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December 21, 2017 

Re: Section 106 Effect Finding 
Des. No. 1382612 
DHPA No. 17495
Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor 
Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana 

Dear Consulting Party:

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT); in partnership with the Indiana Economic 
Development Corporation, Jeffersonville Port of Indiana, Clark County Commissioners, City of 
Jeffersonville Redevelopment Authority, and River Ridge Development Authority; is developing a road 
project to provide a direct connection between the Jeffersonville Port of Indiana, the River Ridge Commerce 
Center (RRCC), and State Road 62. The project corridor generally extends north approximately 1.75 miles
from the Port of Indiana to the SR 265/Old Salem Road interchange.  The project is funded, in part, by the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires federal agencies to take into account the 
effects of their undertakings on historic properties. In accordance with 36 CFR 800.2(c), you were invited to 
be a consulting party to participate in the Section 106 process. In response to this invitation, we have 
recorded that you wish to participate as a consulting party to provide recommendations regarding the 
potential impact of this project on historic properties present within the Area of Potential Effect (APE).

On December 1, 2017, the INDOT, acting on behalf of FHWA, signed the Section 106 Finding and 
Determinations: Area of Potential Effects, Eligibility Determinations, and Effect Findings of “No Historic 
Properties Affected” for this undertaking. This documentation describes the undertaking, the efforts taken to 
identify historic properties, the effects of the undertaking on the identified historic properties and 
summarizes consulting parties and public views.  

In accordance with 36 C.F.R. § 800.6(a)(3), a copy of the signed “No Historic Properties Affected” finding 
and the supporting 800.11(d) documentation is now available on IN SCOPE for your review. To access the 
documentation, follow the IN SCOPE link (http://erms.indot.in.gov/Section106Documents/) and enter the 
project’s Des. No. Should you require a hard copy of this documentation, please contact this office and the 
information will be mailed to you.

The participating consulting parties are being asked to review the “No Historic Properties Affected” finding 
and supporting documentation. All comments are to be received within 30-days of receipt of this letter. 
Your comments regarding the “No Historic Properties Affected” finding and supporting 800.11(d) 
documentation should be provided to American Structurepoint, Inc. at the following address: 
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Ms. Leah Boits 
  American Structurepoint, Inc. 
  7260 Shadeland Station 
  Indianapolis, Indiana 46256 
  lboits@structurepoint.com.

Tribal contacts may contact Shaun Miller at smiller@indot.in.gov or 317- 233-6795 or Michelle Allen at 
FHWA at michelle.allen@dot.gov or 317-226-7344. 

Thank you for your time, consideration and feedback. 

Sincerely,

Anuradha V. Kumar, Manager 
Cultural Resources Office
Environmental Services 

emc: Ms. Mary Kennedy, INDOT-CRO
Mr. Shaun Miller, INDOT-CRO
Ms. Leah Boits, American Structurepoint, Inc. 
Dr. Linda Weintraut, Weintraut & Associates, Inc. 

Distribution List: 
Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma  
Indiana Landmarks
Clark County Historian 
Utica Town Board
City of Jeffersonville
Mr. Gary Gilmore
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Public Notice
Des. No. 1382612

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT); in partnership with the Indiana Economic Development 
Corporation, Jeffersonville Port of Indiana, Clark County Commissioners, City of Jeffersonville Redevelopment 
Authority, and River Ridge Development Authority; is planning to undertake a road project funded in part by the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  The project is located in Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana.

Under the preferred alternative, the proposed project would involve the construction of a two-lane road 
designed to “heavy haul” specifications. The proposed road would have a design speed of 35 miles per hour 
with two 13-foot travel lanes and 11-foot shoulders. The road would likely be constructed on new alignment at 
a total length of approximately 1.75 miles. The proposed corridor generally extends north from the Port to the 
SR 265/Old Salem Road interchange. The area is a combination of forest, open grass, industrial, and farmed 
areas. Few existing roads are located within this area. The proposed project corridor is bounded by the SR 265 
corridor at the northern project limits. Lentzier Creek and several tributaries are located within the project 
corridor. 

Properties listed in or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) located within the Area of 
Potential Effects (APE) include the Smith-Sutton Site and the James A. Smith Farmstead. The INDOT, on 
behalf of the FHWA, has issued a “No Historic Properties Affected” finding for the project due to the fact that 
the NRHP listed and eligible properties within the APE will not be impacted by the undertaking. In accordance 
with the National Historic Preservation Act, the views of the public are being sought regarding the effect of the 
proposed project on the historic elements as per 36 CFR 800.2(d), 800.3(e) and 800.6(a)(4).  Pursuant to 36 
CFR 800.4(d)(1), the documentation specified in 36 CFR 800. 11(d) is available for inspection in American 
Structurepoint’s office. Additionally, this documentation can be viewed electronically by accessing INDOT’s 
Section 106 document posting website IN SCOPE at http://erms.indot.in.gov/Section106Documents. This 
documentation serves as the basis for the “No Historic Properties Affected” finding.  The views of the public on 
this effect finding are being sought.  Please reply with any comments to Leah Boits, American Structurepoint, 
7260 Shadeland Station, Ph: 317-547-5580, Fax: 317-543-0270, lboits@structureoint.com no later than
January 22, 2017.

In accordance with the “Americans with Disabilities Act”, if you have a disability for which INDOT needs to 
provide accessibility to the document(s) such as interpreters or readers, please contact Rickie Clark at 317-
232-6601 or rclark@indot.in.gov.
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12/1/2017

Digitally signed by Anuradha V. Kumar 

Date: 2017.12.01 12:46:15 -05'00'
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION/INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DOCUMENTATION OF SECTION 106 FINDING OF  

NO HISTORIC PROPERTIES AFFECTED  
SUBMITTED TO THE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER  

PURSUANT TO 36 CFR SECTION 800.4(d)(1)  
HEAVY HAUL TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR

UTICA AND JEFFERSONVILLE TOWNSHIPS, CLARK COUNTY, INDIANA
DES NO.: 1382612

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE UNDERTAKING

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) in partnership with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), the Indiana Economic Development Corporation, the Ports of Indiana, the Board 
of Commissioners of Clark County, the City of Jeffersonville Redevelopment Commission, and the River 
Ridge Development Authority, is developing a federal-aid road project to improve connectivity for the
Ports of Indiana-Jeffersonville (Port) with other regional transportation assets. Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act requires Federal agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings 
on historic properties. The federal involvement in the project is funding received from the FHWA.

The proposed project is located in Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana. More specifically, the area is 
located on the Jeffersonville and Charlestown USGS 7.5-Minute Quadrangle Maps in Tracts 6-7, 14-17, 
24-27, 38-40, and 52-53 and is within the Louisville Metropolitan Planning Area (LMPA), which consists of 
nine counties in Kentucky (Jefferson, Oldham, Trimble, Henry, Shelby, Spencer, Nelson, Bullit, and
Meade) and four Indiana counties (Washington, Harrison, Floyd, and Clark).

The need for the proposed project is due to the current and predicted rapid industrial and commercial 
development in the area that would result in a significant increase in volume of heavy haul vehicles 
mixing with local traffic. This growth, combined with the lack of connectivity and suitable roadways for 
heavy haul vehicles in the area, indicates a need for the proposed project. The purpose of the proposed 
project is to provide a route built specifically for heavy haul vehicles that provides continuous connection 
between the River Ridge Commerce Center (RRCC) and the Port via the new State Road (SR) 265/Old 
Salem Road interchange.

The proposed project corridor generally extends north from the Port to the SR 265/Old Salem Road 
interchange. The area is a combination of forest, open grass, industrial, and farmed areas. The forested 
areas are generally on steep slopes. Few existing roads are located within this area. The proposed 
project corridor is bounded by the SR 265 corridor at the northern project limits. Lentzier Creek and 
several tributaries are located within the project corridor.

The preferred project corridor, consists of the construction of a t -lane road designed to “heavy haul”
specifications. The proposed road would have a design speed of 35 miles per hour with two 1 -foot
travel lanes and 11-foot . The road would likely be constructed on new alignment at a total 
length of approximately 1.75 miles.

36 CFR § 800.16(d) defines the Area of Potential Effects (APE) as the “geographic area or areas within 
which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic 
properties, if any such properties exist. The area of potential effects is influenced by the scale and nature 
of an undertaking and may be different for different kinds of effects caused by the undertaking.”

The Area of Potential Effects (APE) was drawn approximately one mile from the proposed project area’s 
centerline but it was narrowed based upon existing topography and the limited view-shed due to existing 
structures and wooded terrain; it was expanded as additional alternatives were considered. The 
aboveground APE as illustrated takes into account the impacts from all alternatives. The APE for
archaeological resources was defined as the project footprint. (See Appendix A: Maps.)
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2. EFFORTS TO IDENTIFY HISTORIC PROPERTIES
Pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.4(b), United Consulting, the project consultant for INDOT, charged Weintraut &
Associates (W&A) with identifying and evaluating historic properties. Historians for W&A reviewed the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), Indiana Register of Historic Sites and Structures (IRHSS),
Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory (IHSSI), the State Historical Architectural and
Archaeological Research Database (SHAARD), the Indiana Historic Bridge Inventory, and the Clark
County Interim Report, for previously identified properties. Historians also reviewed prior Section 106
studies. In conducting research, historians examined primary and secondary resources. Documentary
research for the project included a review of county histories, aerial photographs, and online resources.
Historians also consulted with representatives of the River Ridge Development Authority for information
about resources within or near the APE. W&A found that the Ohio River Bridges (ORB) project had
determined the James A. Smith Farmstead to be eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A, C, and D in 2004.

Pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.4(b), staff from W&A conducted a Phase Ia records check beginning on 
February 17, 2014, using the site files in the Indiana Cemetery & Burial Registry, SHAARD, and other 
data on file at the Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and 
Archaeology (IDNR, DHPA). Staff then returned for additional materials on file at IDNR, DHPA on May 21, 
2014. Archaeologists consulted with staff of Indiana University Purdue University—Fort Wayne (IPFW) 
about previous investigations in, or near, the project location.

Historians conducted an aboveground site survey in April, May, and July of 2014. While in the field, they 
photographed and inventoried properties that were constructed more than fifty years before the 
anticipated date of the project’s completion. They scrutinized the area carefully looking for architectural or 
historic thematic continuity of properties to evaluate the area for a historic district. Further, they evaluated 
individual properties using the National Register guidance for applying the criteria for evaluation and the 
criteria considerations. Finally, they used the guidance provided by the staff of the IDNR, DHPA regarding 
recent past resources. W&A prepared a context by which they evaluated properties meeting the age 
requirement for NRHP consideration for this project. Historians identified the James A. Smith Farmstead 
ruins (WA1) that had been previously determined to be NRHP-eligible under Criteria A, C, and D. The 
structure suffered a fire which damaged its integrity leaving it no longer eligible under Criterion A and C. 
The property (although a ruin) continues to be illustrative of the history of a nineteenth-century residence 
under Criterion D. It is located outside of the archaeological APE (which is the project footprint). (See 
Appendix B: Photographs, for images from the aboveground structural survey.)  

W&A archaeologists conducted a Phase Ia archaeological field reconnaissance in May 5-13, July 8-10, 
and August 5, 2014. During the Phase Ia investigations completed in May, July, and August 2014, 
archaeologists identified two previously-recorded sites (12CL0533 and 12CL0129) with the potential to 
yield information important to the regional prehistoric record within a “survey area” provided by the client. 
(Note that the survey area for this project was larger than the final project area.)

An agency coordination meeting was held September 8, 2014, with FHWA, INDOT, INDOT’s consultants, 
and SHPO to discuss the archaeological investigation for the project. At the meeting, the group decided 
to conduct a Phase II investigation for the area between sites 12CL0533 and 12CL0129 to see if they 
were connected; SHPO and INDOT agreed to a multi-stage investigation that would include remote 
sensing followed by feature investigation, contingent on SHPO approval. The meeting was summarized in
a letter sent to the INDOT project manager on September 12, 2014. (See Appendix C: Correspondence.)

To further evaluate eligibility, W&A prepared a work plan (Goldbach 2015) for Phase II investigation of 
Sites 12CL0533 and 12CL0129. The work plan was completed on March 27, 2015; W&A submitted the 
work plan to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) on March 27, 2015. (See Appendix C: 
Correspondence and Appendix D: Report Summaries.)

The SHPO responded to the Phase II work plan in a letter dated April 1, 2015. The SHPO accepted the 
work plan with four conditions, specifically: 

“1. All archaeological investigation must be directly supervised in the field and laboratory by an 
archaeologist meeting the professional qualification standards for archaeology in 312 IAC 12-3-4; 
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2. If any human remains dating on or before December 31, 1939 are encountered, the discovery
must be reported to the Indiana Department of Natural Resources within two (2) business days.
The discovery must be treated in accordance with IC 14-21-1 and 312 IAC 22 [. . .];
3. A report detailing the methods, techniques, analysis, and results of the project must be
submitted to the DHPA for review and comment within one year of the end of fieldwork.
4. If major revisions to the archaeological plan are implemented, please coordinate with DHPA
and INDOT-[CRO].”

(See Appendix C: Correspondence, for the letter from SHPO.)

Phase II remote sensing was performed on April 27-29, 2015. Utilizing the results from the remote 
sensing, W&A archaeologists performed investigatory excavations on May 11-14, 18, and 21, 2015. The 
archaeological testing found an absence of earthworks, mounds, middens, burials, or significant 
subsurface deposits. The low density of features and artifacts led the principal investigator to conclude 
that the tested portion of site 12CL0129/0533 has limited potential to yield information important to the 
knowledge of the prehistory of the region. W&A conveyed a management summary to the Indiana SHPO 
on June 3, 2015, for these Phase II investigations. Based on the Phase II sampling of site 
12CL0129/0533, the archaeologist recommended that portion of the site as not eligible for inclusion in the 
NRHP or IRHSS. (See Appendix C: Correspondence.)

In a letter dated June 12, 2015, the SHPO concurred with the recommendation of the Phase II 
Management Summary that the portion of archaeological site 12CL0129/0533 “located within the project 
corridor is not eligible for inclusion in the State or National Registers of Historic Places.” SHPO also 
requested the Phase II report be delivered in full by May 21, 2016. (See Appendix C: Correspondence.)

Phase Ia archaeological investigations resumed from September 28, 2015 to October 7, 2015. At the 
conclusion of these Phase Ia investigations, archaeologists had recorded twenty-six sites, six of which 
had been previously recorded. 

On December 9, 2015, W&A historians reviewed the aboveground APE drawn in 2014 and expanded it 
based on additional alternatives under investigation. At the same time, historians drove the APE to 
confirm that no significant changes had taken place that would alter the results of previous survey. No 
changes were noted.

In a letter dated April 18, 2016, the following individuals or organizations were invited to join Section 106 
consultation: Indiana State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO); Indiana Landmarks—Southern Regional 
Office; Indiana Landmarks—Central Office; Borden Institute Historical Society; Clark’s Grant Historical 
Society; Howard Steamboat Museum/Clark County Historical Society; Jeff-Clark Preservation, Inc.; 
Jeffersonville Main Street; Jeffersonville Historic Board of Review; Clark County Historian; Mayor of the 
City of Jeffersonville; Utica Town Board; Kentuckiana Regional Planning and Development Agency; City 
of Jeffersonville Engineer; Jeffersonville Department of Economic Development and Department of 
Redevelopment; Clark County Board of Commissioners; and Clark County Council. Indiana Landmarks—
Southern Regional Office; City of Jeffersonville Engineer; Clark County Historian, SHPO, and Utica Town 
Board sent affirmative post card responses to the invitation to join consultation. The Clark County Board 
of Commissioners declined the invitation to participate. (See Appendix C: Correspondence and Appendix 
E: Consulting Parties.)

INDOT sent a letter dated April 18, 2016, to the following federally-recognized Tribes and invited them to 
join in consultation: Miami Tribe of Oklahoma, Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma, Peoria Tribe of 
Indians of Oklahoma, and United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians. The Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 
accepted the invitation to participate. Note that subsequent to this email, the Pokagon Band of 
Potawatomi Indians requested to be consulted on all counties in Indiana and were invited to join 
consultation. (Appendix C: Correspondence and Appendix E: Consulting Parties.)

On February 22, 2017, Gary Gilmore, a property owner, contacted W&A and requested to be added to 
the consulting party list for this project. (Appendix E: See Consulting Parties.)
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On March 27, 2017, American Structurepoint (Structurepoint), the environmental consultant on this 
project, informed consulting parties via email of the availability of the Historic Property Report (HPR, 
Fivecoat and Molloy 2016) on INSCOPE. The HPR identified the James A. Smith Farmstead (WA1) as 
having been previously determined eligible under Criterion D. Historians recommended no other 
properties as eligible for listing in the NRHP. (Note: This email was distributed to consulting party Gary 
Gilmore on April 5, 2017. It was later discovered that Indiana Landmarks had been inadvertently omitted 
from the distribution list; an email informing of them of the availability of the HPR was sent on August 9, 
2017. See Appendix C: Correspondence for copies of these emails.)

INDOT-Cultural Resources Office (CRO) sent an email to the Tribal consultation partners informing them 
that the HPR, Phase II (Goldbach 2017a), and Phase Ia (Goldbach 2017b) reports were available for 
review on INSCOPE on March 27, 2017. The Phase Ia report recommended the project proceed as 
planned. The Phase II report recommended the portion of Site 12CL0129/0533 within the project corridor 
as not eligible for inclusion in the IRHSS or NRHP. The HPR, Phase Ia, and Phase II reports were all 
approved by INDOT-CRO prior to their transmittal to consulting parties and Tribal consulting partners.
(See Appendix C: Correspondence and Appendix D: Report Summaries.)   

On April 11, 2017, at the request of INDOT and FHWA, archaeologists for W&A conducted a survey in an 
alternative “study area.” The survey area totaled approximately 1.22 hectares (ha) (3.0 acres [ac]). The 
survey identified one site, 12CL1052, for further work. (See Appendix D: Report Summaries.) 

In a letter dated April 24, 2017, the SHPO responded to the HPR, Phase Ia Archaeological Field 
Reconnaissance Report, and the Phase II Archaeological Investigations. SHPO concurred that the James 
A. Smith Farmstead (WA1) is eligible for the NRHP under Criterion D and that “it is the only above-ground
property identified in the HPR that is eligible for the NRHP.” (See Appendix C: Correspondence.)

Further, SHPO stated, “[w]e also agree with the Phase Ia (Goldbach; February 24, 2017) and Phase II 
(Goldbach, Arnold and Hughes; February 24, 2017) archaeology reports addressing the archaeological 
aspects of this project.” Specifically, SHPO concurred that Sites 12CL1004 to 12Cl1016 and Sites 
12CL1051 to 12CL1057 lack sufficient integrity to be considered potentially eligible and no additional 
work is needed at the sites. SHPO acknowledged that the Phase Ia documented Sites 12Cl0129/943 and 
12CL0533 as one large artifact scatter and that the Phase II report recommended the site not eligible for 
nomination to the State or National Registers of Historic Places, concluding “[t]he portion of sites 12-Cl-
129/544 located within the project area will not require additional archaeological assessment.” (See 
Appendix C: Correspondence.)

Finally, in the letter dated April 24, 2017, the SHPO stated that “[i]f 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 be reported to the Department of Natural Resources
within two (2) business days. (See Appendix C: Correspondence.)

In October 2017, archaeologists for W&A prepared a Phase Ia Archaeological Field Reconnaissance—
Addendum No. 1 (Addendum No. 1 Report/ Goldbach 2017c) which documented efforts to identify and 
evaluate archaeological resources within a “survey area” that is outside the preferred alternative. It was 
decided after the Phase Ia reconnaissance not to pursue the alternative “survey area,” and the 
archaeological APE remains the same as that described in Phase Ia report (Goldbach 2017b). The 
Addendum No. 1 Report (Goldbach 2017c) identified one site for further work: site 12CL1052, which 
could not be fully assessed because of landowner constraints. However, since the alternative “survey 
area” will not be moving forward as part of the preferred alternative, the site will not be impacted by 
construction of the proposed project. If the portion of site 12CL1052 within the “survey area” of the 
Addendum No. 1 Report (Goldbach 2017c) cannot be avoided and becomes part of the preferred 
alternative, then additional investigation is recommended. It was further recommended that the project 
area previously examined and cleared in the Phase Ia report (Goldbach 2017b) be allowed to proceed 
without additional work. (See Appendix D: Report Summaries.)  
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INDOT sent an email providing Tribal Representatives access to the Addendum No. 1 Report on
INSCOPE. Structurepoint sent a paper copy of this 800.11 documentation and Addendum No. 1 Report to 
the Indiana SHPO.  

No further efforts, including consultation, to identify historic archaeological and aboveground resources 
took place.

3. BASIS FOR FINDING

One aboveground resource was identified as eligible under Criterion D: the remains of the James A.
Smith Farmstead (WA1). This resource was identified in the aboveground APE, but is located outside of 
the archaeological APE (which is the project footprint). Since this archaeological resource is located 
outside the archaeological APE, the project will have no impact on historic properties. Therefore, the 
finding of “No Historic Properties Affected” is appropriate for this undertaking as no historic properties are 
present within the APE.
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Management Summary: 
Clark County Transportation Corridor

Phase II: Site 12Cl0129/0533 within Alternative E 
May 29, 2015 

Under contract with United Consulting (United), Weintraut& Associates, Inc. (W&A) 
completed Phase II testing on portions of site 12Cl0129/0533 within Alternative E of the 
proposed Transportation Corridor in Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana. 

W&A archaeologists first encountered site 12Cl0533 within Alternative F. Subsequently, 
at the request of United, W&A performed limited shovel testing survey south of site 
12Cl0533 and north of site 12Cl0129 to determine the presence or absence of 
archaeological materials within Alternative E. Based on the recommendations of previous 
investigations and the results of the Phase Ia archaeological field reconnaissance, W&A 
concluded that site 12Cl0129/0533 had the potential to contain information important to 
the regional prehistoric record and was considered potentially eligible for listing in the 
Indiana Register of Historic Sites and Structures and (IRHSS) and the National Register 
of Historic Places (NRHP). Therefore, in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the Indiana Department of Transportation-Cultural 
Resources Office (INDOT-CRO), W&A recommended site 12Cl0129/0533 for Phase II 
archaeological investigations to further evaluate eligibility based on site integrity and the 
potential to yield information important to the prehistoric record (Criterion D). A work 
plan was submitted to the SHPO March 27, 2015, and approved April 1, 2015. 

As part of the Phase II investigations, remote sensing was performed throughout the 
project area on April 27, 28, and 29, 2015, which included electric resistivity and 
magnetometer survey. The results formed the basis for the placement of some hand 
excavation units and mechanically excavated trenches, work which was performed May 
11 through May 14 and May 18 through 21, 2015. A total of 35 square meters (0.5%) 
were hand excavated, and a total of 704 square meters (10.1%) were machine excavated. 
No middens or burials were encountered during testing, and no evidence for the presence 
of mounds or other earthworks resulted from the remote sensing or excavations within 
the project area. 

The results, or anomalies, of the remote sensing were rank-ordered from 1 to 3 in 
likelihood of being a cultural feature with 1 being the most likely and 3 being the least 
likely. No anomalies were ranked as 1. Eight anomalies were tested within the project 
area with hand-excavated block units. Of these eight anomalies, only two (Features 1 and 
2) were confirmed as prehistoric features. One anomaly (Anomaly 18) was confirmed as
a clinker dump from coal powered farm machinery. Mechanical excavations resulted in 
the excavation of an additional 25 features, 12 of which were determined to be 
noncultural. No evidence of features was recorded in the plowzone, and all features 
appear to be plow-truncated. No temporally diagnostic artifacts, bone, macrobotanical 
remains or radiocarbon dating samples were obtained from any of the features. Minor 
amounts charcoal flecking and soil discoloration were the only evidence for thermal 
features.
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Small amounts of lithic debitage and highly fragmentary prehistoric ceramics were the 
only artifacts present within features, and very little fire-cracked rock was present. 
Phase II testing confirmed that this site has a low density of artifacts within the project 
area. The hand excavated block unit yielding the highest density of artifact averaged only 
33 artifacts per square meter of excavation. This unit also yielded the only temporally 
diagnostic biface recovered during the Phase II testing, a Madison projectile point which 
was not associated with a feature. 

The absence of temporally diagnostic artifacts and charcoal or other materials which 
could be radiocarbon dated within features makes it difficult to answer research questions 
set forth in the Phase II work plan beyond questions of site integrity. Due to this lack of 
evidence, research questions regarding specific behaviors, such as subsistence and lithic 
resource exploitation, cannot be contextualized within a specific time period or cultural 
affiliation. It is possible that flotation samples, once analyzed, may contain botanical 
evidence for seasonality or diet, but this evidence will have little temporal context. 

Due to the absence of earthworks, mounds, middens, burials, or other significant 
subsurface deposits, low artifact density, and lack of temporal context, site 
12Cl0129/0533 has limited potential to yield information important to the knowledge of 
the prehistory of the region. Based on the sample of site 12Cl0129/0533 within the 
project corridor, this portion of the site is recommended as not eligible to the IRHSS or 
the NRHP. Any portions of this site existing outside of the project area must be evaluated 
separately.
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April 18, 2016 

Mr. Mitch Zoll  
Division Director  
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology 
Indiana Department of Natural Resources 
274 Indiana Government Center West 
402 West Washington Street 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 

Re: Des. No. 1382612                                                                                                                   
 Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor  

Port of Indiana – Jeffersonville to SR 265 
Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana 
Project No. 2013.01857 

Dear Mr. Zoll: 

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in partnership with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Indiana 
Economic Development Corporation, the Ports of Indiana, the Board of Commissioners of Clark County, the City of Jeffersonville 
Redevelopment Commission, and the River Ridge Development Authority (RRDA), is developing a federal-aid road project to improve 
connectivity for the Ports of Indiana-Jeffersonville (Port) with other regional transportation assets.  The proposed project is located in 
Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana.   

The area is located on the Jeffersonville and Charlestown USGS 7.5 Minute Quadrangle Maps in Tracts 6-7, 14-17, 24-27, 38-40, and 
52-53 and is within the Louisville Metropolitan Planning Area (LMPA), which consists of nine counties in Kentucky (Jefferson, Oldham, 
Trimble, Henry, Shelby, Spencer, Nelson, Bullit and Meade) and four Indiana counties (Washington, Harrison, Floyd and Clark). 
Preliminary corridor studies have identified an approximately 1.3-mile wide corridor between the Port of Indiana, Jeffersonville and 
State Road (SR) 265 to establish roadway alignment alternatives for the project.  The alternatives are currently being developed and 
evaluated within the project corridor based upon environmental studies and coordination.  Various maps and aerial photographs are 
enclosed showing the area being investigated.  

The project area has several major generators of traffic that consist primarily of heavy trucks or heavy haul vehicles.  However, the road 
network in the area is primarily made of up of local facilities not designed to handle such vehicle loading.  Heavy haul vehicles (often 
referred to as Michigan truck trains) are generally 60 feet or more in length with a gross vehicle weight of 134,000 pounds, as compared 
to Indiana legal load limits of 80,000 pounds gross vehicle weight.  Heavy haul vehicles require the design of facilities to take into 
account the maximum weight of the heavy haul vehicles and the anticipated number of heavy haul vehicles utilizing the facility on a 
daily basis.  The resulting difference between a facility designed to carry heavy haul vehicles and standard load trucks is often a 
significant difference in pavement thickness.  Based on current and predicted rapid industrial and commercial development associated 
with the major traffic generators in the project area it is anticipated that truck traffic will increase by 129 percent over the next 20 years.   

The need for the proposed project is due to the current and predicted rapid industrial and commercial development in the area that would 
result in a significant increase in volume of heavy haul vehicles mixing with local traffic. This growth, combined with the lack of 
connectivity and suitable roadways for heavy haul vehicles in the area, indicates a need for the proposed project. The purpose of the 
proposed project is to provide a route built specifically for heavy haul vehicles that provides continuous connection between the River 
Ridge Commerce Center (RRCC) and the Port via the new SR 265/Old Salem Road interchange.   

The proposed project corridor generally extends north from the Port to the SR 265/Old Salem Road interchange.  The area is a 
combination of forest, open grass, industrial, and farmed areas.  The forested areas are generally on steep slopes.  Few existing roads 
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are located within this area.  The proposed project corridor is bounded by the SR 265 corridor at the northern project limits. Lentzier 
Creek and several tributaries are located within the project corridor.   

The proposed project consists of the construction of a 3-lane road designed to “heavy haul” specifications. The proposed road would 
have a design speed of 35 miles per hour with two 12-foot travel lanes and one 11- to 12-foot auxiliary lane.  The road would likely be 
constructed on new alignment at a total length of approximately 1.75 miles.  While only three lanes would be constructed, right-of-way 
would be wide enough to allow for future expansion to five lanes if required by traffic demand.

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires federal agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings on 
historic properties. In accordance with 36 CFR 800.2(c), you are hereby invited to be a consulting party to participate in the Section 106 
process. This process involves efforts to identify historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking, assess the effects of the 
undertaking on historic properties, and seek ways to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects on historic properties. For more 
information on Section 106 of the NHPA and the Section 106 review process, we recommend reviewing the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation’s publication titled Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review. It can be downloaded 
at the following website: http://www.achp.gov/docs/CitizenGuide.pdf. 

Please return the enclosed postcard and check whether you “Do” or “Do Not” agree to be a consulting party. If you indicate on the 
postcard that you do not desire to be a consulting party, or if you do not return the postcard at all, you will not be included on the list of 
consulting parties for this project and you will not receive further information about the project unless the scope changes. 

We realize you and/or your organization may want to perform a formal review of properties that may be affected as part of this project 
and, therefore, may require more detailed information regarding the scope of the project. If you choose to be a consulting party, as 
required under Section 800.11(e), documentation of our recommendations for the Determination of the Area of Potential Effect, the 
Determination of Eligibility of Historic Properties for the National Register of Historic Places, and the Finding of Effect on Historic 
Properties will be made available for your review in the future. The historic architecture and archaeological investigations will be 
completed by individuals that satisfy the Secretary of the Interior Professional Qualification Standards.

The intention of this mailing is to provide an opportunity for you to request involvement as a consulting party. To facilitate the 
development of this project, you are asked to reply within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received by that date, it will 
be assumed you have no comments at the present time and decline involvement in the Section 106 process. A list of all agencies and 
groups invited to be a Section 106 consulting parties is included with this letter for your reference.  

Your timely cooperation in the development of this project is appreciated. For general inquiries please contact myself at (317) 233-6795 
or by e-mail at smiller@indot.in.gov or Michelle Allen of FHWA at (317) 226-7344 or by e-mail at michelle.allen@dot.gov. However, 
please contact our consultant, Leah Boits of American Structurepoint at (317) 547-5580 or by e-mail at lboits@structurepoint.com for 
coordination purposes, questions, or if additional information is needed. 

Respectfully, 

Shaun Miller, Acting Manager 
Cultural Resource Office 
Environmental Services  

Enclosures 
Response Postcard 

 State Location Map  
 USGS Topographic Mapping 

2014 Aerial Photography 
Distribution List 

cc:  Ms. Mary Kennedy, INDOT Cultural Resources 
 Mr. Shaun Miller, INDOT Cultural Resources 
 Ms. Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration 
 Ms. Linda Weintraut, Weintraut & Associates 
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April 18, 2016 

Ms. Diane Hunter  
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 1326 
Miami, OK 74355 

Re: Des. No. 1382612                                                                                                                   
 Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor  

Port of Indiana – Jeffersonville to SR 265 
Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana 
Project No. 2013.01857 

Dear Ms. Hunter: 

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT), in partnership with the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA), the Indiana Economic Development Corporation, the Ports of Indiana, the Board of Commissioners of 
Clark County, the City of Jeffersonville Redevelopment Commission, and the River Ridge Development 
Authority (RRDA), is developing a federal-aid road project to improve connectivity for the Ports of Indiana-
Jeffersonville (Port) with other regional transportation assets.  The proposed project is located in Utica Township, 
Clark County, Indiana.   

The area is located on the Jeffersonville and Charlestown USGS 7.5 Minute Quadrangle Maps in Tracts 6-7, 14-
17, 24-27, 38-40, and 52-53 and is within the Louisville Metropolitan Planning Area (LMPA), which consists of 
nine counties in Kentucky (Jefferson, Oldham, Trimble, Henry, Shelby, Spencer, Nelson, Bullit and Meade) and 
four Indiana counties (Washington, Harrison, Floyd and Clark). Preliminary corridor studies have identified an 
approximately 1.3-mile wide corridor between the Port of Indiana, Jeffersonville and State Road (SR) 265 to 
establish roadway alignment alternatives for the project.  The alternatives are currently being developed and 
evaluated within the project corridor based upon environmental studies and coordination.  Various maps and 
aerial photographs are enclosed showing the area being investigated.  

The project area has several major generators of traffic that consist primarily of heavy trucks or heavy haul 
vehicles.  However, the road network in the area is primarily made of up of local facilities not designed to handle 
such vehicle loading.  Heavy haul vehicles (often referred to as Michigan truck trains) are generally 60 feet or 
more in length with a gross vehicle weight of 134,000 pounds, as compared to Indiana legal load limits of 80,000 
pounds gross vehicle weight.  Heavy haul vehicles require the design of facilities to take into account the 
maximum weight of the heavy haul vehicles and the anticipated number of heavy haul vehicles utilizing the 
facility on a daily basis.  The resulting difference between a facility designed to carry heavy haul vehicles and 
standard load trucks is often a significant difference in pavement thickness.  Based on current and predicted rapid 
industrial and commercial development associated with the major traffic generators in the project area it is 
anticipated that truck traffic will increase by 129 percent over the next 20 years.   
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The need for the proposed project is due to the current and predicted rapid industrial and commercial development 
in the area that would result in a significant increase in volume of heavy haul vehicles mixing with local traffic. 
This growth, combined with the lack of connectivity and suitable roadways for heavy haul vehicles in the area, 
indicates a need for the proposed project. The purpose of the proposed project is to provide a route built 
specifically for heavy haul vehicles that provides continuous connection between the River Ridge Commerce 
Center (RRCC) and the Port via the new SR 265/Old Salem Road interchange.   

The proposed project corridor generally extends north from the Port to the SR 265/Old Salem Road interchange.  
The area is a combination of forest, open grass, industrial, and farmed areas.  The forested areas are generally on 
steep slopes.  Few existing roads are located within this area.  The proposed project corridor is bounded by the 
SR 265 corridor at the northern project limits. Lentzier Creek and several tributaries are located within the project 
corridor.   

The proposed project consists of the construction of a 3-lane road designed to “heavy haul” specifications. The 
proposed road would have a design speed of 35 miles per hour with two 12-foot travel lanes and one 11- to 12-
foot auxiliary lane.  The road would likely be constructed on new alignment at a total length of approximately 
1.75 miles.  While only three lanes would be constructed, right-of-way would be wide enough to allow for future 
expansion to five lanes if required by traffic demand.  

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires federal agencies to take into account the effects of 
their undertakings on historic properties. In accordance with 36 CFR 800.2(c), you are hereby invited to be a 
consulting party to participate in the Section 106 process. This process involves efforts to identify historic 
properties potentially affected by the undertaking, assess the effects of the undertaking on historic properties, and 
seek ways to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects on historic properties. For more information on 
Section 106 of the NHPA and the Section 106 review process, we recommend reviewing the Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation’s publication titled Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 
Review. It can be downloaded at the following website: http://www.achp.gov/docs/CitizenGuide.pdf.

Please return the enclosed postcard and check whether you “Do” or “Do Not” agree to be a consulting party. If 
you indicate on the postcard that you do not desire to be a consulting party, or if you do not return the postcard at 
all, you will not be included on the list of consulting parties for this project and you will not receive further 
information about the project unless the scope changes. 

We realize you and/or your organization may want to perform a formal review of properties that may be affected 
as part of this project and, therefore, may require more detailed information regarding the scope of the project. If 
you choose to be a consulting party, as required under Section 800.11(e), documentation of our recommendations 
for the Determination of the Area of Potential Effect, the Determination of Eligibility of Historic Properties for 
the National Register of Historic Places, and the Finding of Effect on Historic Properties will be made available 
for your review in the future. The historic architecture and archaeological investigations will be completed by 
individuals that satisfy the Secretary of the Interior Professional Qualification Standards.   

As part of our preliminary corridor studies preliminary archaeological investigations have been initiated and are 
currently ongoing. A National Register archaeological site has been identified within the corridor and will be 
avoided by the alternative alignments considered. The Section 106 process is ongoing and will investigate 
potential impacts to historic sites and structures as well as archaeological resources.  Native American tribes with 
an ancestral interest in the project area are being sent this letter. For those tribes that join consultation, proposed 
alignments and potential impacts will be discussed in more detail in subsequent coordination. In order to protect 
the integrity of cultural sites, locations of archaeological sites will not be included in any coordination with the 
public as a part of project development. Please help us protect these sites by keeping their locations confidential.     

The intention of this mailing is to provide an opportunity for you to request involvement as a consulting party. 
To facilitate the development of this project, you are asked to reply within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If no 
response is received by that date, it will be assumed you have no comments at the present time and decline 
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involvement in the Section 106 process. A list of all agencies and groups invited to be a Section 106 consulting 
parties is included with this letter for your reference. 

Your timely cooperation in the development of this project is appreciated. For general inquiries please contact 
Shaun Miller of INDOT at (317) 233-6795 or by e-mail at smiller@indot.in.gov or Michelle Allen of FHWA at 
(317) 226-7344 or by e-mail at michelle.allen@dot.gov. However, please contact our consultant, Leah Boits of 
American Structurepoint at (317) 547-5580 or by e-mail at lboits@structurepoint.com for coordination purposes, 
questions, or if additional information is needed. 

Respectfully, 

Shaun Miller, Acting Manager 
Cultural Resource Office 
Environmental Services  

Enclosures 
Response Postcard 

 State Location Map  
 USGS Topographic Mapping 
 2014 Aerial Photography 

Distribution List 

cc:  Ms. Mary Kennedy, INDOT Cultural Resources 
 Mr. Shaun Miller, INDOT Cultural Resources 
 Ms. Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration 
 Ms. Linda Weintraut, Weintraut & Associates 
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Historic  Property  Report,  Heavy  Haul
Transportation Corridor, Utica and Jeffersonville Townships, Clark county, Indiana, DES No.: 1382612 

INDOT-Cultural Resource Manual

Phase  Ia  Archaeological  Field  Reconnaissance:  Proposed  United  Heavy  Haul  Transportation  Corridor,  Utica
Township, Clark County, Indiana, Des. No.: 1382612 Phase II Testing: Archaeological Excavations of
Site 12CL0129/0533, Heavy haul Transportation Corridor, Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana, Des. No.: 1382612; DHPA No.
17495
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Voted “Best Place to Work in Indiana”
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3/27/2017 Weintraut Inc Mail - Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor (Des. No. 1382612) - Section 106 Consultation

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=36a678f7d1&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15b1135bd19f399e&siml=15b1135bd19f399e 1/2

Linda Weintraut <linda@weintrautinc.com>

Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor (Des. No. 1382612) - Section 106 Consultation 
1 message

Miller, Shaun (INDOT) <smiller@indot.in.gov> Mon, Mar 27, 2017 at 3:19 PM
To: "rdushane@estoo.net" <rdushane@estoo.net>, Diane Hunter <dhunter@miamination.com>, Logan Pappenfort <lpappenfort@peoriatribe.com>, "Jason S. Wesaw
- THPO" <Jason.Wesaw@pokagonband-nsn.gov>, "eoosahwee-voss@ukb-nsn.gov" <eoosahwee-voss@ukb-nsn.gov>
Cc: "Boits, Leah" <lboits@structurepoint.com>, "Hope, Briana" <bhope@structurepoint.com>, "Carpenter, Patrick A" <PACarpenter@indot.in.gov>, "Kumar,
Anuradha" <akumar@indot.in.gov>, "Kennedy, Mary" <MKENNEDY@indot.in.gov>, "Allen, Michelle (FHWA)" <michelle.allen@dot.gov>, Linda Weintraut
<linda@weintrautinc.com>

Dear Tribal Consultation Partners,

As part of the project development for the Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor project, studies were undertaken to evaluate the potential historic or cultural
resources within the Area of Potential Effects (APE). The Historic Property Report, Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor, Utica and Jeffersonville Townships, Clark
county, Indiana, DES No.: 1382612 (June 2016) prepared by Weintraut & Associates, Inc. (W&A) has been uploaded to IN SCOPE for your review
(https://erms.indot.in.gov/Section106Documents/).

The APE for this undertaking incorporated the project location and included properties that may be impacted by project activities, such as noise and visual
intrusions. The INDOT-Cultural Resource Manual (2014) recommends undertakings that include new terrain begin with an APE of one mile that may be increased
or decreased based on the surrounding topography and built environment. Historians narrowed the APE in places where the existing topography and/or wooded
environment limited noise and visual intrusions from the project. The report was reviewed and approved by the INDOT Cultural Resources Office (CRO) on
February 6, 2017. Historians identified ten (10) properties considered or rated Contributing or higher according to the Indiana Historic sites and Structures
Inventory (IHSSI) rating system. One of these properties, the James A. Smith Farmstead (WA1), has previously been determined eligible for the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) under Criterion D. Historians are not recommending any additional properties as eligible for listing in the NRHP.  

In addition, the Phase Ia Archaeological Field Reconnaissance: Proposed United Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor, Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana, Des.
No.: 1382612 (February 24, 2017) and the Phase II Testing: Archaeological Excavations of Site 12CL0129/0533, Heavy haul Transportation Corridor, Utica
Township, Clark County, Indiana, Des. No.: 1382612; DHPA No. 17495 (February 24, 2017) prepared by W&A have been uploaded to IN SCOPE. Native American
Tribes and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) have restricted access to review the Archaeological Reports. The Phase Ia report was reviewed and
approved by INDOT CRO on January 23, 2017, and the Phase II report was reviewed and approved by INDOT CRO on March 20, 2017.  Tribes may access the
Phase Ia and Phase II reports by logging into IN SCOPE using your username and password and using the search criteria in the aforementioned report titles (the
Des. No. is the most efficient search term).

The intention of this mailing is to provide an opportunity for all consulting parties and the SHPO to review and comment on the Historic Property Report (HPR), as
well as to provide an opportunity for the SHPO and Native American Tribes to review and comment on the Archaeological Reports in order to provide information
regarding the anticipated impacts the project could have on the identified historic properties. To facilitate the development of this project, you are asked to reply
within 30 days of receipt of this email. If you would like to receive a hard copy of materials posted to IN SCOPE, please make your specific document requests
within 7 days of receiving this email.  Your timely cooperation in the development of this project is appreciated. Please contact me using the contact information
below if there are any questions or if additional information is needed.  You may also contact Michelle Allen at FHWA at (317) 226-7344 or
michelle.allen@dot.gov.
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3/27/2017 Weintraut Inc Mail - Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor (Des. No. 1382612) - Section 106 Consultation

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=36a678f7d1&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15b1135bd19f399e&siml=15b1135bd19f399e 2/2

Please note that the Pokagon Band of Potawatomi Indians has recently requested to be consulted on all counties in Indiana and are being invited into consultation
on this project now.

Best regards,

 

Shaun Miller

Archaeological Team Lead

INDOT, Cultural Resources Office

smiller@indot.in.gov

(317) 233-6795
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Historic  Property  Report,  Heavy  Haul
Transportation Corridor, Utica and Jeffersonville Townships, Clark county, Indiana, DES No.: 1382612 

INDOT-Cultural Resource Manual

Phase  Ia  Archaeological  Field  Reconnaissance:  Proposed  United  Heavy  Haul  Transportation  Corridor,  Utica
Township, Clark County, Indiana, Des. No.: 1382612 Phase II Testing: Archaeological Excavations of
Site 12CL0129/0533, Heavy haul Transportation Corridor, Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana, Des. No.: 1382612; DHPA No.
17495
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Voted “Best Place to Work in Indiana”
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Historic Property
Report,  Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor,  Utica and Jeffersonville  Townships,  Clark county,  Indiana, DES No.:
1382612 

INDOT-Cultural Resource Manual

Phase Ia Archaeological Field Reconnaissance: Proposed United Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor,
Utica  Township,  Clark  County,  Indiana,  Des.  No.:  1382612 Phase  II  Testing:
Archaeological  Excavations  of  Site  12CL0129/0533,  Heavy  haul  Transportation  Corridor,  Utica  Township,  Clark
County, Indiana, Des. No.: 1382612; DHPA No. 17495
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APPENDIX D. Report Summaries
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Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation Guidebook: Indiana Historic Sites 
and Structures Inventory – Archaeological Sites
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iWeintraut & Associates, inc.

Historic Property Report
Transportation Corridor

Utica and Jeffersonville Townships, Clark County, Indiana
DES No.: 1382612 

Prepared for 

United Consulting and

Indiana Department of Transportation/Federal Highway Administration

Prepared by 

WEINTRAUT & ASSOCIATES, INC.

Principal Investigator: Dr. Linda Weintraut

Authors: Douglas Fivecoat, M.A., and Kelly Lally Molloy, M.A.

With contributions from: Bethany Natali, M.A., M. Christine Manning, M.H.P. 

and M.S., Bethany Hughes, B.A.

P.O. Box | Zionsville, Indiana 46077 | 317.733.9770 | Linda@weintrautinc.com

June 2016
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iiWeintraut & Associates, inc.

The Indiana Department of Transportation 

(INDOT), in partnership with the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA), the Indi-

ana Economic Development Corporation, the 

Ports of Indiana, the Board of Commissioners 

of Clark County, the City of Jeffersonville Re-

development Commission, and the River Ridge 

Development Authority (RRDA), is developing 

a federal-aid road project to improve connectiv-

ity for the Ports of Indiana-Jeffersonville (Port) 

with other regional transportation assets.  The 

proposed project is located in Utica Township, 

Clark County, Indiana. The project area has 

several major generators of traffic that consist 

primarily of heavy trucks or heavy haul vehi-

cles. The purpose of the proposed project is to 

provide a route built specifically for heavy haul 

vehicles that provides continuous connection 

between the River Ridge Commerce Center 

(RRCC) and the Port via the new State Road 

(SR) 265/Old Salem Road interchange. The 

proposed project corridor generally extends 

north from the Port to the SR 265/Old Salem 

Road interchange. The proposed project cor-

ridor is bounded by the SR 265 corridor at the 

northern project limits.  The proposed project 
consists of the construction of a -lane road de-

signed to “heavy haul” specifications. 

The Area of Potential Effects (APE) is “the geo-

graphic area or areas within which an undertak-

ing may directly or indirectly cause alterations 

in the character or use of historic properties, if 

any such properties exist.” [36 CFR § 800.16(d)] 

The Area of Potential Effects (APE) was origi-

nally drawn approximately one mile from the 

proposed project area’s centerline but it was nar-

rowed based upon existing topography and the 

limited view-shed due to existing structures and 

wooded terrain. (See Appendix 1: Maps.) 

Project personnel for Weintraut & Associates, 

Inc. (W&A), who meet the Secretary of the 

Interior’s Professional Standards and who are 

historians listed as Qualified Professionals by 

the Indiana Department of Natural Resources 

(IDNR), Indiana Division of Historic Preser-

vation & Archaeology (DHPA), identified and 

evaluated resources for this project.

As part of these Section 106 identification and 

evaluation efforts, historians for W&A identi-

fied ten properties considered or rated Con-

tributing or higher according to the Indiana 

Historic Sites and Structures Inventory (IHSSI) 

rating system. One of these properties, the 

James A. Smith Farmstead (WA1), has previ-

ously been determined eligible for the National 

Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under Cri-

terion D. Historians are not recommending any 

additional properties as eligible for listing in 

the NRHP.

Clark County Transportation Corridor | Utica and Jeffersonville 
Townships, Clark County, Indiana | Executive Summary

Appendix C 
Page C-67



iIndiana Archaeological Report // Des. No.: 1382612
January 2017 | Weintraut & Associates, inc. 

Phase II Testing: Archaeological Excavations of Site 12CL0129/0533 
Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor 
Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana 

Des. No.: 1382612; DHPA No. 17495

Prepared for:

United Consulting, Inc.

Prepared by:

Weintraut & Associates, inc.
Authors: Jason Goldbach, M.A., R.P.A., Craig Arnold, M.A., and Bethany Hughes, B.A.

P. O. Box 5034 | Zionsville, Indiana 46077 | 317.733.9770

_______________________________________

Principal Investigator: Jason Goldbach M.A., R.P.A.
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 2017 | Weintraut & Associates, inc. 

Management Summary

The Indiana Department of Transportation 

(INDOT) with funding from the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA), and 

in partnership with the Indiana Economic 

Development Corporation, Jeffersonville Port 

of Indiana, Clark County Commissioners, City 

of Jeffersonville Redevelopment Authority, 

and River Ridge Development Authority is 

developing a project in Utica Township, Clark 

County, Indiana.  The area is located on the 

Jeffersonville and Charlestown USGS 7.5 

Minute Quadrangle Maps in Tracts 6-7, 14-

17, 24-27, 38-40, and 52-53. In 2014, during 

the Phase Ia reconnaissance conducted at 

the request of United Consulting (United), 

Weintraut & Associates, Inc. (W&A) 

archaeologists encountered site 12CL0533, 

located in proximity to site 12CL0129; 

both sites had been previously identified as 

containing Woodland and historic components. 

Subsequently, at the request of United, 

W&A performed limited shovel testing 
survey south of site 12CL0533 and north 

of site 12CL0129 to determine the presence 
or absence of archaeological materials 

within one of the alternatives under 

investigation, Alternative E. Based on the 

recommendations of previous investigations 

and the results of the Phase Ia archaeological 

field reconnaissance, W&A concluded that 

that the area within Alternative E located 

between  and within  the previously-recorded 

sites 12CL0129 and 12CL0533 had the 

potential to contain information important to 

the regional prehistoric record. Prior studies 

had recommended both sites to be potentially 

eligible for listing in the Indiana Register of 

Historic Sites and Structures (IRHSS) and the 

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

Therefore, in consultation with the State 

Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and the 

Indiana Department of Transportation-Cultural 

Resources Office (INDOT-CRO), W&A 

recommended site 12CL0129/12CL0533 for 

Phase II testing to further evaluate NRHP 

eligibility based on site integrity and the 

potential to yield information important to the 

prehistoric record (Criterion D). 

A work plan was submitted to the staff of the 

SHPO on March 27, 2015, and approved 

April 1, 2015 (DHPA No. 17495). Work was 

conducted in accordance to and compliance 

with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 

and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic 

Preservation (48 FR 44716), the Cultural 

Resources Manual issued by INDOT (2015), 

the current Guidebook for Indiana Historic Sites 

and Structures Inventory—Archaeological Sites 

issued by the IDNR, DHPA, and the Indiana 

Historic Preservation Act (IC 14-21-1). The 

field work, laboratory analysis, and preparation 

of the final report and recommendations 
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 2017 | Weintraut & Associates, inc. 

were completed or directly supervised by a 

Principal Investigator meeting the standards 

set forth in 36 CFR 61 of the National Historic 

Preservation Act and 312-IAC-21 of the 

Indiana Administrative Code.

As part of the Phase II investigations, remote 

sensing was performed on April 27, 28, and 

29, 2015, which included electrical resistivity 

and magnetic gradiometer survey. The results 

assisted in the placement of hand excavation 

units and mechanically excavated trenches, 

work which was performed from May 11 

through May 14 and from May 18 through 

May 21, 2015. A total of 35 square meters 

was hand excavated, and a total of 704 square 

meters was machine excavated.

The archaeological testing found an absence 

of earthworks, mounds, middens, burials, or 
significant subsurface deposits.

that the tested 

portion of site 12CL0129/0533 has limited 

potential to yield information important to the 

knowledge of the prehistory of the region. 

Based on the Phase II sampling of site 

12CL0129/0533 within the project corridor, 

this tested portion of the site is recommended 

as not eligible for inclusion in the IRHSS or 

the NRHP.
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Phase Ia Archaeological Field Reconnaissance:
Proposed United Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor

Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana
Des. No.: 1382612

Prepared for

United Consulting  &

Indiana Department of Transportation / Federal Highway Administration

Prepared by

Weintraut & Associates, inc.
Authors: Jason Goldbach, M.A., R.P.A. with contributions from Craig Arnold, M.A., Bethany 

Hughes, B.A. and M. Chris Manning, M.A., M.S.H.P.

P.O. Box 5034 | Zionsville, Indiana | (317) 733-9770 | (Jason@weintrautinc.com)

February 24, 2017
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Management Summary

In response to a request from United Consult-

ing (United), Weintraut & Associates, Inc. 

(W&A) archaeologists conducted a Phase Ia ar-

chaeological field reconnaissance and a records 

review for the proposed Heavy Haul Trans-

portation Corridor in Utica Township, Clark 

County, Indiana. The Indiana Department of 

Transportation (INDOT) in partnership with 

the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), 

the Indiana Economic Development Corpora-

tion, the Ports of Indiana, the Board of Com-

missioners of Clark County, the City of Jeffer-

sonville Redevelopment Commission, and the 

River Ridge Development Authority is devel-

oping a federal-aid road project. The Preferred 
Alternative  the right-of-way (ROW) corri-

dor for this project is referred to as the “project 

area” throughout this report. The project area 

measures 2611 meters (m) [(8566 feet [ft]) in 

length and ranges in width from 91.4 m (300 

ft) to 243.8 m (800 ft). Areas surveyed for other 

alternatives are referred to as “additional survey 

areas.”

W&A project archaeologists conducted an 

archaeological records check in the Indiana 

State Historic Architecture and Archaeological 

Research Database (SHAARD) as authorized 

by the Indiana Department of Natural Re-

sources, Division of Historic Preservation and 

Archaeology (IDNR, DHPA). The results of 

this search showed that portions of the survey 

area had been previously surveyed by a profes-

sional archaeologist and contained six previ-

ously registered archaeological sites. An addi-

tional 257 previously recorded archaeological 

sites have been recorded within 1.6 kilometer 

(km) (1 mile [mi]) of the project area (Appendix 

A). The archaeological records check indicated 

40 previous archaeological investigations have 

been conducted within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the 

project area (Appendix B). A review of the Indi-

ana Cemetery and Burial Registry (ICBR) found 

no cemeteries registered within 30.5 m (100 ft) 

of the project area.

Principal Investigator Jason Goldbach, M.A., 

and W&A crew members completed the Phase 

Ia archaeological field reconnaissance of the 

survey area in May, July and August of 2014; 

and September and October of 2015. A total of 

approximately 64.91 hectares (ha) (160.6 acres 

[ac]), was subjected to Phase Ia archaeological 

field reconnaissance, including areas outside the 

project area or area of potential effects (APE) 

which were within alternatives that were later 

discarded.

Field methods employed during these investi-

gations were determined by surface visibility, 

amount of previous disturbance, terrain, and 

existing vegetation within the project area. In 

areas where surface visibility was greater than 

30 percent, surface inspection was conducted. 
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Areas having less than 30 percent ground 

surface visibilities were investigated by shovel 

probing.

Twenty-six archaeological sites were 

encountered during the Phase Ia archaeological 

field reconnaissance of the survey area. These 

included six previously recorded sites and 20 new 

sites. One previously reported archaeological 

site recorded within the project area could not 

be relocated during the current reconnaissance. 

None of the 20 new sites appear to have the 

potential to be eligible for listing in the Indiana 

Register of Historic Sites and Structures 

(IRHSS) or the National Register of Historic 

Places (NRHP), and none are, therefore, 

recommended for further investigation. 

Two of the six previously recorded sites, 

12CL0112 and 12CL0127, are located within 

the area surveyed for this project but outside 

the project area for the preferred alternative. 

One previously identified site, 12CL0614, 

was not relocated and is recommended for no 

further work. Another previously identified site, 

12CL0944, was relocated but is recommended 

for no further work. Prior to the production 

of this report, portions of sites 12CL0533 and 

12CL0129 were recommended for Phase II 

testing (Goldbach 2015). Subsequent Phase 

II testing resulted in a recommendation for 

no further work for those portions of sites 

12CL0533 and 12CL0129 located within 

the project area of the Preferred Alternative 

(Goldbach 2016a).

Twenty previously undocumented sites were 

recorded as a result of this survey. Sites 

12CL1004 through 12CL1016, and 12CL1051 

through 12CL1057,  included five prehistoric 

isolated finds, nine prehistoric lithic scatters, 

two historic artifact scatters and four multicom-

ponent artifact scatters containing prehistoric 

and historic artifacts. Nine of these are located 

outside the project area in additional survey 

areas. None of the 20 new sites appear to meet 

eligibility criterion for listing in the IRHSS or 

the NRHP and are therefore not recommended 

for further investigation. 

Based on results of this Phase Ia archaeological 

field reconnaissance, W&A recommends that 

construction be allowed to proceed as planned. 

This recommendation is presented with the un-

derstanding that in the event that archaeologi-

cal deposits or human remains are encountered 

during the construction phase of this project, 

construction activities must cease within a 

100-ft radius of the discovery and INDOT 

Cultural Resources Office (CRO) and IDNR, 

DHPA must be notified (per INDOT Standard 

Specification 107.10 and INDOT Construction 

Memo 13-14).
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Phase Ia Archaeological Field Reconnaissance:
Proposed Heavy Haul Transportation Corridor 

Utica Township, Clark County, Indiana, Addendum No. 1
Des. No.: 1382612

Prepared for

United Consulting &

Indiana Department of Transportation / Federal Highway Administration

Prepared by

Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Authors: Jason Goldbach, M.A., R.P.A. with contributions from Craig Arnold, M.A., 

and Bethany Hughes, B.A. 

P.O. Box 5034 | Zionsville, Indiana| (317) 733-9770 | (Jason@weintrautinc.com)
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Management Summary
The Indiana Department of Transportation 

(INDOT) in partnership with the Federal 

Highway Administration (FHWA), the Indiana 

Economic Development Corporation, the 

Ports of Indiana, the Board of Commissioners 

of Clark County, the City of Jeffersonville 

Redevelopment Commission, and the River 

Ridge Development Authority is developing 

a federal-aid road project. In response to a 

request from United Consulting (United), 
Weintraut & Associates, Inc. (W&A) archa

eologists had previously conducted a Phase Ia 

archaeological reconnaissance and prepared a 
report for 

 roject 

(Goldbach et al. 201 b). 

Additional survey was undertaken after that 
report was submitted to the Indiana Depart

ment of Natural Resources, Division of Histor

ic Preservation and Archaeology (IDNR,

DHPA)  his report, Addendum No. 1 to the 

Phase Ia Reconnaissance Report, has been 

prepared to document efforts to identify and 

evaluate archaeological resources within an 

additional “survey area” that was outside the 
preferred alternative but 

The “survey area” for this 

project is a contiguous area measuring 1.2 

hectares (ha), or 3.0 acres (ac). 

The survey area was situated in a combination 

of residential yards, horse pasture, and woods 
where surface visibility was l  than 30 

percent and was, therefore, investigated with 

shovel test probes. With the exception of the 

sloped area and areas adjacent to standing 

structures, the entire survey area was shovel 

tested, resulting in the documentation of 

additional portions of previously-recorded site 

12CL1052. 

All materials recovered from the survey area 
were associated with site 

12CL1052; the recovery of these materials 
resulted in the extension of the boundary of 

site 12CL1052 to the north and south. The 
artifact assemblage for site 12CL1052 con

tained precontact artifacts associated with an 

unknown precontact period and historic 
artifacts associated with the nineteenth cen

tury. One shovel test probe contained 

 suggestive of a 

feature. Some historic 

artifacts the early-nineteenth century 

and, therefore, site 12CL1052 

represent an occupation related to the early 

settlement of Clark County.

Based on results of this Phase Ia archaeological 
field reconnaissance,
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