
SR 65 over Black River Bridge Replacement 
Gibson County, Indiana 
Des. No. 1700165 

Appendix C: Early Coordination 



HNTB Corporation 111 Monument Circle Telephone (317)636-4682 

The HNTB Companies Suite 1200 Facsimile (317) 917-5211 

Engineers Architects Planners Indianapolis, IN 46204 www.hntb.com 

May 10, 2019  

Ernest Stoops 
Design and Environmental Manager, Vincennes District 
Indiana Department of Transportation 
3650 S US Highway 41  
Vincennes, IN 47591 

Re: Early Coordination Letter 
Des. No. 1700165 
SR 65 over Black River  
Bridge Project 
Gibson County, Indiana 

Dear Mr. Stoops: 

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) intend 
to proceed with a project involving the bridge (Bridge No. 065‐26‐00313) carrying State Road (SR) 65 
over the Black River, approximately 2.09 miles south of SR 168 in Gibson County, Indiana. This letter is 
part of the early coordination phase of the environmental review process. We request comments from 
you within your area of expertise regarding any potential environmental or community effects 
associated with this proposed project. Please use the above designation number and description in your 
reply. We will incorporate your comments into a study of the project’s environmental effects. 

Project Location: The project area is located in a rural area of Gibson County, Indiana. More specifically, 
the project is located in Section 24 Township 3 South, Range 12 West in Montgomery Township.  

Existing Conditions: The single span reinforced concrete girder bridge was built in 1924 and widened in 
1966. This section of SR 65 is classified as a rural major collector. The existing surface, deck, 
superstructure, and substructure show signs of deterioration. The surface has a one-inch gap over the 
east fascia beam of the original structure and east widening beam. The deck has exposed 
reinforcement and delamination on the underside. The superstructure has exposed reinforcement, 
cracking, spalling, and scaling. The substructure has vertical cracks in each abutment and moderate 
cracking at the wingwalls.  

Purpose and Need: The need for this project is due to the deteriorated condition of the bridge, as 
documented in the INDOT Bridge Inspection Report dated June 6, 2017. The purpose of this project is to 
maintain a safe vehicular crossing of SR 65 over the Black River, while maintaining adequate hydraulic 
function. 

Proposed Project:  Proposed activities include replacement of the bridge, guardrail replacement, and 
relocation of a field entrance in the southeast corner. Utility coordination will be performed to verify 
location of surrounding utilities for potential relocation.  

Right-of-Way (ROW): Acquisition of more than 0.5 acre of additional permanent right-of-way is 
anticipated for this project.  

Maintenance of Traffic (MOT): During construction, SR 65 will have a temporary closure with a detour. 

Sample Early Coordination Letter
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Surrounding Resources: Land use in the vicinity of the project is primarily agricultural and residential. 
Black River lies within the project area. The project is not located within a wellhead protection area or 
an Urban Area Boundary (UAB). No swallows’ nests have been observed underneath the structure. 
HNTB Corporation staff will perform a wetland and waterway determination and a biological 
assessment to identify any ecological resources that may be present.  

This project qualifies for the application of the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) range-
wide programmatic informal consultation for the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat. The USFWS 
Information, Planning, and Consultation System (IPaC), will be utilized to determine if the project will 
have an effect on the Indiana bat or northern long-eared bat. The INDOT Bridge Inspection Report for 
Bridge No 065‐26‐00313 dated June 6, 2017 states that no evidence of bats was seen or heard on the 
bridge. 

Comments Request: You are asked to review this information and provide any comments you may have 
relative to the anticipated effects of the project on areas which you have jurisdiction or special 
expertise. Please send your comments to Susan Harrington, of HNTB Corporation, at 
sharrington@hntb.com or (317) 917-5233. Should we not receive your response within thirty (30) 
calendar days from the date of this letter, it will be assumed that your agency feels that there will be no 
adverse effects incurred as a result of the proposed project. However, should you find that an extension 
to the response time is necessary, a reasonable amount may be granted upon request.  

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact Susan Harrington, of HNTB 
Corporation, at sharrington@hntb.com or (317) 917-5233; or Troy Arnold, INDOT Project Manager, at 
TArnold1@indot.in.gov or (812) 895-7348. Thank you in advance for your input. 

Sincerely, 

HNTB CORPORATION 

 

Susan Harrington 

Attachments: Figure 1: Project Location Map 
  Figure 2: Project Area Aerial 
  Figure 3: USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Quad Map 
  Photo Location Map 

Project Location Photographs 
 

Cc: Rickie Clark, INDOT Public Hearings 
Brian Royer, Indiana Department of Natural Resources Division of Oil and Gas 
Indiana Geological Survey, via webform 
Indiana Department of Environmental Management, via webform 
Ernest Stoops, INDOT Environmental Manager, Vincennes District 
Christie Stanifer, Indiana Department of Natural Resources 
Rick Neilson, Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Greg McKay, USACE Environmental Analysis Branch – Louisville District 
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration  
Robin McWilliams-Munson, US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Michael Martin, Gibson County Surveyor 
Timothy Bottoms, Gibson County Sheriff 

Attachments have been removed to
avoid duplication.  Graphics and
photos can be found in Appendix
B of this document.
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Stacey Humbaugh, South Gibson School Corporation Superintendent 
Gerald Bledsoe, Gibson County Commissioner 
Chuck Lewis, Gibson County Highway Department Director 
Stephanie McKinney, Gibson County Emergency Management Director/Floodplain 
Administrator 
Troy Arnold, INDOT Project Manager 
Megan Wallace, HNTB Corporation  
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Susan Harrington

From: Falls, Ryan G <RFalls@indot.IN.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 8:48 AM
To: Susan Harrington
Subject: RE: Early Coordination Letter - Des. No. 1700165 - SR 65 over Black River Bridge Project, Gibson 

County

Susan Harrington, 
 
At this point, the Vincennes District ES office has no comment on this project. In the future, you may direct all early 
coordination letters solely to myself. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to respond to early coordination, 
 
Ryan Falls 
Capital Program Management-Environmental Manager II 
Indiana Department of Transportation 
3650 South U.S. Highway 41 
Vincennes, IN 47591 
Office: 812-895-7326 
Fax: 812-895-7474 
Cisco: 14605 
Email:  rfalls@indot.IN.gov 
*I am usually only able to be reached by the above office number 
one day out of the week. Please email me inquiries if I cannot be reached.  

 

               
 
From: Stoops, Ernie  
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 2:46 PM 
To: Falls, Ryan G <RFalls@indot.IN.gov> 
Subject: FW: Early Coordination Letter ‐ Des. No. 1700165 ‐ SR 65 over Black River Bridge Project, Gibson County 
 
Ryan, 
 
For your  response.   
 
Ernest A. Stoops PE 
Capital Program Management-In House Services Manager 
Indiana Department of Transportation 
3650 South U.S. Highway 41 
Vincennes, IN 47591 
Office: 812-895-7390 
Fax: 812-895-7474 
Email:  estoops@indot.IN.gov 
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Daniel Logsdon

From: McWilliams, Robin <robin_mcwilliams@fws.gov>
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 3:34 PM
To: Susan Harrington
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Early Coordination Letter - Des. No. 1700165 - SR 65 over Black River 

Bridge Project, Gibson County

Dear Susan, 
 

This responds to your recent letter, requesting our comments on the aforementioned project.  

 

These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (l6 U.S.C. 661 et. seq.) and 
are consistent with the intent of the National Environmental Policy Act of l969, the Endangered Species Act of l973, and the U. 
S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Mitigation Policy. 

 

The project is within the range of the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) and 
should follow the new Indiana bat/northern long-eared bat programmatic consultation process, if applicable (i.e. a federal 
transportation nexus is established).  We will review that information once it is received. 

 

The project is also within the range of the federally endangered least tern, interior population (Sterna antillarum).  These birds typically can 
be found on large rivers, dredged spoil islands, and man-made habitats that include constructed nesting islands and gravel areas near 
impoundments. There does not appear to be any suitable habitat for the terns in the project vicinity. 

 

Based on a review of the information you provided, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has no objections to the project as 
currently proposed.  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. Standard recommendations are provided below.  

 

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 recoordinate with our office as soon as possible. If you have any questions about our 
recommendations, please call (812) 334-4261 x. 207. 

 
Sincerely, 
Robin McWilliams Munson 
 
Standard Recommendations: 

1.      Do not clear trees or understory vegetation outside the construction zone boundaries.  (This restriction is not related to 
the “tree clearing” restriction for potential Indiana Bat habitat.) 

2.      Restrict below low-water work in streams to placement of culverts, piers, pilings and/or footings, shaping of the spill slopes 
around the bridge abutments, and placement of riprap. 
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Culverts should span the active stream channel, should be either embedded or a 3-sided or open-arch culvert, and be installed 
where practicable on an essentially flat slope.  When an open-bottomed culvert or arch is used in a stream, which has a good 
natural bottom substrate, such as gravel, cobbles and boulders, the existing substrate should be left undisturbed beneath the 
culvert to provide natural habitat for the aquatic community. 

3.      Restrict channel work and vegetation clearing to the minimum necessary for installation of the stream crossing structure. 

4.      Minimize the extent of hard armor (riprap) in bank stabilization by using bioengineering techniques whenever possible. If 
rip rap is utilized for bank stabilization, extend it below low-water elevation to provide aquatic habitat. 

5.      Implement temporary erosion and sediment control methods within areas of disturbed soil.  All disturbed soil areas upon 
project completion will be vegetated following INDOT’s standard specifications. 

6.       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 shall be operated below Ordinary High Water Mark 
during this time unless the machinery is within the caissons or on the cofferdams. 

7.      Evaluate wildlife crossings under bridge/culverts projects in appropriate situations.  Suitable crossings include flat areas 
below bridge abutments with suitable ground cover, high water shelves in culverts, amphibian tunnels and diversion fencing. 

 
 
 
 
 
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 Fri, May 10, 2019 at 10:48 AM Susan Harrington <sharrington@hntb.com> wrote: 

Good Morning Robin, 

  

Please see attached early coordination letter and supporting graphics for SR 65 over Black River in Gibson County.  If 
you have any questions regarding this project, please feel free to contact me by phone or email. 

  

Thanks and have a great weekend! 

  

Susan 
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Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Indiana State Office 

6013 Lakeside Boulevard
Indianapolis, IN 46278 

317-290-3200

Helping People Help the Land. 

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender. 

February 21, 2020 

Dan Logsdon 

HNTB Corporation 

111 Monument Circle, Suite 1200 

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 

Dear Mr. Logsdon: 

The proposed project to address the deteriorating condition of the bridge that carries State Road 

65 over Black River in Gibson County, Indiana, (Des No 1700165), as referred to in your letter 

received May 10, 2019, will not cause a conversion of prime farmland. 

If you need additional information, please contact John Allen at 317-295-5859. 

Sincerely, 

 

JERRY RAYNOR 

State Conservationist 

JERRY RAYNOR Digitally signed by JERRY RAYNOR 

Date: 2020.02.23 21:02:58 -05'00'
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Organization and Project Information

Project ID: 
Des. ID: 
Project Title: SR 65 over Black River - Des. No. 1700165
Name of Organization: HNTB Corporation
Requested by: Dan Logsdon

Environmental Assessment Report

Geological Hazards:
High liquefaction potential
1% Annual Chance Flood Hazard

1.

Mineral Resources:
Bedrock Resource: Low Potential 
Sand and Gravel Resource: Low Potential 

2.

Active or abandoned mineral resources extraction sites:
Petroleum Exploration Wells

3.

*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: February 17, 2020

PrivaCopyright © 2015 The Trustees of Indiana University, Copyright ComplaintsDes. No. 1700165 Appendix C, Page 15 of 46
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Metadata: 
https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Petroleum_Wells.html

https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Seismic_Earthquake_Liquefaction_Potential.html

https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Industrial_Minerals_Sand_Gravel_Resources.html

https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Hydrology/Floodplains_FIRM.html

https://maps.indiana.edu/metadata/Geology/Bedrock_Geology.html
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Daniel Logsdon

From: Wright, Kristy <KWright@indot.IN.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2019 8:38 AM
To: Laura Morales
Cc: Stoops, Ernie; Falls, Ryan G; Peterson, Jared D
Subject: FW: District USFWS Bat Database Inquiry for Des. 1700165 - SR 65 over Black River

RE:  bat database review  DES 1700165  SR 65 over Black River 
Consultant:  Morales - HNTB 
 
Results:  
 
 A review of the USFWS database did not indicate the presence of endangered bat species in or within the 0.5 
mile search radius of the project area. The range-wide programmatic consultation for the Indiana bat and the 
Northern Long-eared bat will be completed according to “Using the USFWS IPaC System for Listed Bat 
Consultation, for INDOT Projects, dated May 10, 2018. 
 
Please add Ernest Stoops and Ryan Falls to your IPaC study, as reviewers.  
Thank you. 
 
 
Kristy Wright 
Capital Program Management- Environmental Manager II 
3650 South U.S. Highway 41 
Vincennes, IN 47591 
Office: (812) 895-7335   
Email:  kwright@indot.IN.gov 
The content of this email is confidential and intended for the recipient specified in message only. It is strictly forbidden to share any part of this message with 
any third party, without a written consent of the sender. If you received this message by mistake, please reply to this message and follow with its deletion, so 
that we can ensure such a mistake does not occur in the future. 

     
 
 

From: Stoops, Ernie  
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 4:37 PM 
To: Wright, Kristy <KWright@indot.IN.gov> 
Cc: Falls, Ryan G <RFalls@indot.IN.gov>; Peterson, Jared D <JarPeterson@indot.IN.gov> 
Subject: District USFWS Bat Database Inquiry for Des. 1700165 - SR 65 over Black River 
 
Kristy, 
 
Please do the USFWS database check for the above mentioned project. Thank you. 
 
 
Ernest A. Stoops PE 
Capital Program Management-Design and Environmental Manager 
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Indiana Department of Transportation 
3650 South U.S. Highway 41 
Vincennes, IN 47591 
Office: 812-895-7390 
Fax: 812-895-7474 
Email:  estoops@indot.IN.gov 

 

               
Click Here To Sign Up for INDOT Project Email and Text Alerts! 
 

From: Laura Morales [mailto:lmorales@HNTB.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 1:57 PM 
To: Stoops, Ernie <ESTOOPS@indot.IN.gov> 
Cc: Wright, Kristy <KWright@indot.IN.gov> 
Subject: District USFWS Bat Database Inquiry for Des. 1700165 - SR 65 over Black River 
 
**** This is an EXTERNAL email. Exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click links from 
unknown senders or unexpected email. ****  

Good Afternoon Mr. Stoops, 
 
I would like to request a query of the USFWS Bat Database for inclusion in the environmental documentation for Des No 
1700165 – SR 65 over Black River. This project is located in Gibson County, approximately 2.09 south of SR 168. 
Proposed activities include replacement of the bridge and guardrail.  
 
Attached is the 8000 Topo map location marked showing the RP number (RP 18+0.02) in the title. Please let me know if 
you know have any questions or require additional information.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Laura Morales 
Intern UDP 
Environmental Planning  
Direct (317) 917-5236 Email lmorales@hntb.com  
 
HNTB CORPORATION  
111 Monument Circle, Suite 1200, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204  |  www.hntb.com 

■ 100+ YEARS OF INFRASTRUCTURE SOLUTIONS 

    
 
 

 
 
 
This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to 
whom they are addressed. If you are NOT the intended recipient and receive this communication, please delete this 
message and any attachments. Thank you.  
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February 20, 2020

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Indiana Ecological Services Field Office

620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121

Phone: (812) 334-4261 Fax: (812) 334-4273
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/Endangered/section7/s7process/step1.html

In Reply Refer To: 
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2019-SLI-1871 
Event Code: 03E12000-2020-E-03989  
Project Name: SR 65 over Black River - Des No 1700165 (Bridge Replacement)
 
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 also includes designated critical habitat if present within your proposed 
project area or affected by your project. This list is provided to you as the initial step of the 
consultation process required under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act, also referred to 
as Section 7 Consultation.

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

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

Please use the species list provided and visit the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Region 3 
Section 7 Technical Assistance website at - http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section7/ 
s7process/index.html. This website contains step-by-step instructions which will help you 
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▪

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 energy projects and projects that include installing towers that use guy wires or 
are over 200 feet in height, please contact this field office directly for assistance, even if no 
federally listed plants, animals or critical habitat are present within your proposed project or may 
be affected by your proposed project.

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

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

Attachment(s):

Official Species List
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action".

This species list is provided by:

Indiana Ecological Services Field Office
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121
(812) 334-4261
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2019-SLI-1871

Event Code: 03E12000-2020-E-03989

Project Name: SR 65 over Black River - Des No 1700165 (Bridge Replacement)

Project Type: BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION / MAINTENANCE

Project Description: The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) intend to proceed with a project 
involving the bridge (Bridge No. 065‐26‐00313) carrying State Road 
(SR) 65 over the Black River, approximately 2.09 miles south of SR 168 
in Gibson County, Indiana. More specifically, the project is located in 
Section 24 Township 3 South, Range 12 West in Montgomery Township. 
The NBI number for SR 65 over Black River is 023210. 
 
The single span reinforced concrete girder bridge was built in 1924 and 
widened in 1966. This section of SR 65 is classified as a rural major 
collector. The existing surface, deck, superstructure, and substructure 
show signs of deterioration. The surface has a one-inch gap over the east 
fascia beam of the original structure and east widening beam. The deck 
has exposed reinforcement and delamination on the underside. The 
superstructure has exposed reinforcement, cracking, spalling, and scaling. 
The substructure has vertical cracks in each abutment and moderate 
cracking at the wingwalls. Proposed activities include replacement of the 
bridge, guardrail replacement, and relocation of a field entrance in the 
southeast corner. Utility coordination will be performed to verify location 
of surrounding utilities for potential relocation. 
 
No bats or evidence of bats were noted during the October 7, 2019 site 
investigation. The INDOT Bridge Inspection Reports for Structure No. 
065-26-00313 June 6, 2017 do not contain any information pertaining to 
bats. Suitable summer habitat is located within the project action area; 
approximately 0.01 acres of tree clearing is required during the inactive 
season. The species of dominant trees to be removed are the Box Elder 
(Acer negundo), the Silver Maple (Acer saccharinum), and the White 
Mulberry (Morus alba). Work is anticipated to take place in the spring of 
2023. 
 
The project does not involve any permanent or temporary lighting. A 
query of the USFWS Bat Database by INDOT Vincennes District staff 
conducted on March 20, 2019 did not identify any documented sites 
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within 0.5 mile of the project area. The project area is located in a rural 
area surrounded by farm fields.

Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/place/38.24089464810071N87.69557823101013W

Counties: Gibson, IN
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Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 3 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

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

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

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

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

Mammals
NAME STATUS

Indiana Bat Myotis sodalis
There is final critical habitat for this species. 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/population/1/office/31440.pdf

Endangered

Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
This species only needs to be considered under the following conditions:

Incidental take of the NLEB is not prohibited here. Federal agencies may consult using the 
4(d) rule streamlined process. Transportation projects may consult using the programmatic 
process. See www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/index.html

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

Threatened

Birds
NAME STATUS

Least Tern Sterna antillarum
Population: interior pop.
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8505

Endangered

1
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Critical habitats
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.

Des. No. 1700165 Appendix C, Page 29 of 46



Des. No. 1700165 Appendix C, Page 30 of 46



Des. No. 1700165 Appendix C, Page 31 of 46



November 12, 2019

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Indiana Ecological Services Field Office

620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121

Phone: (812) 334-4261 Fax: (812) 334-4273
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/Endangered/section7/s7process/step1.html

In Reply Refer To: 
Consultation Code: 03E12000-2019-I-1871 
Event Code: 03E12000-2020-E-01033 
Project Name: SR 65 over Black River - Des No 1700165 (Bridge Replacement) 

 
Subject: Concurrence verification letter for the 'SR 65 over Black River - Des No 1700165 

(Bridge Replacement)' project under the revised February 5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA 
Programmatic Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects within the Range of the 
Indiana Bat and Northern Long-eared Bat.

To whom it may concern:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has received your request dated to verify that the 
SR 65 over Black River - Des No 1700165 (Bridge Replacement) (Proposed Action) may rely 
on the concurrence provided in the February 5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA Programmatic 
Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects within the Range of the Indiana Bat and Northern 
Long-eared Bat (PBO) to satisfy requirements under Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C 1531 et seq.).

Based on the information you provided (Project Description shown below), you have determined 
that the Proposed Action is within the scope and adheres to the criteria of the PBO, including the 
adoption of applicable avoidance and minimization measures, may affect, but is not likely to 
adversely affect (NLAA) the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and/or the threatened 
Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis).

The Service has 14 calendar days to notify the lead Federal action agency or designated non- 
federal representative if we determine that the Proposed Action does not meet the criteria for a 
NLAA determination under the PBO. If we do not notify the lead Federal action agency or 
designated non-federal representative within that timeframe, you may proceed with the Proposed 
Action under the terms of the NLAA concurrence provided in the PBO. This verification period 
allows Service Field Offices to apply local knowledge to implementation of the PBO, as we may 
identify a small subset of actions having impacts that were unanticipated. In such instances, 
Service Field Offices may request additional information that is necessary to verify inclusion of 
the proposed action under the PBO.
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▪

For Proposed Actions that include bridge/structure removal, replacement, and/or 
maintenance activities: If your initial bridge/structure assessments failed to detect Indiana bats, 
but you later detect bats during construction, please submit the Post Assessment Discovery of 
Bats at Bridge/Structure Form (User Guide Appendix E) to this Service Office. In these 
instances, potential incidental take of Indiana bats may be exempted provided that the take is 
reported to the Service.

If the Proposed Action is modified, or new information reveals that it may affect the Indiana bat 
and/or Northern long-eared bat in a manner or to an extent not considered in the PBO, further 
review to conclude the requirements of ESA Section 7(a)(2) may be required. If the Proposed 
Action may affect any other federally-listed or proposed species, and/or any designated critical 
habitat, additional consultation is required. If the proposed action has the potential to take bald or 
golden eagles, additional coordination with the Service under the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act may also be required. In either of these circumstances, please contact this Service 
Office.

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

Least Tern, Sterna antillarum (Endangered)
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Project Description
The following project name and description was collected in IPaC as part of the endangered 
species review process.

Name

SR 65 over Black River - Des No 1700165 (Bridge Replacement)

Description

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) and Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) intend to proceed with a project involving the bridge (Bridge No. 065‐26‐00313) 
carrying State Road (SR) 65 over the Black River, approximately 2.09 miles south of SR 168 
in Gibson County, Indiana. More specifically, the project is located in Section 24 Township 3 
South, Range 12 West in Montgomery Township. The NBI number for SR 65 over Black 
River is 023210. 

The single span reinforced concrete girder bridge was built in 1924 and widened in 1966. 
This section of SR 65 is classified as a rural major collector. The existing surface, deck, 
superstructure, and substructure show signs of deterioration. The surface has a one-inch gap 
over the east fascia beam of the original structure and east widening beam. The deck has 
exposed reinforcement and delamination on the underside. The superstructure has exposed 
reinforcement, cracking, spalling, and scaling. The substructure has vertical cracks in each 
abutment and moderate cracking at the wingwalls. Proposed activities include replacement of 
the bridge, guardrail replacement, and relocation of a field entrance in the southeast corner. 
Utility coordination will be performed to verify location of surrounding utilities for potential 
relocation. 

No bats or evidence of bats were noted during the October 7, 2019 site investigation. The 
INDOT Bridge Inspection Reports for Structure No. 065-26-00313 June 6, 2017 do not 
contain any information pertaining to bats. Suitable summer habitat is located within the 
project action area; approximately 0.01 acres of tree clearing is required during the inactive 
season. The species of dominant trees to be removed are the Box Elder (Acer negundo), the 
Silver Maple (Acer saccharinum), and the White Mulberry (Morus alba). Work is anticipated 
to take place in the spring of 2023. 

The project does not involve any permanent or temporary lighting. A query of the USFWS 
Bat Database by INDOT Vincennes District staff conducted on March 20, 2019 did not 
identify any documented sites within 0.5 mile of the project area. The project area is located 
in a rural area surrounded by farm fields.
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1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Determination Key Result
Based on your answers provided, this project(s) may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect 
the endangered Indiana bat and/or the threatened Northern long-eared bat. Therefore, 
consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service pursuant to Section 7(a)(2) of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) is 
required. However, also based on your answers provided, this project may rely on the 
concurrence provided in the revised February 5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA Programmatic 
Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects within the Range of the Indiana Bat and Northern 
Long-eared Bat.

Qualification Interview
Is the project within the range of the Indiana bat ?

[1] See Indiana bat species profile

Automatically answered
Yes

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

[1] See Northern long-eared bat species profile

Automatically answered
Yes

Which Federal Agency is the lead for the action?
A) Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Are all project activities limited to non-construction  activities only? (examples of non- 
construction activities include: bridge/abandoned structure assessments, surveys, planning 
and technical studies, property inspections, and property sales)

[1] Construction refers to activities involving ground disturbance, percussive noise, and/or lighting.

No

Does the project include any activities that are greater than 300 feet from existing road/ 
rail surfaces ?

[1] Road surface is defined as the actively used [e.g. motorized vehicles] driving surface and shoulders [may be 
pavement, gravel, etc.] and rail surface is defined as the edge of the actively used rail ballast.

No

[1]

[1]

[1]

[1]
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6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

Does the project include any activities within 0.5 miles of a known Indiana bat and/or 
NLEB hibernaculum ?

[1] For the purpose of this consultation, a hibernaculum is a site, most often a cave or mine, where bats hibernate 
during the winter (see suitable habitat), but could also include bridges and structures if bats are found to be 
hibernating there during the winter.

No

Is the project located within a karst area?
No

Is there any suitable  summer habitat for Indiana Bat or NLEB within the project action 
area ? (includes any trees suitable for maternity, roosting, foraging, or travelling habitat)

[1] See the Service’s summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.

[2] The action area is defined as all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal action and not merely 
the immediate area involved in the action (50 CFR Section 402.02). Further clarification is provided by the 
national consultation FAQs.

Yes

Will the project remove any suitable summer habitat  and/or remove/trim any existing 
trees within suitable summer habitat?

[1] See the Service’s summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.

Yes

Will the project clear more than 20 acres of suitable habitat per 5-mile section of road/rail?
No

[1]

[1]
[2]

[1]
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11.

12.

13.

Have presence/probable absence (P/A) summer surveys  been conducted  within 
the suitable habitat located within your project action area?

[1] See the Service's summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.

[2] Presence/probable absence summer surveys conducted within the fall swarming/spring emergence home range 
of a documented Indiana bat hibernaculum (contact local Service Field Office for appropriate distance from 
hibernacula) that result in a negative finding requires additional consultation with the local Service Field Office to 
determine if clearing of forested habitat is appropriate and/or if seasonal clearing restrictions are needed to avoid 
and minimize potential adverse effects on fall swarming and spring emerging Indiana bats.

[3] For projects within the range of either the Indiana bat or NLEB in which suitable habitat is present, and no bat 
surveys have been conducted, the transportation agency will assume presence of the appropriate species. This 
assumption of presence should be based upon the presence of suitable habitat and the capability of bats to occupy 
it because of their mobility.

[4] Negative presence/probable absence survey results obtained using the summer survey guidance are valid for a 
minimum of two years from the completion of the survey unless new information (e.g., other nearby surveys) 
suggest otherwise.

No

Does the project include activities within documented Indiana bat habitat ?

[1] Documented roosting or foraging habitat – for the purposes of this consultation, we are considering 
documented habitat as that where Indiana bats and/or NLEB have actually been captured and tracked using (1) 
radio telemetry to roosts; (2) radio telemetry biangulation/triangulation to estimate foraging areas; or (3) foraging 
areas with repeated use documented using acoustics. Documented roosting habitat is also considered as suitable 
summer habitat within 0.25 miles of documented roosts.)

[2] For the purposes of this key, we are considering documented corridors as that where Indiana bats and/or 
NLEB have actually been captured and tracked to using (1) radio telemetry; or (2) treed corridors located directly 
between documented roosting and foraging habitat.

No

Will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees occur within suitable but undocumented 
Indiana bat roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors?
Yes

[1][2] [3][4]

[1][2]
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

What time of year will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees within suitable but 
undocumented Indiana bat roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors occur ?

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

B) During the inactive season

Does the project include activities within documented NLEB habitat ?

[1] Documented roosting or foraging habitat – for the purposes of this consultation, we are considering 
documented habitat as that where Indiana bats and/or NLEB have actually been captured and tracked using (1) 
radio telemetry to roosts; (2) radio telemetry biangulation/triangulation to estimate foraging areas; or (3) foraging 
areas with repeated use documented using acoustics. Documented roosting habitat is also considered as suitable 
summer habitat within 0.25 miles of documented roosts.)

[2] For the purposes of this key, we are considering documented corridors as that where Indiana bats and/or 
NLEB have actually been captured and tracked to using (1) radio telemetry; or (2) treed corridors located directly 
between documented roosting and foraging habitat.

No

Will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees occur within suitable but undocumented 
NLEB roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors?
Yes

What time of year will the removal or trimming of habitat or trees within suitable but 
undocumented NLEB roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors occur?
B) During the inactive season

Will any tree trimming or removal occur within 100 feet of existing road/rail surfaces?
Yes

Will the tree removal alter any documented Indiana bat or NLEB roosts and/or alter any 
surrounding summer habitat within 0.25 mile of a documented roost?
No

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

Are all trees that are being removed clearly demarcated?
Yes

[1]

[1][2]
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22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

▪

Will the removal of habitat or the removal/trimming of trees include installing new or 
replacing existing permanent lighting?
No

Does the project include wetland or stream protection activities associated with 
compensatory wetland mitigation?
No

Does the project include slash pile burning?
No

Does the project include any bridge removal, replacement, and/or maintenance activities 
(e.g., any bridge repair, retrofit, maintenance, and/or rehabilitation work)?
Yes

Is there any suitable habitat  for Indiana bat or NLEB within 1,000 feet of the bridge? 
(includes any trees suitable for maternity, roosting, foraging, or travelling habitat)

[1] See the Service’s current summer survey guidance for our current definitions of suitable habitat.

Yes

Has a bridge assessment  been conducted within the last 24 months  to determine if the 
bridge is being used by bats?

[1] See User Guide Appendix D for bridge/structure assessment guidance

[2] Assessments must be completed no more than 2 years prior to conducting any work below the deck surface on
all bridges that meet the physical characteristics described in the Programmatic Consultation, regardless of
whether assessments have been conducted in the past. Due to the transitory nature of bat use, a negative result in
one year does not guarantee that bats will not use that bridge/structure in subsequent years.

Yes

SUBMITTED DOCUMENTS

INDOT Bridge Inspection Form SR 65 over Black River.pdf https://ecos.fws.gov/ 
ipac/project/VGPGIOOXVRHRPLFBKUWLTZO3DY/ 
projectDocuments/18876157

[1]

[1] [2]
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

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

[1] If bridge assessment detects signs of any species of bats, coordination with the local FWS office is needed to 
identify potential threatened or endangered bat species. Additional studies may be undertaken to try to identify 
which bat species may be utilizing the bridge prior to allowing any work to proceed.

Note: There is a small chance bridge assessments for bat occupancy do not detect bats. Should a small number of 
bats be observed roosting on a bridge just prior to or during construction, such that take is likely to occur or does 
occur in the form of harassment, injury or death, the PBO requires the action agency to report the take. Report all 
unanticipated take within 2 working days of the incident to the USFWS. Construction activities may continue 
without delay provided the take is reported to the USFWS and is limited to 5 bats per project.

No

Will the bridge removal, replacement, and/or maintenance activities include installing new 
or replacing existing permanent lighting?
No

Does the project include the removal, replacement, and/or maintenance of any structure 
other than a bridge? (e.g., rest areas, offices, sheds, outbuildings, barns, parking garages, 
etc.)
No

Will the project involve the use of temporary lighting during the active season?
No

Will the project install new or replace existing permanent lighting?
No

Does the project include percussives or other activities (not including tree removal/ 
trimming or bridge/structure work) that will increase noise levels above existing traffic/ 
background levels?
Yes

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

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

No

[1]

[1]
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35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Are all project activities that are not associated with habitat removal, tree removal/ 
trimming, bridge and/or structure activities, temporary or permanent lighting, or use of 
percussives, limited to actions that DO NOT cause any additional stressors to the bat 
species?

Examples: lining roadways, unlighted signage , rail road crossing signals, signal lighting, and minor road repair 
such as asphalt fill of potholes, etc.

Yes

Will the project raise the road profile above the tree canopy?
No

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

Is the habitat removal portion of this project consistent with a Not Likely to Adversely 
Affect determination in this key?
Automatically answered
Yes, because the tree removal/trimming that occurs outside of the active season occurs 
greater than 0.5 miles from the nearest hibernaculum, is less than 100 feet from the 
existing road/rail surface, includes clear demarcation of the trees that are to be removed, 
and does not alter documented roosts and/or surrounding summer habitat within 0.25 
miles of a documented roost

Is the habitat removal portion of this project consistent with a Not Likely to Adversely 
Affect determination in this key?
Automatically answered
Yes, because the tree removal/trimming that occurs outside of the active season occurs 
greater than 0.5 miles from the nearest hibernaculum, is less than 100 feet from the 
existing road/rail surface, includes clear demarcation of the trees that are to be removed, 
and does not alter documented roosts and/or surrounding summer habitat within 0.25 
miles of a documented roost

Is the bridge removal, replacement, or maintenance activities portion of this project 
consistent with a No Effect determination in this key?
Automatically answered
Yes, because the bridge has been assessed using the criteria documented in the BA and no 
signs of bats were detected
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41.

42.

43.

44.

General AMM 1
Will the project ensure all operators, employees, and contractors working in areas of 
known or presumed bat habitat are aware of all FHWA/FRA/FTA (Transportation 
Agencies) environmental commitments, including all applicable Avoidance and 
Minimization Measures?

Yes

Tree Removal AMM 1
Can all phases/aspects of the project (e.g., temporary work areas, alignments) be modified, 
to the extent practicable, to avoid tree removal  in excess of what is required to 
implement the project safely?

Note: Tree Removal AMM 1 is a minimization measure, the full implementation of which may not always be 
practicable. Projects may still be NLAA as long as Tree Removal AMMs 2, 3, and 4 are implemented and LAA as 
long as Tree Removal AMMs 3, 5, 6, and 7 are implemented.

[1] The word “trees” as used in the AMMs refers to trees that are suitable habitat for each species within their 
range. See the USFWS’ current summer survey guidance for our latest definitions of suitable habitat.

Yes

Tree Removal AMM 2
Can all tree removal activities be restricted to when Indiana bats are not likely to be 
present (e.g., the inactive season) ?

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

Automatically answered
Yes

Tree Removal AMM 2
Can all tree removal activities be restricted to when Northern long-eared bats are not likely 
to be present (e.g., the inactive season) ?

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

Automatically answered
Yes

[1]

[1]

[1]
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45.

46.

47.

1.

2.

3.

Tree Removal AMM 3
Can tree removal be limited to that specified in project plans and ensure that contractors 
understand clearing limits and how they are marked in the field (e.g., install bright colored 
flagging/fencing prior to any tree clearing to ensure contractors stay within clearing 
limits)?

Yes

Tree Removal AMM 4
Can the project avoid cutting down/removal of all (1) documented  Indiana bat or NLEB 
roosts  (that are still suitable for roosting), (2) trees within 0.25 miles of roosts, and (3) 
documented foraging habitat any time of year?

[1] The word documented means habitat where bats have actually been captured and/or tracked.

[2] Documented roosting or foraging habitat – for the purposes of this consultation, we are considering
documented habitat as that where Indiana bats and/or NLEB have actually been captured and tracked using (1)
radio telemetry to roosts; (2) radio telemetry biangulation/triangulation to estimate foraging areas; or (3) foraging
areas with repeated use documented using acoustics. Documented roosting habitat is also considered as suitable
summer habitat within 0.25 miles of documented roosts.)

Yes

Lighting AMM 1
Will all temporary lighting used during the removal of suitable habitat and/or the 
removal/trimming of trees within suitable habitat be directed away from suitable habitat 
during the active season?

Yes

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

Have you made a May Affect determination for any other species on the FWS IPaC 
generated species list?
No

How many acres  of trees are proposed for removal between 0-100 feet of the existing 
road/rail surface?

[1]
[2]

[1]
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4.

5.

6.

[1] If described as number of trees, multiply by 0.09 to convert to acreage and enter that number.

0.01

Please describe the proposed bridge work:
Proposed activities include replacement of the bridge, guardrail replacement, and 
relocation of a field entrance in the southeast corner.

Please state the timing of all proposed bridge work:
2023

Please enter the date of the bridge assessment:
10/7/2019

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

GENERAL AMM 1

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

LIGHTING AMM 1

Direct temporary lighting away from suitable habitat during the active season.

TREE REMOVAL AMM 1

Modify all phases/aspects of the project (e.g., temporary work areas, alignments) to avoid tree 
removal.

TREE REMOVAL AMM 2

Apply time of year restrictions for tree removal when bats are not likely to be present, or limit 
tree removal to 10 or fewer trees per project at any time of year within 100 feet of existing road/ 
rail surface and outside of documented roosting/foraging habitat or travel corridors; visual 
emergence survey must be conducted with no bats observed.
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TREE REMOVAL AMM 3

Ensure tree removal is limited to that specified in project plans and ensure that contractors 
understand clearing limits and how they are marked in the field (e.g., install bright colored 
flagging/fencing prior to any tree clearing to ensure contractors stay within clearing limits).

TREE REMOVAL AMM 4

Do not remove documented Indiana bat or NLEB roosts that are still suitable for roosting, or 
trees within 0.25 miles of roosts, or 
documented foraging habitat any time of year.
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Determination Key Description: FHWA, FRA, FTA 
Programmatic Consultation For Transportation Projects 
Affecting NLEB Or Indiana Bat
This key was last updated in IPaC on March 16, 2018. Keys are subject to periodic revision.

This decision key is intended for projects/activities funded or authorized by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and/or Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA), which require consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) for the endangered Indiana bat 
(Myotis sodalis) and the threatened Northern long-eared bat (NLEB) (Myotis septentrionalis).

This decision key should only be used to verify project applicability with the Service’s February 
5, 2018, FHWA, FRA, FTA Programmatic Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects. The 
programmatic biological opinion covers limited transportation activities that may affect either bat 
species, and addresses situations that are both likely and not likely to adversely affect either bat 
species. This decision key will assist in identifying the effect of a specific project/activity and 
applicability of the programmatic consultation. The programmatic biological opinion is not 
intended to cover all types of transportation actions. Activities outside the scope of the 
programmatic biological opinion, or that may affect ESA-listed species other than the Indiana bat 
or NLEB, or any designated critical habitat, may require additional ESA Section 7 consultation.
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Minor Projects PA Project Assessment Form– Category B Projects with Archaeology Work 

Date: 2/21/20 (Updated 3/3/20) 

Project Designation Number:  1700165 

Route Number:     SR 65 

Project Description: Bridge Replacement Project, 2.09 miles south of SR 168 

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) is proposing a bridge replacement project (DES # 
1700165) of the bridge that carries State Road (SR) 65 over Black River. The project is in a rural portion 
of Gibson County, approximately 2.09 miles south of SR 168. The proposed bridge replacement project 
will include replacement of the existing bridge, guardrail replacement, and relocation of a field entrance 
in the southeast corner.  

Acquisition of approximately 0.46 acre of right-of-way (ROW) is anticipated. 

On February 24, 2020 INDOT, CRO was notified of an increase in proposed ROW from 0.46 acres to 
0.54 acres of permanent ROW and 0.03 acres of temporary ROW.   

Feature crossed (if applicable): Black River 

Township: Montgomery 

City/County:     Gibson 

Information reviewed (please check all that apply): 

General project location map USGS map Aerial photograph Interim Report

Written description of project area General project area photos Soil survey data

Previously completed historic property reports Previously completed archaeology reports

Bridge Inspection Information

Other (please specify):      SHAARD GIS; SHAARD; online street-view images; Indiana Historic 
Building, Bridges, and Cemeteries (IHBBC) map; Bridge Inspection Application System (BIAS); 2010 
INDOT-sponsored Historic Bridge Inventory (HBI); project information provided by HNTB (dated 
October 7, 2019) and on file with INDOT CRO 
19 

Dickerson, John P. and Andrew V. Martin 
2019  A Phase Ia Archaeological Reconnaissance Survey for the Proposed Bridge Replacement Project 
along SR 56 over the Black River in Gibson County, Indiana (INDOT Des. No. 1700165).  Report on file, 
Indiana Department of Transportation, Cultural Resources Office, Indianapolis, In.  

Results of the Records Review for Above-Ground Resources: 
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With regard to above-ground resources, an INDOT Cultural Resources historian who meets the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards as per 36 CFR Part 61 first performed a desktop 
review, checking the Indiana Register of Historic Sites and Structures (State Register) and National Register 
of Historic Places (National Register) lists for Gibson County. No listed resources are present within 0.25 
mile of the project area, a distance that would serve as an adequate area of potential effects (APE) given 
the scope of the project and the surrounding terrain. 

The Gibson County/Warrick County Interim Report (1988 (published); re-survey 2010 (SHAARD-GIS 
only); Montgomery Township) of the Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory (IHSSI) was also 
consulted. The National Register & IHSSI information is available in the Indiana State Historic 
Architectural and Archaeological Research Database (SHAARD) and the Indiana Historic Buildings, 
Bridges, and Cemeteries (IHBBC) map. The SHAARD information was checked against the Interim Report 
hard-copy maps. No IHSSI sites are recorded within 0.25 mile of the project.  

Land surrounding the project area is rural, a mixture of agricultural fields with wooded tree-lines along 
area streams and ditches.  Some farms and farm residences are present as well; however, none are located 
within 0.25 mile of the proposed project location. A fenced gravel-lot, location of a utility substation of 
some type, is located to the southwest of the subject structure.  Area typography is generally flat.    

The subject bridge (Bridge No. #065-26-00313; NBI #23210) is a reinforced concrete girder bridge built in 
1924 and reconstructed in 1966.   The bridge length is 32 feet and the deck width--out-to-out—is 30 feet. 
The INDOT-sponsored Historic Bridge Inventory determined that this bridge is not eligible for listing in 
the National Register (Volume 2, Section 2, page 476). 

Based on the available information, as summarized above, no above-ground concerns exist as long as the 
project scope does not change. 

Archaeology Report Author/Date:  John P. Dickerson and Andrew V. Martin/November 27, 2019 

Summary of Archaeology Investigation Results: 

An archaeological records check and Phase Ia reconnaissance survey of the project area were conducted 
by CRA (Dickerson and Martin 2019)). The records check found that no previous surveys have covered 
any portion of the project area, and no previously recorded sites have been identified within or adjacent to 
the project area. A 0.7 acre survey area was examined through a combination of systematic shovel 
probing and visual inspection of disturbed areas. A total of seven shovel probes were placed in 
undisturbed areas with 0% visibility.  No archaeological sites were identified and no further work was 
recommended.  The report was reviewed by INDOT Cultural Resources personnel who meet the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards as per 36 CFR Part 61. It is our opinion 
that the report is acceptable, and we concur with the evaluations and recommendations made by 
Dickerson and Martin (2019). Therefore, there are no archaeological concerns. 

The 0.54 acres of permanent and 0.03 acres of temporary ROW currently required for the proposed 
project is within the 0.7 acres investigated and cleared for archaeological resources by CRA.  Therefore, 
there are no new archaeological concerns.  

Does the project appear to fall under the Minor Projects PA?  yes   no  

If yes, please specify category and number (applicable conditions are highlighted):   

B-12.  Replacement, widening, or raising the elevation of the superstructure on existing bridges, and
bridge replacement projects (when both the superstructure and substructure are removed), under 

Des. No. 1700165 Appendix D, Page 2 of 5



Last revised 9-23-08                     Page 3 of 3 

the following conditions [BOTH Condition A, which pertains to Archaeological Resources, and 
Condition B, which pertains to Above-Ground Resources, must be satisfied]: 

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

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

Condition B (Above-Ground Resources) 
The conditions listed below must be met (BOTH Condition i and Condition ii must be satisfied) 
i. Work does not occur adjacent to or within a National Register-listed or National Register-

eligible district or individual above-ground resource; AND
ii. With regard to the subject bridge, at least one of the conditions listed below is satisfied (AT

LEAST one of the conditions a, b or c, must be fulfilled):
a. The latest Historic Bridge Inventory identified the bridge as non-historic (see

http://www.in.gov/indot/2531.htm);
b. The bridge was built after 1945, and is a common type as defined in Section V. of the

Program Comment Issued for Streamlining Section 106 Review for Actions Affecting Post-
1945 Concrete and Steel Bridges issued by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
on November 2, 2012 for so long as that Program Comment remains in effect AND the
considerations listed in Section IV of the Program Comment do not apply;

c. The bridge is part of the Interstate system and was determined not eligible for the National
Register under the Section 106 Exemption Regarding Effects to the Interstate Highway
System adopted by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation on March 10, 2005, for
so long as that Exemption remains in effect.

If no, please explain: 

Additional comments:      If any archaeological artifacts or human remains are uncovered during 
construction, demolition, or earthmoving activities, construction in the immediate area of the find will be 
stopped and the INDOT Cultural Resources Office and the Division of Historic Preservation and 
Archaeology will be notified immediately. 

INDOT Cultural Resources staff reviewer(s): Susan Branigin and Shaun Miller 

***Be sure to attach this form to the National Environmental Policy Act documentation for this project.  Also, the 
NEPA documentation shall reference and include the description of the specific stipulation in the PA that qualifies 
the project as exempt from further Section 106 review. 
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
DIVISION OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

AND ARCHAEOLOGY
402 West Washington Street, Room W274 

Indianapolis, Indiana  46204-2739 
Telephone Number: (317) 232-1646 

Fax Number: (317) 232-0693 
E-mail: dhpa@dnr.IN.gov

INDIANA ARCHAEOLOGICAL  
SHORT REPORT  
State Form 54566 (1-11)  

Where applicable, the use of this form is recommended but not required by the Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology.

Date (month, day, year): November 27, 2019

Author: John P. Dickerson, MA

Project Title:
A Phase Ia Archaeological Reconnaissance Survey for the Proposed Bridge (Bridge No. 065-26-313) 
Replacement Project along SR 65 over the Black River in Gibson County, Indiana (INDOT Des No. 
1700165) (Cultural Resource Analysts, Inc., Contract Publication Series 19-744).

PROJECT OVERVIEW

 Project Description:

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) is proposing the replacement of the 
bridge (Bridge No. 060-26-313) carrying SR 65 over the Black River in Gibson County, 
Indiana (Figures 1 and 2). The bridge is located approximately 1.27 km (0.79 mi) south of 
the intersection of SR 65 and CR 700 S. The entire survey area for the project including new 
and existing right-of-way (ROW) measures approximately 0.3 ha (0.7 acres) (Figure 3).

INDOT Designation Number/ Contract Number: INDOT Des. 1700165 Project Number: CRA No. I19H012

DHPA Number: N/A Approved DHPA Plan Number: N/A

Prepared For:  HNTB Corporation

Contact Person: Kate Lucier

Address: 111 Monument Circle, Suite 1200

ZIP Code: 46204State: INCity: Indianapolis

Telephone Number: (317) 917-5233 Email Address: klucier@hntb.com

Principal Investigator:  Andrew V. Martin

Signature:  

Company/Institution: Cultural Resource Analysts, Inc.

Address: 201 NW 4th Street, Suite 204

City: Evansville ZIP Code: 47708State: IN

Telephone Number: (812) 253-3009 Email Address: amartin@crai-ky.com

Please note that this is an excerpt from the full report.
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Comments:

Soil profiles observed on the west side of SR 65, and south of the Black River, consisted of a brown 
(10YR 5/3) silt loam that contained a few medium sized roots and extended from the ground surface 
to a depth of 25 cm (10 in) bgs. This was underlain by a dark gray (7.5YR 4/1) silt loam that 
contained common rounded and angular gravels and extended to a depth of 44 cm (17 in) bgs. 
Situated below this was a gray (10YR 5/1) silt loam that extended to a depth of at least 54 cm (21 in) 
bgs. Soils observed in this portion of the survey area did not conform to the range of characteristics 
attributed to Ragsdale series soils, and appeared to represent a disturbed profile. These 
inconsistencies may be attributed to recent disturbances. Additionally, the mechanical excavation of 
the adjacent roadside ditch and the installation of modern buried utilities have both likely caused 
significant disturbances within the survey area.  

Soil profiles in the agricultural field in the northeastern portion of the survey area consisted of a 
brown (10YR 4/3) silt loam that extended from the ground surface to a depth of 26 cm (10 in) bgs. 
This was underlain by a gray (10YR 5/1) silty clay loam that included common medium sized 
distinct yellowish brown (10YR 5/6) mottles that extended to a depth of at least 36 cm (14 in) bgs. 
Soils observed in the agricultural field did not conform to the range of characteristics attributed to 
Ragsdale series soils and also appeared to be disturbed, likely a result of road construction and 
buried utilities.  

Soils observed in the southeastern portion of the survey area consisted of a gray (10YR 5/1) silty 
clay loam that contained abundant medium sized distinct yellowish brown (10YR 5/6) mottles and 
abundant medium sized angular road gravels that extended to a depth of at least 35 cm (14 in) bgs. 
Soils observed in this location appeared highly disturbed, and are likely a result of the construction 
of SR 65, the installation of three modern buried high pressure gas pipelines in close proximity, the 
installation of a buried fiber optic cable, and the mechanical excavation of a ditch paralleling SR 65. 

Given the soil data and the results of the shovel tests, there appears to be little to no potential for 
intact archaeological deposits within the survey area.  

Recommendation

The archaeological records check has determined that the project area has the potential to contain 
archaeological resources and a Phase Ia archaeological reconnaissance is recommended.

The archaeological records check has determined that the project area does not have the potential to contain 
archaeological resources and no further work is recommended before the project is allowed to proceed.

The Phase Ia archaeological reconnaissance has located no archaeological sites within the project area and it is 
recommended that the project be allowed to proceed as planned. 

The Phase Ia archaeological reconnaissance has determined that the project area includes landforms  which 
have the potential to contain buried archaeological deposits. It is recommended that Phase Ic archaeological 
subsurface reconnaissance be conducted before the project is allowed to proceed. 

The Phase Ia archaeological reconnaissance has determined that the project area is within 100 feet of a 
cemetery and a Cemetery Development Plan is required per IC-14-21-1-26.5.

Cemetery Name: n/a

Other Recommendations/Commitments: No further comments 

 Pursuant to IC-14-21-1, if any archaeological artifacts or human remains are uncovered during construction, 
demolition, or earthmoving activities, state law (Indiana Code 14-21-1-27 and 29) requires that the discovery 
must be reported to the Department of Natural Resources within two (2) business days.  In that event, please call 
(317) 232-1646.

Attachments

Figure showing project location within Indiana.

USGS topographic map showing the project area (1:24,000 scale).

Aerial photograph showing the project area, land use and survey methods.

Attachments have been
removed to avoid duplication
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Waters of the U.S. Report 

SR 65 OVER BLACK RIVER 
BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 

GIBSON,
COUNTY 

DES. NO.
1700165 

EXISTING
STRUCTURE NO.

065‐26‐00313 

Prepared by: 

111 Monument Circle, Suite 1200 

Indianapolis, IN, 46204 

317.636.4682 

December 23, 2019Approved: 12/30/2019
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SR 65 over Black River – Bridge Replacement 
Des No. 1700165    Gibson County, Indiana 

 

 

 

 

1. PROJECT INFORMATION  
Date of Field Reconnaissance: October 7, 2019 

Location 

The project  is  located along  State Road  (SR)  65,  approximately  2.09 miles  south of  SR 168  in Gibson County, 

Indiana.  

 Sections 24, Township 3 South, Range 12 West 

 Cynthiana Quadrangle, Indiana 

 38.240961 N, 87.695429 W, NAD83 

Project Description  

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) is proposing to replace the bridge carrying SR 65 over Black 

River. The need for this project is due to the deteriorated condition of the bridge, as documented in the INDOT 

Bridge Inspection Report dated June 5, 2019. The purpose of this project is to maintain a safe vehicular crossing 

of SR 65 over Black River, while maintaining adequate hydraulic function.  

2. DESKTOP RECONNAISSANCE  

2.1 SOIL ASSOCIATIONS AND SERIES TYPES 

According to the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO) Database for Gibson County, Indiana, the following mapped 

soils series are present within the SR 65 Over Black River investigated area (Attachment Pages 6 to 10). 

 Alford silt loam (AlC3): very deep, well drained soils formed in loess. These soils are commonly on loess 

hills  and  less  commonly  on  outwash  plains.  Slopes  range  from  5  to  10  percent.    This  soil  unit  is  not 

considered a hydric soil and has a hydric rating of 0. 

 Maplehill silt loam (Ma): deep, somewhat poorly drained, moderately permeable soils on bottom lands 

and also on lake plains as alluvial fans at the mouth of drainageways from adjacent uplands. They formed 

in  recent  silty  alluvium  and  an  underlying  buried  soil.  Slopes  are  0  to  2  percent.  This  soil  unit  is  not 

considered a hydric  soil;  however, hydric  inclusions of Ragsdale are  found within depressions on  lake 

plains.  This soil unit as a hydric rating of 3 percent. 

 Ragsdale silt loam (Ra): very deep, poorly drained soils that formed in loess. The Ragsdale soils are on 

terraces and uplands. Slope ranges from 0 to 2 percent. This soil unit is considered hydric and has a hydric 

rating of 100 percent. 
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 Ragsdale silt loam, overwash (Rb): very deep, poorly drained soils that formed in loess. The Ragsdale soils 

are on terraces and uplands. Slope ranges from 0 to 2 percent. This soil unit is considered hydric and has 

a hydric rating of 100 percent. 

 Uniontown silt loam (UnB2): moderately well drained soils on low stream terraces. These soils formed in 

older calcareous alluvium from loess. Slopes commonly range from 2 to 6 percent, and can range to 30 

percent  on  terrace  scarps  and  steps.  Union  silt  loam  is  not  considered  a  hydric  soil;  however,  hydric 

inclusions  of  Evansville  are  found  within  lake  plains  and  hydric  inclusions  of  Ragsdale  are  found  in 

depressions on lake plains.  This soil unit has a hydric rating of 6 percent. 

2.2 NATIONAL WETLANDS INVENTORY 

Based on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) data (www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/State‐

Downloads.html) there are three wetlands mapped within a half‐mile of the investigated area (Attachment Page 

5). Two wetland polygons that represents Black River and UNT to Black River are mapped within the investigated 

area. Black River is noted as riverine, lower perennial, unconsolidated bottom, permanently flooded, excavated 

wetland (R2UBHx). UNT to Black River is noted as a riverine, intermittent, streambed, seasonally flooded wetland 

(R4SBC). 

2.3 HYDROLOGY 

The  12‐digit  Hydrologic  Unit  Code  (HUC)  for  the  entirety  of  the  investigated  area  is  #051201130502  which 

identifies the Headwaters Black Watershed (Attachment Page 12). According to the Indiana floodplain Information 

Portal, the investigated area is within the floodplain (http://dnrmaps.dnr.in.gov/appsphp/fdms/) of Black River 

(Attachment Page 11).  

According  to  the Abbreviated  Engineer’s  Report  (HNTB,  2019)  the  existing Q100  (100  Year  flood)  elevation  is 

446.39 feet (NAVD 88) at the SR 65 bridge. At the SR 65 bridge, the floodplain of Black River is moderately wide, 

extending approximately 300 feet to the north of the river channel and 100 feet south. SR 65 within the floodway 

is an impediment to floodwaters and this structure conveys floodwaters under SR 65 across the floodplain.  

3. FIELD RECONNAISSANCE  
HNTB Indiana staff performed a field review of the  investigated area on October 7, 2019. The purpose was to 

determine the presence of waters of the U.S. within the investigated area. HNTB Indiana staff collected data during 

the field review to appropriately characterize the investigated area and determine the presence or absence of 

jurisdictional  waters.  The  investigated  area  encompassed  the  area  required  for  construction  access  and 

completion of the bridge replacement. HNTB staff photographed features and areas of interest throughout the 

investigated area. A photo location map and selected photographs are included as Attachment Pages 13 to 39.  

The investigated area was analyzed using the methods outlined in the Routine Determination, On‐site Inspection 

Necessary procedure in the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual  (Environmental Laboratory, 1987) 

and the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual Midwest Region (US Army 
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Corps of Engineers, 2010).  Identification of  indicator status of plant species utilized the 2016 Midwest Region 

National Wetland Plant List. Field GIS data was collected using a Trimble R1 GNSS GPS with sub‐meter accuracy 

with sub‐meter accuracy.  

4. WATERS 
The October 2019 field reconnaissance for the SR 65 over Black River investigated area identified two streams 

(Black River  and UNT  to Black River).  Information obtained during  the  field  investigation  is  provided  in detail 

below. 

4.1 WETLANDS  

No  wetlands  were  delineated  within  the  investigated  area  during  the  October  2019  field  investigation.  The 

surrounding  area  is  rural,  with  agricultural  fields  in  all  four  bridge  quadrants.  Dominant  vegetation  in  the 

investigated  area  consisted  of  typical, maintained  roadside  vegetation  that  includes  tall  fescue  (Schedonorus 

arundinaceus, FACU), white clover (Trifolium repens, FACU), poverty grass (Danthonia spicata, UPL) and southern 

crabgrass (Digitaria ciliaris, FACU). Local topography drains storm water from surrounding agricultural fields into 

Black River and UNT to Black River via roadside ditches and drainage swales.  A portion of the investigated area is 

mapped within a hydric soil unit, Ragsdale silt loam soil unit.  However, a lack of topographic depressions prevents 

ponding and the formation of wetlands.  

4.2 STREAMS 

The field investigation resulted in the identification of two likely jurisdictional streams: Black River and UNT to 

Black River. A total of approximately 227 linear feet of Black River and 328 linear feet of UNT to Black River lie 

within the  investigated area. The banks of  the channels are dominated by White mulberry  (Morus alba, FAC), 

American beech (Fagus grandifolia, FACU), and black walnut (Juglans nigra, FACU) trees. Herbaceous vegetation 

is dominated by of Japanese hops (Humulus japonicus, FACU). Characteristics of the two streams are summarized 

in Table 1.  

BLACK RIVER  

Black River is a perennial stream feature that begins northeast of the investigated area and flows west underneath 

SR 65. Approximately 227 feet of this feature was evaluated as part of this investigation. Black River is contained 

within a  trapezoidal  channel and the substrate consists of silt. The right and  left banks of  the channel exhibit 

minimal erosion.  The ordinary high‐water mark (OHWM) of Black River is 6 feet wide by 0.67 feet deep.  According 

to  the  classification  codes  developed  by  Cowardin  et  al.  (1979),  this  stream  feature would  be  classified  as  a 

riverine, lower perennial, unconsolidated bottom, permanently flooded, excavated wetland (R2UBHx).  This likely 

jurisdictional feature is hydrologically connected to the Wabash River, a traditional navigable waterway (TNW). 

According to the USGS StreamStats website, (https://water.usgs.gov/osw/streamstats/indiana.html), Black River 

drains  approximately  2.271  square  miles  upstream  of  the  SR  65  bridge  (Attachment  Page  12).  Following  a 

qualitative assessment, this resource is a poor‐quality feature based on a lack of in‐stream cover.  
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UNT TO BLACK RIVER  

UNT to Black River  is an  intermittent stream feature that enters the  investigated area approximately 328 feet 

southeast of Black River in the southeast quadrant of the investigated area.  At the time of the investigation, the 

channel was not flowing. The stream substrate consisted primarily of silt, but a portion of the stream near the 

confluence with Black River is lined with riprap. The average OHWM of UNT to Black River is 6.3 feet wide by 1.5 

feet deep. According to the classification codes developed by Cowardin et al. (1979), this stream feature would 

be classified as a riverine, intermittent, streambed, seasonally flooded (R4SBC) resource. This likely jurisdictional 

feature  is  hydrologically  connected  to  the Wabash  River,  a  TNW,  via  the  Black  River.  According  to  the USGS 

StreamStats  website,  (https://water.usgs.gov/osw/streamstats/indiana.html),  UNT  to  Black  River  drains 

approximately 0.485 square miles upstream of the streams confluence with Black River (Attachment Page 12). 

Following a qualitative assessment, this resource is a poor‐quality feature based on intermittent regime and lack 

of in‐stream development.  

Table 1: Stream and Waterway Summary Table 

Stream Name  Photo #   Lat/Long  OHWM   Quality  Substrate 
USGS Blue 

Line 

Riffles/

Pools  

Waters 

of U.S. 

Black River  1‐8 & 25  38.240961 N 

87.695429 W 

6 feet wide by 

0.67 feet deep  
Poor  Silt  Yes  No  Yes 

UNT to Black River   8‐13  38.240754 N 

87.695003 W 

6.3 feet wide by 

1.5 feet deep 
Poor  Silt/Riprap  Yes  No  Yes 

 

4.3 ROADSIDE DRAINAGE FEATURES 

Two vegetated roadside ditches (RSDs) were observed during the investigation.  RSD 1 and RSD 2 do not exhibit 

OHWM characteristics  or  hydrophytic  vegetation  indicating wetland  conditions;  therefore,  they  are  likely  not 

jurisdictional.  Additionally, these features do not appear to represent captured channels.  The two features likely 

convey roadside and agricultural drainage during stormwater events.  Information about the roadside ditches is 

summarized in Table 2. 
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Table 2: Roadside Ditch Summary Table 

Feature 
Name 

Photo 
# 

Latitude  Longitude 
Linear 
Feet 

Substrate 
USGS 
Blue 
Line 

Waters 
of U.S. 

RSD 1  17‐19  38.240765 N  87.695587 W  233  Silt  No  No 

RSD 2  14‐16  38.241521 N  87.695755 W  177  Silt  No  No 

4.4 OPEN WATERS 

Site investigations did not identify open water features within the investigated area. 

5. CONCLUSION 
The October 2019 field review for the SR 65 over Black River Bridge Replacement project  identified two likely 

jurisdictional streams that flow within the investigated area (Black River and UNT to Black River). The streams are 

likely jurisdictional features due to their hydrologic connection to the Wabash River, a TNW.  

Every effort should be taken to avoid and minimize the impacts to the water resources listed above. Disturbance 

of a stream could result in a mitigation requirement to secure the required permits for the bridge replacement. If 

construction  exceeds  the  limits  of  the  investigated  review  area  illustrated  in  this  document,  further  field 

investigation will be needed. This report is this office’s best judgement of water resources that are likely to be 

under federal jurisdiction, based on the guidelines set forth by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). The final 

determination  of  jurisdictional  waters  is  ultimately  the  responsibility  of  the  USACE.  The  INDOT  Office  of 

Environmental Services should be contacted immediately if impacts occur.  

This waters determination has been prepared based on the best available information, interpreted in the light of 

the  investigator’s  training,  experience,  and  professional  judgement  in  conformance  with  the  1987  Corps  of 

Engineers  Wetlands  Delineation  Manual,  the  appropriate  regional  supplement,  the  USACE  Jurisdictional 

Determination  Form  Instructional  Guidebook,  and  other  appropriate  agency  guidelines. 

 

Dan Logsdon, Scientist I 

PREPARERS: 

HNTB Inc., Staff  Position  Contributing Effort 

Kate Williams, PWS  Senior Project Manager  Project Management 
Field Data Collection 

Dan Logsdon  Scientist I  Field Data Collection 
Graphics Preparation  
Report Preparation 

 
Some attachments have been removed to avoid duplication.  Graphics and photos can be found in Appendix B of this CE.
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Figure 4: Water Resource Map
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

AlC3 Alford silt loam, 5 to 10 percent 
slopes, severely eroded

0.1 1.5%

Ma Maplehill silt loam, frequently 
flooded

0.0 0.4%

Ra Ragsdale silt loam 0.2 5.4%

Rb Ragsdale silt loam, overwash 2.7 74.0%

UnB2 Uniontown silt loam, 2 to 6 
percent slopes, eroded

0.7 18.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 3.6 100.0%

Soil Map—Gibson County, Indiana

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

11/14/2019
Page 3 of 3

Figure 6: Soil Map
SR 65 over Black River
Bridge Replacement 

Gibson County, Indiana
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Hydric Rating by Map Unit

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

AlC3 Alford silt loam, 5 to 10 
percent slopes, 
severely eroded

0 0.1 1.5%

Ma Maplehill silt loam, 
frequently flooded

3 0.0 0.4%

Ra Ragsdale silt loam 100 0.2 5.4%

Rb Ragsdale silt loam, 
overwash

100 2.7 74.0%

UnB2 Uniontown silt loam, 2 to 
6 percent slopes, 
eroded

6 0.7 18.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 3.6 100.0%

Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Gibson County, Indiana Investigated Area

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

11/14/2019
Page 3 of 5

Figure 6: Soil Map
SR 65 over Black River
Bridge Replacement 

Gibson County, Indiana
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Report—Hydric Soil List - All Components

Hydric Soil List - All Components–IN051-Gibson County, Indiana

Map symbol and map unit name Component/Local 
Phase

Comp. 
pct.

Landform Hydric 
status

Hydric criteria met 
(code)

AlC3: Alford silt loam, 5 to 10 
percent slopes, severely eroded

Alford-Severely 
eroded

85-100 Loess hills No —

Hosmer-Severely 
eroded

0-10 Loess hills No —

Alvin 0-5 Hills No —

Wakeland-Frequently 
flooded

0-5 Flood plains No —

Ma: Maplehill silt loam, frequently 
flooded

Maplehill 97 Flood plains,alluvial 
fans on lake plains

No —

Ragsdale 3 Depressions on lake 
plains

Yes 2

Ra: Ragsdale silt loam Ragsdale 100 Depressions on lake 
plains

Yes 2

Rb: Ragsdale silt loam, overwash Ragsdale 100 Depressions on lake 
plains

Yes 2

UnB2: Uniontown silt loam, 2 to 6 
percent slopes, eroded

Uniontown 94 Lake terraces No —

Evansville 3 Lake plains Yes 2

Ragsdale 3 Depressions on lake 
plains

Yes 2

Data Source Information

Soil Survey Area: Gibson County, Indiana
Survey Area Data: Version 20, Sep 16, 2019

Hydric Soil List - All Components---Gibson County, Indiana Investigated Area

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

11/14/2019
Page 3 of 3

Figure 6: Soil Map
SR 65 over Black River
Bridge Replacement 

Gibson County, Indiana
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Indiana Floodplain Information Portal Report

Point of Interest

Approximate Address:

18 South State Rd 65

OWENSVILLE, IN 47665

Effective Flood Zone:

A

Preliminary Flood Zone:

N/A

Best Available Flood Zone:

Approximate Flood Elevation:

447ft NAVD88

Source:

Zone A Model Delineation

Nearest Stream:

BLACK RIVER

Map Legend
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Approximate scale 1:2,400

Disclaimer

This data is a digital representation of the former paper Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for counties that have completed the

Map Modernization Initiative.  The data on counties derived from the official FEMA digital products (DFIRM) represent official

FEMA designations of the Special Flood Hazard Areas.  This data can be used for official National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP)

purposes in accordance with the FEMA Mitigation Directorate Policy document tiled "Use of Digital Flood Hazard Data" dated

November 29, 2007.   For the non-modernized counties, the Effective is enhanced by the addition of the floodplain data from

digitized paper copies of the FIRMs and the information should be considered advisory only.  For these non-modernized counties,

the paper maps are the official FEMA documents for regulatory and insurance purposes. Once the NFHL is official, the Effective is

updated with the newly published information. For the status of counties published by FEMA please see 

http://www.floodmaps.fema.gov/NFHL/status.shtml.   

Generated on Thursday November 14th 2019 at 09:50:31am

Figure 7: Indiana Floodplain Information Portal Report 
SR 65 over Black River

Bridge Replacement
Gibson County, Indiana
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Figure 8: StreamStats Map
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Appendix 2 - PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (PJD) FORM

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PJD: 

B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PJD:

C. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: 

D. PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

(USE THE TABLE BELOW TO DOCUMENT MULTIPLE AQUATIC RESOURCES AND/OR
AQUATIC RESOURCES AT DIFFERENT SITES)

State: County/parish/borough: City:

Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):

Lat.: Long.:

Universal Transverse Mercator:

Name of nearest waterbody: 

E. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):

Office (Desk) Determination.  Date:

Field Determination. Date(s):
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TABLE OF AQUATIC RESOURCES IN REVIEW AREA WHICH “MAY BE” SUBJECT TO REGULATORY 
JURISDICTION. 

Site 
number

Latitude 
(decimal 
degrees)

Longitude 
(decimal 
degrees)

Estimated amount 
of aquatic resource
in review area 
(acreage and linear 
feet, if applicable)

Type of aquatic
resource (i.e., wetland 
vs. non-wetland 
waters)

Geographic authority 
to which the aquatic 
resource “may be”
subject (i.e., Section 
404 or Section 10/404)
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1) The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional aquatic resources in
the review area, and the requestor of this PJD is hereby advised of his or her option
to request and obtain an approved JD (AJD) for that review area based on an
informed decision after having discussed the various types of JDs and their
characteristics and circumstances when they may be appropriate.

2) In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or a
Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring “pre-
construction notification” (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting NWP or
other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an AJD for the
activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware that: (1) the permit applicant has
elected to seek a permit authorization based on a PJD, which does not make an
official determination of jurisdictional aquatic resources; (2) the applicant has the
option to request an AJD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit
authorization, and that basing a permit authorization on an AJD could possibly result
in less compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) the
applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than accepting the terms
and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4) the applicant can
accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to comply with all the terms and
conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation requirements the Corps has
determined to be necessary; (5) undertaking any activity in reliance upon the subject
permit authorization without requesting an AJD constitutes the applicant’s acceptance
of the use of the PJD; (6) accepting a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered
individual permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps permit
authorization based on a PJD constitutes agreement that all aquatic resources in the
review area affected in any way by that activity will be treated as jurisdictional, and
waives any challenge to such jurisdiction in any administrative or judicial compliance
or enforcement action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federal court; and (7)
whether the applicant elects to use either an AJD or a PJD, the JD will be processed
as soon as practicable.  Further, an AJD, a proffered individual permit (and all terms
and conditions contained therein), or individual permit denial can be administratively
appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331.  If, during an administrative appeal, it
becomes appropriate to make an official determination whether geographic
jurisdiction exists over aquatic resources in the review area, or to provide an official
delineation of jurisdictional aquatic resources in the review area, the Corps will
provide an AJD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable.  This PJD finds
that there “may be” waters of the U.S. and/or that there “may be” navigable waters of
the U.S. on the subject review area, and identifies all aquatic features in the review
area that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following
information:
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SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for PJD (check all that apply)

Checked items should be included in subject file.  Appropriately reference sources 
below where indicated for all checked items: 

Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor:

Map: ________________ .

Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor. 
Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.
Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. Rationale: _______ .

Data sheets prepared by the Corps: ________ .

Corps navigable waters’ study: ____________ .

U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ________ .

USGS NHD data.
USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.

U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: _________ .

Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: __________ .

National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: ________ .

State/local wetland inventory map(s): ____________ .

FEMA/FIRM maps: ________________ .

100-year Floodplain Elevation is: ____ .(National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929)

Photographs: Aerial (Name & Date): ______ .

or      Other (Name & Date): ______ .

Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: __________ .

Other information (please specify): ______________ .

IMPORTANT NOTE: The information recorded on this form has not necessarily 
been verified by the Corps and should not be relied upon for later jurisdictional
determinations.

Signature and date of Signature and date of
Regulatory staff member person requesting PJD 
completing PJD (REQUIRED, unless obtaining  

the signature is impracticable)1

1 Districts may establish timeframes for requestor to return signed PJD forms. If the requestor does not respond 
within the established time frame, the district may presume concurrence and no additional follow up is 
necessary prior to finalizing an action. 
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1

Daniel Logsdon

From: Cooper, Nicholas <NCooper5@indot.IN.gov>
Sent: Friday, February 21, 2020 2:56 PM
To: Daniel Logsdon
Cc: Arnold, Troy; Kate Williams; Megan Wallace
Subject: RE: Des. No. 1700165 - Draft Waters Report - SR 65 over Black River Bridge Replacement Project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dan, 
 
Thanks for the information. Based on the information provided, the following permits are needed for Des. No. 1700165, 
RFC Date 11/3/21 (the designer should confirm all schedules with the Project Manager): 
 

 401 IP/404 RGP (Use State Form 51821) due to not meeting condition 2(k) of the 401 RGP conditions (relocating 
the stream). We can possibly get this as an RGP, but we would have to be able to show how this relocation 
would provide a net benefit to the relocation area. Please submit this application to our office by 2/3/2021.   

 
The following permit are not needed: 

 No DNR CIF is needed due to meeting the Rural Bridge Exemption. 

 No Rule 5 is needed due to only 0.67 acre of soil disturbance.  
 
We are providing preliminary permit determinations based on the information presented at the time of the request.  If 
scope and plans change the designer should contact us for a revised determination. A final permit determination will 
be done at the time of permit application submittal and/or any changes to the scope of the project. 
 
 
Nick Cooper 
Ecology and Waterway Permitting Specialist 
Indiana Department of Transportation 
Ph. (317) 233‐3698 

 

From: Daniel Logsdon [mailto:dlogsdon@HNTB.com]  
Sent: Friday, February 21, 2020 11:22 AM 
To: Cooper, Nicholas <NCooper5@indot.IN.gov> 
Cc: Arnold, Troy <TArnold1@indot.IN.gov>; Kate Williams <klwilliams@HNTB.com>; mwallace@hntb.com 
Subject: RE: Des. No. 1700165 ‐ Draft Waters Report ‐ SR 65 over Black River Bridge Replacement Project 
 

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

Nick, 
 
See below for preliminary permit determination information for Des. No. 1700165.  The plan set is attached for your 
reference.  Please let me know if you need anything else. 
  
 What kind of structure work is associated with this project (replacement, painting, scour protection, etc.)? Proposed 
activities include bridge replacement, guardrail replacement, and relocation of a field entrance in the southeast corner.    
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Appendix G: Public Involvement 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



HNTB Corporation         111 Monument Circle                         Telephone (317) 636-4682 
The HNTB Companies           Suite 1200                          Facsimile (317) 917-5211 
Infrastructure Solutions           Indianapolis, IN 46204         www.hntb.com 

March 7, 2019 
 
Jane E. Marginet Life Est Trust 
396 E. 795 S. 
Fort Branch, IN 47648 
 
Re:  Gibson County Tax Parcel – 26-17-13-300-001.068-021 
 

NOTICE	OF	SURVEY 
 

 

Dear Property Owner: 
 
HNTB, on behalf of The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), will perform a survey 
for the proposed replacement of the bridge on SR 65 over Black River located 2.09 miles south of 
SR 168 in Gibson County, Indiana, Des No. 1700165.  A portion of this survey work may be 
performed on your property in order to provide design engineers information for project design. 
The survey work will include mapping the location of features such as trees, buildings, fences, 
drives, ground elevations, etc. The survey is needed for the proper planning and design of this 
highway project. 
 
At this stage we generally do not know what effect, if any, our project may eventually have on 
your property. If we determine later that your property is involved, we will contact you with 
additional information. 
 
Indiana Code 8-23-7-26 allows HNTB, as the authorized employees of INDOT, Right of Entry to 
the project site (including private property) upon proper notification. A copy of a Notice of 
Survey discussion sheet, as found on INDOT’s website (http://www.in.gov/indot/2888.htm), is 
attached to this letter. Pursuant to Indiana Code 8-23-7-27, this letter serves as written 
notification that we will be performing the above noted survey in the vicinity of your property on 
or after March 18, 2019 
 
HNTB employees will show you their identification, if you are available, before coming onto 
your property. 
 
If you own but are not the tenant of this property (i.e. rental, sharecrop), please inform us so that 
we may also contact the actual tenant of the property prior to commencement of our work. If 
you have any questions or concerns regarding our proposed survey work or schedule, please 
contact the HNTB Project Manager. This contact information is as follows: 

 

 

Megan Wallace, PE 
111 Monument Circle, Suite 1200 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
(317) 636-4682 

 

Sample Notice of Survey Letter
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Under Indiana Code 8-23-7-28, you have a right to compensation for any damage that occurs to 
your land or water as a result of the entry or work performed during the entry. To obtain such 
compensation, you should contact the Vincennes District Real Estate Manager; contact 
information is below.  The District Real Estate Manager can provide you with a form to request 
compensation for damages. Once you fill out this form, you can return it to the District Real 
Estate Manager for consideration. If you are not satisfied with the compensation that INDOT 
determines is owed to you, Indiana Code 8-23-7-28 provides the following: 
 

The amount of damages shall be assessed by the county agricultural extension 
educator of the county in which the land or water is located and two (2) disinterested 
residents of the county, one (1) appointed by the aggrieved party and one (1) 
appointed by the department. A written report of the assessment of damages shall be 
mailed to the aggrieved party and the department by first class United States mail.  If 
either the department or the aggrieved party is not satisfied with the assessment of 
damages, either or both may file a petition, not later than fifteen (15) days after 
receiving the report, in the circuit or superior court of the county in which the land or 
water is located. 

 
If you have questions regarding the rights and procedures outlined in this letter, please contact the 
Vincennes District Real Estate Manager.  This contact information is as follows: 
 

Jason Brown 
3650 S. Hwy 41 
Vincennes, IN 47591 
(812) 895-7371 

 

 
 

Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter.  
Sincerely, 
HNTB Corporation 
 

 
 
Kurt M. Vonderheide, PS  
Survey Section Manager 
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SR 65 over Black River Bridge Replacement 
Gibson County, Indiana 
Des. No. 1700165 

Appendix H: Air Quality 



State Preservation and Local Initiated Projects FY 2020 - 2024

Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT)

SPONSOR CONTR

ACT # / 

LEAD 

DES

ROUTE WORK TYPE LOCATION DISTRICT MILES FEDERAL 

CATEGORY

PROGRAM PHASE FEDERAL MATCHEstimated 

Cost left to 

Complete

Project*

 2020  2021  2022  2023  2024STIP

NAME

Pike County

Pike County VA VARI Bridge Inspections Countywide Bridge Inspection 

and Inventory Program for 

Cycle Years 2019-2022

Vincennes 0 Multiple Local Funds PE $0.00 $31,821.37 $3,911.37 $5,275.38   $22,634.62Init.1593000

Local Bridge 

Program

PE $127,285.48 $0.00 $15,645.48 $21,101.52   $90,538.48

Pike County IR 1013 Bridge Rehabilitation 

Or Repair

On CR 650 E over Patoka River 

and 0.11 mi S of CR 325 S

Vincennes .14 STPBG Local Funds CN $0.00 $390,174.00 $390,174.00     Init.37247 / 

1383291

Local Bridge 

Program

CN $1,427,976.00 $0.00 $1,427,976.00     

Indiana Department 

of Transportation

SR 56 Small Structure 

Replacement

2.43 miles E of S Jct of SR 61 Vincennes 0 STPBG Bridge 

Construction

CN $2,861,042.40 $715,260.60 $3,576,303.00     Init.38717 / 

1500049

Indiana Department 

of Transportation

SR 356 Small Structure 

Replacement

0.80 miles E of Jct SR-57 Vincennes 0 STPBG Bridge 

Construction

CN $988,821.60 $247,205.40 $1,236,027.00     Init.38720 / 

1593087

Pike County IR 1016 Road Rehabilitation (3

R/4R Standards)

CR 350 N Pike County Indiana 

Road Rehabilitation

Vincennes 1.44 STPBG Group IV Program RW $56,000.00 $0.00 $56,000.00     Init.39841 / 

1600724

Group IV Program CN $1,792,000.00 $0.00  $1,792,000.00    

Local Funds RW $0.00 $14,000.00 $14,000.00     

Local Funds CN $0.00 $2,098,634.13  $2,098,634.13    

Petersburg ST 1001 Other Type Project (Mi

scellaneous)

Along Main Street (SR 56/ SR 

57) from 4th Street to 9th 

Street (SR 61)

Vincennes .4 STPBG Local Funds CN $0.00 $405,264.00  $405,264.00    Init.39848 / 

1600725

Local 

Transportation 

Alternatives 

CN $1,621,056.00 $0.00  $1,621,056.00    

Indiana Department 

of Transportation

SR 56 HMA Overlay, 

Preventive 

Maintenance

From S Jct with SR-61 to SR-2

57

Vincennes 8.306 STPBG Bridge 

Construction

CN $16,000.00 $4,000.00     $20,000.00Init.39933 / 

1701239

District Other 

Construction

CN $107,259.20 $26,814.80     $134,074.00

Road 

Construction

CN $5,580,593.60 $1,395,148.40 $210,000.00    $6,765,742.00

Indiana Department 

of Transportation

SR 356 Bridge Replacement, 

Concrete

Over Mud Creek, 04.69 miles 

East SR-57

Vincennes 0 STPBG Bridge 

Construction

CN $4,491,509.60 $1,122,877.40  $5,614,387.00    Init.40553 / 

1700150

Bridge ROW RW $127,200.00 $31,800.00 $159,000.00     

Indiana Department 

of Transportation

SR 56 HMA Overlay, 

Preventive 

Maintenance

From 0.93 mi  W (South) Jct of 

SR-57 to E (North) Jct with 

SR57/SR61

Vincennes 1.378 STPBG Road 

Construction

CN $1,375,354.40 $343,838.60  $1,719,193.00    Init.40591 / 

1601052

Road ROW RW $28,800.00 $7,200.00 $36,000.00     

*Estimated Costs left to Complete Project column is for costs that may extend beyond the four years of a STIP.  This column is not fiscally constrained and is for information purposes.

Page 159 of 240 Report Created:6/25/2019  2:09:57PM
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SR 65 over Black River Bridge Replacement 
Gibson County, Indiana 
Des. No. 1700165 

Appendix I: Additional Information 
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	Date of Inspection: 10/7/19
	Check Box7: Off
	Check Box8: Yes
	County: Gibson
	Check Box9: Off
	Inspected by: Dan Logsdon
	Temp: 72 °F
	Time of Inspection: 3:30pm
	Wind: 13 mph
	Precip: 0
	Text6: 6:52 am
	Sunset: 6:26 pm
	GPS Northing: 
	0: 439136.67
	1: 4232777.05

	Contract Number: B-40553/DES 1700165
	Anticipated Start Date for Construction: 2023
	Stream or Road Crossed: State Road 65 over Black River
	Station: 
	BridgeCulvert number: 065-26-00313
	Number of Spans: one
	Check Box12: 
	4: Off
	5: Off
	6: Yes
	7: Off
	1: Off
	2: Off
	0: Off
	3: Off

	Check Box3: 
	2: 
	0: 
	6: 
	0: Off
	1: Yes

	0: 
	1: Off
	0: Off

	1: 
	1: Off
	0: Off

	4: 
	1: Off

	2: 
	1: Off
	0: Off

	5: 
	1: Off
	0: Off

	3: 
	1: Yes
	0: Off



	0: 
	2: Off
	0: Off
	1: Off

	1: 
	2: Off
	1: Off
	0: Off


	Searched entire structure If not why not: YES
	Bats Present D Seen D HeardRow1: No bats  present
	In Clusters Number of clusters: N/A
	Number of bats in largest cluster: N/A
	Bats Found: N/A
	Signs of previous bat use D Guano D Staining: No signs of bat use
	Location of bats or signs of use wdrawing and photos: N/A
	Date and Time Project Supervisor was notified: 
	Name of Project Supervisor notified: 
	For bridges and culverts provide plan longitudinal and cross section views as appropriate N WE s: No bats or signs of bats were observed during the inspection.


