking funding to develop the trail within Marion County, including the project area. INDOT will
accommodate this trail by providing space for a future 10-foot wide asphalt path along the former rail alignment within
the project area, a length of approximately 860 feet. Further coordination with Indy Parks and DPW will occur to avoid
construction conflicts between the Clear Path 465 project and the rails-to-trails project. Depending on the timing of both
projects, it is possible the portion of the rails-to-trails project within the construction limits of the Clear Path 465 project
would be constructed by the Clear Path 465 project.

The proposed temporary right-of-way needed for the Clear Path 465 project is a “temporary occupancy” that meets the
above-listed conditions because temporary right-of-way is necessary for contractor access, which will be short in duration,
there will be no change in land ownership, there will be no changes to the activities, features, or attributes of the property,
and the land will be returned in as good or better condition. As such, INDOT respectfully requests your concurrence with
the assessment of project effects by signing the concurrence line below and returning it to me.

We appreciate your assistance in this matter. If you have any concerns or need further information, please do not hesitate
to contact us, I can be reached at (317) 616-4663 and Daniel.J. Miller@parsons.com.

Sincerely,

Daniel J. Miller
Environmental Services Manager
Parsons, on behalf of INDOT

Concurrence: (0% W . Q 2 / 2020

Andrew Rodewald, P Date
Project Manager

City of Noblesville : :
Attachments intentionally
omitted to avoid duplication.
Attachments Refer.to Appendix B for .
graphics. Refer to Appendix
cc: Jason Taylor, Director of Engineering, City of Fishers Gre 00 DIPLY GESiCIEHi.
Runfa Shi, INDOT PM

Andrew Dietrick, INDOT Major Projects

André Denman, Principle Park Planner & Greenways Manager, City of Indianapolis
Donald Colvin, Deputy Director, City of Indianapolis Dept. of Parks and Recreation
Ron Bales, INDOT Environmental Services

Brandon Miller, INDOT Environmental Services

Mark Perron, Parsons PM

! An OW] for public recreation areas is defined as, “the officials of the agency or agencies that own or administer the property in question and who
are empowered to represent the agency on matters related to the property.” Source:
hup A% g [policy.pi
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