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MEMORANDUM

To: Mitchell Zoll, Office of the State Historic Preservation Officer
From: Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.

Date: March 16, 2015

Re: Section 6 Alternative Archaeology Methodology

The memo requests approval for an alternative methodology for the archaeological survey of
existing SR 37 right-of-way (ROW) as discussed at the agency meeting January 13, 2015.

Existing SR 37 Right-of-Way

When the 1-69 project Tier II studies were first initiated, a field review of Section 6 along SR 37
was undertaken. This field review was completed on August 26, 2004. The purpose of the
review was to determine the extent of disturbance within the existing right of way (ROW).
Attendants for the field review included Curtis Tomak (INDOT archaeologist), Tim Miller
(HTNB Section 6 Project Manager), Dave Hunter (Wilbur Smith engineer), Pat Trader
(University of Kentucky archaeologist for Section 6), and Don Cochran and Alice Roberts (PMC
archaeologists). A memo generated from the field visit indicated that, with the exception of a
couple of small areas, the existing SR 37 ROW is disturbed (See attachment). The memo was
never submitted to Indiana Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) Division of Historic
Preservation and Archaeology (DHPA) staff for comment.

The existing ROW is defined as the area owned by the State of Indiana from county GIS data.
SR 37 is a divided four-lane highway and the ROW encompasses the north and south bound
roads, a grass covered median and grass buffers exterior to the roadway. The buffers typically
include visually noticeable ditches and utilities. Most of these disturbances are evident on a
review of aerial maps. The extent of the ROW is visually delimited in most locations by fencing
or tree lines. The ROW is typically between 55 and 75 meters in width but can be larger at
intersections. Beyond the ROW, land use includes residential homes, commercial or industrial
development, urban areas or agricultural land.

Upon further verbal consultation with INDOT CRO staff and DHPA staff in March 2015, a field
meeting and windshield survey to review existing SR 37 has not been found necessary. The
2004 review found the majority of the SR 37 to be disturbed. Since Phase Ia field surveys will
be conducted adjacent to existing SR 37 ROW, disturbances within the existing ROW can be
visually assessed at that time. Disturbed areas will not be further investigated. Any areas that do
not visually appear to be disturbed within the existing SR 37 will be investigated using standard
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Phase Ia methods. Digital photographs will be taken to provide examples of the types of
disturbance encountered and will be included in the Phase Ia archaeology report.

If previously recorded sites fall within the existing ROW or if newly identified sites extend into
the existing ROW, the site boundary will be investigated to determine the level of disturbance. If
intact deposits are encountered, the site will be surveyed using standard survey methods during
the field work. In areas with greater than 30% visibility, the site area will be surveyed by
pedestrian transects spaced at 5 m intervals. In areas with less than 30% visibility, the site area
will be surveyed via the excavation of 30-cm diameter shovel test pits at an interval of 5 m. All
excavated soil will be screened through 0.64 cm wire mesh. The results will be included in the
Phase Ia archaeology report.
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MEMORANDUM

To: Mitchell Zoll, Office of the State Historic Preservation Officer
From: Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.

Date: March 13, 2015

Re: Section 6 Alternative Archaeology Methodology

The memo requests approval for the use of predictive modeling as discussed at the agency
meeting January 13, 2015.

Predictive Model of Study Corridor

Should multiple alternatives be selected outside of the SR 37 corridor, a predictive model is
proposed for a study corridor encompassing the selected alternatives and presumably involves
several thousand acres. The predictive model could assist in alternative selection by identifying
areas sensitive for cultural resources to be avoided. The predictive model could also be utilized
for a more efficient field survey effort by concentrating the survey effort on high probability
areas and reducing the effort in locations with a low potential for cultural resources.

The southern portion of Section 6 is located within the Brown County Hills natural region
(Homoya et al. 1985). This area lies south of the Wisconsin glaciation and is characterized by
deeply dissected uplands with siltstone, shale and sandstone found near the surface. Soils are
well drained silt loams with minor amounts of loess.

The northern portion lies in the Tipton Till Plain natural region (Homoya et al. 1985).

The Tipton Till Plain is characterized by a mostly un-dissected glacial plain with silt and silty
clay loam soils. Several large scale archaeological surveys conducted within the Tipton Till
Plain have provided site and artifact density information (Angst 1997; Burkett and Hicks 1986;
Cochran 1994; Conover 1988; Cree 1991, Cree et al.1994; James and Cochran 1985; McCord
2007) (Table 1). Site densities are similar by landform, but appear to be the lowest in outwash
plain settings. There is a higher density of artifacts per acre surveyed and artifacts per site on
floodplain and terrace landforms. Higher site densities on better drained soils are also
documented in the till plain region (Cochran 1994:6, McCord 2007:109). Cochran (1994:6)
summarized prehistoric settlement of the till plain region as:

e Dispersed due to dispersed resources, but more intense at focal resources,

e Low in artifact density, and
e Higher site frequency and artifact density on well drained soils.
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Table 1. Regional Survey Information (after McCord 2007)
County Landform Acres Sites per | Artifacts | Artifacts
Surveyed | Acre per Acre | per Site
Marion' Till Plain 40 1.33 1.78 2.367
Hamilton' 33 4.71 0.52 2.429
Madison? 233 1.32 - -
Henry* 280 4.59 1.05 4.36
Rush’ 218.7 3.0 6.36 19.04
Jay’ 173 5.0 15 33
Marion' Terrace 5 5.0 1.6 8
Hamilton' 152.5 2.21 5.16 11.4
Hamilton 2 87 2.9 5.46 15.83
Madison? 259 2.42 - -
Henry* 230 523 0.27 18.75
Rush’ 276 4.06 3.99 16.19
Delaware® 70 2.8 0.65 --
Hamilton' Floodplain 8 2.0 1.38 2.75
Hamilton 2 276 4.76 6.57 34.18
Madison? 140 3.11 -- --
Rush? 169.3 6.05 12.12 73.28
Delaware® 170 1.93 5.50 --
Hamilton > Outwash Plain | 106 11.78 - 1.778
Henry* 100 5.00 1.35 3.7
Delaware® 100 2.04 0.65 --
ICree 1991, 2McCord and Cochran 2003, *Conover 1988, “Burkett and Hicks 1986,
SAngst 1997, °Cree 1994, "James and Cochran 1985

Archaeological predictive models are tools for projecting known settlement patterns into
unknown areas and assume that archaeological sites tend to recur in environmental settings
favorable to human settlement (Warren and Asch 2000:7). A predictive model would consider
environmental factors that are assumed to influence human habitation, both for pre-contact and
historical periods. For the Tipton Till Plain region, previous recorded archaeological information
can be used to help refine the predictive model.

The four main environmental criteria considered for this predictive model would include
landform, soil drainage, distance to streams or other water bodies and proximity to roads
primarily for historical era sites. The model would be constructed in ArcGIS using existing
datasets. Data is readily available for soils from the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO), surface
landforms from the Quaternary Geological Map compiled by the Indiana Geological Survey,
water information from the National Hydrological Dataset and National Wetlands Inventory, and
roads from various base map files available from ESRI.

The criteria and proposed sampling method for the proposed probability model is presented in
Table 2. Once the study area is selected, a model will be constructed in ArcGIS. The model will
be constructed with either the ArcGIS Predictive Analysis Tools (Query Factor Input Table and
Query Expression Editor) or ModelBuilder. These ArcGIS tools allow for statistical calculations
based on minimum distance algorithms. The model will first be constructed using only the
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environmental criteria. Each environmental factor will be partitioned and can be easily added,
deleted or weighted to test the model in ArcGIS. The model will be evaluated and validated with
the introduction of known site and non-site data. DHPA has provided shape files for recorded
cultural sites. The site locations will the checked for accuracy and survey locations will be
digitized during the literature review. To further validate and select the appropriate model,
Kvamme’s Gain Statistic (1-[% area/% known sites]) will be utilized (Kvamme 1988). If the
Gain is near 1, the model will have predictive utility. The final model and mapping will be
provided to INDOT CRO and DHPA staff for approval prior to use in field work.

Table 2. Proposed Predictive Model Criteria
Site Soil Drainage Landforms Distance to | Distance to | Recommended Survey
Probability Water Roads Interval (Surface/STP)
Low Very Poor, Poor Till Plain, Outwash > 400 m > 400 m 20/30 m
Moderately Poor | Plain, Lake Plain,
Flood Plain
Moderate Moderately Well, | Till Plain, Outwash >300 m >300 m 15/20 m
Well Plain, Residual
Upland
High Moderately Well, | Flood Plain, Outwash | <300 m <300 m 10/15 m
Well, Very Well Terrace, Dune

A description of the final predictive model and its application will be included in the Phase la
archaeology report. The report will include an assessment of the field results and determination
for the effectiveness of the model. If applicable, correlations between cultural remains and
features of the environment will be proposed for different cultural manifestations.
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MEETING MINUTES

Section 6 Project, Section 106 Site Visit
Various Locations—Marion, Johnson, and Morgan Counties
May 14, 2015 at 8:30 am to 4:00 pm EDT
Des. No.: 0300382; DHPA No.: 4615

Attendee Organization

Kia Gillette Lochmueller Group

Paul Diebold Indiana Department of Natural Resources (IDNR),
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
(DHPA)

Holly Tate IDNR, DHPA

John Carr IDNR, DHPA

Mary Kennedy Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT)—
Cultural Resources Office (CRO)

Chris Meador HNTB

Patrick Carpenter INDOT—CRO

Chad Slider IDNR, DHPA

Kelly Molloy, Weintraut & Associates, Inc. (W&A)

Michelle Allen Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Linda Weintraut W&A

Bethany Natali W&A

I. Gather & Site Visit Overview

e The group met in the parking lot at Southport Road & Bluff Road.
e Linda Weintraut explained the purpose of the site visit was to view representative

properties from the Additional Information (AI) Study Survey as well as those properties

that may be eligible for listing the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

e The site visit would also include re-examination of select properties that were originally
surveyed in 2004 and evaluated in the Historic Property Report (HPR, 2008) that may

now merit re-evaluation.

II. 6528 Bluff Crest Court

e This Gothic Revival house is set within the Bluff Crest neighborhood off Bluff and Banta
Roads. It pre-dates the other residences in the neighborhood, and W&A speculated that it
was moved to this location.

e DHPA viewed the house and confirmed the foundation appeared to be a bit newer.

e  W&A will contact Indiana Landmarks to see if there is any information about this house.

Page 1
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1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Section 6 — Site Visit Summary

III. Isaac Sutton House (1846 Banta Road):

e Rated Outstanding in the Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory (IHSSI) for
Perry Township, Marion County.

e HPR (2008) recommended property not eligible due to the presence of two NRHP-listed
Italianate houses in Perry Township and due to the loss of integrity/associated
agricultural resources.

e Today, the house displays new windows and an updated porch but still retains its rural
setting, even though some of the agricultural buildings are no longer extant.

e The historians asked the group to consider if this property would be eligible today due to
the increasingly diminished presence of late 19" century agricultural resources on the
landscape of southwest Indiana.

e The IDNR, DHPA staff asked for time to consider the property.

IV.  Linear Development along West Stop 11 Road & Belmont Street
e In general, houses along these roads date to the 1960s or early 1970s.
e Houses are situated on large lots (including the majority along or on hills/rises) with high
style examples of Ranch or New Traditional residences.
e Historians have not been able to establish a connection at this time regarding the
development of these parcels.
e The group visited the following individual properties:
0 7729 Belmont Street
e New Traditional/French; built in 1966
e Set on large lot and sited on hill facing Belmont
e FEarly twentieth century barn on site
0 7719 Belmont Street (Ciel)
e Constructed in 1964; New Traditional/French with Tudor elements
e Reportedly the second highest point in Marion County
e Owned by Charles and Betty Laughner of Laughner’s cafeteria

e Architect was the same who designed the Laughner cafeterias
0 7835 Belmont Street

e Constructed in 1966; New Traditional/Classical

e Some original and some replacement doors and windows
0 8000 Bluff Street (Entrance on West Stop 11)
e Constructed circa 1955; Limestone veneer Ranch style

V. Glennwood Homes Association
e The Glennwood Homes Association (GHA) neighborhood is one of the earliest known,
post-World War II residential developments in Marion County. The neighborhood was
created in 1949, with most development completed by the 1960s.
e Some later infill (three properties) occurred (circa 1980s and 1990s)
e 26 lots on 46.5 acres, including three “community spaces”

May 14, 2015 Page 2
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VI

VIIL

A cooperative neighborhood started by Lilly Employees (and reportedly given the
nickname “Pill Hill”) that reflects some of the trends of Frank Lloyd Wright’s
cooperative communities in Michigan.
The group visited the following individual properties:
0 Sheid House
e Constructed by Howard F. Foltz (son of Herbert Folt) in 1951 for J.P. Enright
e Concrete and steel with ashlar veneer
0 Baecke House
e Built in 1960 entirely of wood; original owner/builder was D.B. Baecke
e Was part of a separate addition north of the original GHA, but members of this
addition eventually joined with GHA
e Attendees viewed the inside of this house, which retains many original
elements.
0 Rice House
e Constructed circa 1952 in U-shape
e Most reflective of the “Usonian” house style
e Garage is somewhat unusual feature but was added (instead of a carport)
reportedly at the insistence of the original property owner
0 Shepard House
e Constructed in 1950 by Howard F. Foltz for Edwin R. Shepard
e The “sister house” of the Sheid House
e Concrete and steel construction

It was the consensus of the group that this is a district that warrants further investigation
and would likely be considered NRHP eligible.

Aldrich Farm

Was rated Notable in the IHSSI and recommended not eligible for listing in the NRHP in
2004-2008 study due to the removal of outbuildings and additions to the house.

The farm still has its barn (in good condition) and smaller field patterns near the
farmstead; it is evocative of 19™ century agriculture.

The house has additions that are generally not visible from the road; it does have a
Craftsman porch.

The historians postulated that this property would be considered for NRHP eligibility
given the diminishing presence of farmsteads on the landscape.

IDNR, DHPA would like time to consider this property and to talk internally.

St. Martin of Tours

The church was constructed in 1962; the complex includes a cemetery, additional church
buildings and a rectory.

It is not a high-style example; it is constructed of cement blocks faced with brick.

Since this is a common type, it will not be considered eligible.

Page 3
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VIII.

IX.

1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Section 6 — Site Visit Summary

Suburban Development—Other Examples in the APE

Woodcrest Subdivision

0 Constructed in the 1950s and 1960s off of E. Morgan Street, north of Martinsville

0 Generally a neighborhood of traditional Ranch houses with some Contemporary
styles interspersed.

0 Following a brief tour of this neighborhood, staff of IDNR, DHPA commented that
for this type of resource, it is important to view the neighborhood comprehensively,
to think about the development as a whole (setting, lot size, set-back, roadway
designs), and to not become overly concerned only with individual resources.

IDNR, DHPA would like time to consider this property and to talk internally.

Hillview Neighborhood

0 Located off Morgan Street/Old State Road 37 near Reuben Drive

0 Houses in this neighborhood date to the 1960s and 1970s and show a higher number
of integrity alterations than the Woodcrest Subdivision.

IDNR, DHPA would like time to consider this property and to talk internally.

Parkview Neighborhood

0 Located north of E. Harrison Street

0 Houses date to the 1950s and 1960s with some infill; the neighborhood is sited on a
rise north of E. Harrison Street with a curving streets and uniform set-backs.

IDNR, DHPA would like time to consider this resource and to talk internally.

Port Royal
0 Located off of Old SR 37 north of SR 144
0 IDNR, DHPA noted the neighborhood is an example of tract housing.

Travis Hills

Located on the south side of Stones Crossing Road (White River Township, Johnson
County)

Platted in 1962 on 40-acres by Federick Heger

Five lots on larger parcels clustered on a rise with a curving street; no sidewalks.
The IDNR, DHPA would like time to consider this resource and to talk internally.

Glenns Valley

Farm (85411)

0 Inventoried in the IHSSI but was not included in the HPR [Note: since the
meeting, historians have discovered that this property was identified as
“demolished” in the 2008 HPR.]

0 This farm is a remaining example of a residence/farm from the Glenns Valley
community, one of two southern Perry Township communities from the 19"
century.

May 14, 2015 Page 4
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0 The House was, at one time, a post office for the community.

O While it has alterations that would preclude it from being considered eligible
under Criterion C, the historians have been looking at Criterion A significance.

The Glenns Valley Methodist Church was constructed in 1962

0 According to a late nineteenth century history of Marion County, the Methodist
congregation was the only congregation of Glenns Valley, but is not the oldest
Methodist congregation in Perry Township,

0 Since the church is a common type, it will not be considered eligible under
Criterion C.

XI.  Wrap Up and Next Steps

e The group discussed consideration of neighborhood integrity over individual buildings
for residential neighborhoods

e The AI HPR will include a discussion of the mapping, aerials, and GIS data consulted

e Mid-twentieth century churches should be researched for significance beyond Criterion
C.

e The group discussed briefly if it would be appropriate to include a discussion in the Al
HPR about neighborhoods that were surveyed, but ultimately considered Non-
Contributing or Not Eligible. W&A has photographs and videos of these neighborhoods
tied to GIS mapping but it is beyond the scope to discuss Non-contributing resources,
individually. A discussion may be included in the “Discussion of the APE” section of the
report, if appropriate.

e [DNR, DHPA would like a few days to discuss the integrity and eligibility of the Isaac
Sutton House and Aldrich Farm and the subdivisions.

e INDR, DHPA requested photographs of properties in the Woodcrest neighborhood,
Travis Hills, Stop 11 & Belmont, and E. Harrison Street neighborhood (Parkview) (Sent
via FTP site on May 18, 2015)

e Regarding the German Nurseries along Bluff Road in the area of expanded APE, it would
be appropriate to estimate the Contributing to Non-Contributing ratio of properties and
note any modern in-fill. This resource type may be appropriate for a Multiple Property
Nomination

Action Item Responsible Party Due Date

Photographs to DHPA W&A Completed May 18,
2015

Contact Indiana Landmarks W&A As soon as possible

regarding house on Bluff Crest

Comment on visited resources, IDNR, DHPA Week ending May

including NRHP eligibility 22,2015

Complete Al HPR W&A Late Summer/Early
Fall 2015 for
Consulting Parties

Invite property owners to join W&A Concurrent with

consultation publication of Al

Page 5
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1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Section 6 — Site Visit Summary

| | HPR |

Details discussed in this meeting are subject to change. This summary is a reflection of the status
of these items at the close of the meeting.

These meeting minutes represent the understanding of the events that occurred. Please forward
any comments or revisions to the attention of Linda Weintraut, linda@weintrautinc.com and
copy Patrick Carpenter, pacarpenter@indot.in.gov.

Note: This meeting summary documents ongoing, internal agency deliberations.
Accordingly, the information contained in this summary is considered to be pre-decisional
and deliberative.

May 14, 2015 Page 6
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Michael R. Pence, Governor
Cameron F. Clark, Director

Indiana Departinent of Natural Resources

Division of Historie Preservation & Archaeology-402 W. Washington Street, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739
Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693 -dhpa@dnr, IN. gov

May 15, 2015

Richard J. Marquis

Division Administrator

Federal [Mighway Administration, Indiana Division
575 North Pennsylvania Street, Room 254
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FITWA™)

Re: Draft purpose and need statement and conceptual alternatives for 1-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6
from Martinsville to Indianapolis (HDA-IN; Des. No. 0300382; DHPA No. 4615)

Dear Mr. Marquis:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Iistoric Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108),36 C.ER.
Part 800, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, ef seq.) the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO™) has reviewed the aforementioned documents for the project in Morgan,
Hendricks, Johnson, and Marion counties in Indiana.

Some of the agency representatives at the April 30, 2015, Resource Agency Meeting #2 asked that the various
alternatives being considered for Section 6 of I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Tier 2 be compared with the Tier 1
alternatives. As my staff understood the request, at least those Tier 1 alternatives that had been carried into the Tier 1
environmental impact statement (“EIS”) would be compared at some point during the Tier 2 alternatives study (e.g., the
DEIS stage) with the Tier 2 alternatives still under consideration. The other agency representatives expressed uncertainty
about why multiple alternatives cutside the SR 37 corridor are now being considered for Section 6, when there seemed to
be less flexibility in considering new alternatives during the EIS studies of the first five sections of 1-69.

We, also, are interested in comparing the Tier 1 alternatives with those of Tier 2 Section 6 but perhaps for a somewhat
different reason. It seems obvious to us that a no-build alternative is not viable for I-69 Section 6, because it would result
in interstate fraffic having to use non-interstate highway (cxisting SR 37) to connect with the rest of [-69 between
Martinsville and Indianapolis. It also-seems obvious that I-69 Section 6 must be built through Morgan County and
Hendricks County, Johnson County, and/or Marion County, rather than along one of the other, more westerly alipnments
that was considered in Tier 1, such as UUS 41/1-70.

However, the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Tier 1 Alternative 3C, which was deemed the Preferred Alternative by
FIIWA and the Indiana Department of Transportation (“INDOT®) was not one of the Tier 1 alternatives that was east
expensive or had the fewest environmental impacts, yet it was deemed superior to the other alternatives. We think that in
the interest of transparency and to demonstrate that Tier 2 will complete the T-69 Evansville to Indianapelis projects in
keeping with the expectations of Tier 1, it would be appropriate to compare at least such performance measures as
driving time savings and accessibility {and other measures—or impacts—as appropiiate) for the Tier 1 Preferred
Alternative 3C and the Tier 1non-preferred alternatives that were discarded after the Tier 1 Draft EIS (“DETS™) with the
same performance measures for ‘lier 2 sections 1-5 plus each of the alternatives for Section 6 that will be carried into the
Tier 2 DEIS. We understand that such distance and cost comparisons will be made among the Section 6 alternatives that
are thoroughly studied. However, simply comparing the alternatives for Section 6 that are carried to the Tier 2 DEIS
would not demonstrate to the resource agencies and the public that the Tier] Preferred Alternative 3C (“Evansville-
Washington-Bloonngton-Martinsville and Indianapolis via SR 377), in its entirety (all six sections) not only was

The DNR mission: Protect, enhance, presesve and wisely use natural, .WWW,DNFI.EN,QOV
cuftural and recreetional resources for the bensfl of indiana’s viffizens An Egual Opportunity Employer
through professional leadership, management ank! sducation. 139




Richard J. Marquis
May 15, 2015
Page 2

predicted to be the superior alternative but actually will be the superior alternative, once Section 6 is completed, based on
whichever Section 6 alternative is selected.

In other words, the projected benefits (driving time saved and accessibility) and perhaps impacts of each of the Tier 2
Section 6 alternatives still under consideration at the time of the Tier 2 DEIS would be added separately to the same
projected factors for Alternative 3C for sections 1-5 and compared in a table similar to Table §-9 in the Tier 1 Final EIS,
along with the discarded Tier 1 non-preferred alternatives: 1,24, 2B, 34, 44, 5A, and 5B (see Table S-10 in the Tier 1
FEIS). If some impacts are included, we would be especially interested in seeing projections for impacts on historic
sites/districts and archaeological sites, but we realize that other resource agencies would want to see impacts on other
kinds of rescurces included.

Without more information about the locations of the alternative corridors in relation to histeric properties, we are unable
to offer comments on the relative advantages or disadvantages of any of the conceptnal altematives in regard to
foreseeable impacts on historic sites/districts or archaeological sites.

Although we have found paper reports easier to navigate and to mark for comment in the past, we are willing to try
eNEPA as a means of reviewing and commenting on documents in the future during the course of the Tier 2 study of
Section 6. Because of certain issues—such as our staff reviewers’ limited authority to submit comments or difficuity in
maneuvering through electronic documents, given our current software—it might turn out that you will continue to
receive Indiana SHPO comments in the form of formal, written fetters, rather than subject-specific comments submitted at
various points by individual reviewers on my staff during their review of various sections of documents.

It also might be the case that most of our comments will be issued during the parallel review process under Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, because Section 106 deals exclusively with historic
properties and because we anticipate that most reports and findings in the Section 106 process will be submitted to our
office on paper. Ifit proves true that most of the Indiana SHPO’s comments are in response to submissions specifically
prepared for the Section 106 process, it will be incumbent upon INDOT or its consnltants to ensure that those Section
106 comments are taken into account during the NEPA review process, as well.

If there are any future, paper {or compact disc) submissions to the Indiana SHPO for this project, one copy would be
sufficient, and it may be addressed to me, as follows:

Mitchell K. Zoll

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Division of Historie Preservation and Archaeclogy
402 West Washington Sfreet

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Other offices of the Indiana Department of Natural Resources, such as that of Matt Buffington in the Division of Fish and
Wildlife, should receive their own copy or copies.

E-mail notices of meetings or developments in the review of the project of the availability of documents for review
through eNEPA should be sent to each of the following:

e Mitch Zoll (MZoll@duor.in.gov)

e  (Chad Slider (CSlider@dnr.in.gov)

o  Wade T, Tharp (WTharpl@dnr.in.gov)
»  John Carr (JCarr@dnr.in.gov).

Please direct questions about above-ground properties (such as buildings and structures) to John Carr at (317) 233-1949

or JCarr@dnr.in.gov. Questions about archaeology should be directed to Wade T. Tharp at (317) 232-1650 or
WTharpl@dnr.in.gov.
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Richard I. Marquis
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Inall future correspondence regarding the I-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis (HDA-IN;
Des, No. 0300382), please refer to DHPA No. 4615.

Very truly yours,

2

Mitchell K. Zoll
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MKZ:JLC:jlc

emec: Richard Marquis, Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation
Kevin Hetrick, P.E., Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transporation
Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Mjller, Indiana Diepartment of Transportation
Shirfey Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation
William Wiedelman, P.E., HNTB Corporation
Christine Meador, HNTB Corporation
Rich Connolly, HNTB Corporation
Jason DuPount, P.E., Lochmueller Group
Timothy Miller, Lochimueller Groap
Kia Gillette, Lochsrineller Group
Connie Zeigler, Lochmueller Group
Kyle Boot, Lochmueller Group
Linda Weiniraut, Ph.D)., Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.
Matt Buffington, Department of Natural Resources
Mitchell Zoll, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer, Department of Natural Resounrces
Chad Slider, Department of Namral Resources
Wade Tharp, Deparfinent of Natural Resources
John Carr, Department of Natural Resources
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-
G M ;—| l I Bethany Natali <bethany@weintrautinc.com>

by Google

I 69 Section 6 Site Visits Thursday May 14 - DHPA opinions

1 message

Diebold, Paul <PDiebold@dnr.in.gov> Tue, May 19, 2015 at 4:06 PM
To: Linda Weintraut <linda@weintrautinc.com>, "Carpenter, Patrick A" <PACarpenter@indot.in.gov>, "Kennedy, Mary" <MKENNEDY @indot.in.gov>,
"michelle.allen@dot.gov" <michelle.allen@dot.gov>, "Slider, Chad (DNR)" <CSlider@dnr.in.gov>, "Carr, John" <JCarr@dnr.in.gov>, "Tate, Holly"
<HTate@dnr.in.gov>, "Borland, Amy" <ABorland@dnr.in.gov>

Cc: "Gillette, Kia" <KGillette@lochgroup.com>, "wwiedelman@hntb.com” <wwiedelman@hntb.com>, Bethany Natali <bethany@weintrautinc.com>, Christine
Meador <CMeador@hntb.com>, "Miller, Tim" <TMiller@lochgroup.com>, Kelly Molloy <kelly@weintrautinc.com>, "i-69s6record@hntb.com"
<i-69s6record@hntb.com>

We met today, reviewed the ftp photos (thanks) and some of the photos that we took during the site visit, as well as materials submi. ed in 2008 regarding
properties in the area. Here are our opinions of the properties:

6528 Bluff Crest Ct: This frame Gothic Revival cottage has some potential, but appears to have been moved to the site. We lack enough context
(information-wise) to decide if this house is eligible for the NR.

Isaac Sutton House, 1846 Banta: Due to the alteration of the porch, and the construction of non-contributing buildings on the parcel, we believe that this
property has lost sufficient integrity, so as to be ineligible for the NR.

Stop 11 — Belmont district: We believe that this area lacks any common development history or pattern to be considered a district. We would recommend
that the large estates near and including the Laughner property be researched to see if they might be individually eligible under Criterion A or B. We do
believe that the house at 8000 Bluff Rd. has sufficient architectural interest to be considered eligible for the NR. Mainly, we believe that the
builder/architect’s inventive use of the site and building materials created a well-crafted example of a Ranch house in the case of 8000 Bluff Rd.

Glennwood Homes: We believe that the Glennwood Homes area, including the NW end of the development which was a separate neighborhood at f rst,
to be eligible for the NR as a historic district. We believe that Glennwood Homes meets Criteria A (community development, social history) and C (good
examples of Modernism).

Aldrich Farm: We believe that the Aldrich Farm is eligible for the NR. The boundary should include the pastures adjacent to the barn (between the barn
and house), probably to the tree line to the west, depending on legal parcels. DHPA views the property as a farm that has evolved over time; the barn and
porches on the house are part of the historic development of the farm. Therefore, we do not believe that the porches detract greatly from the eligibility of
the property. The house itself retains a preponderance of its Italianate massing and detail.

St. Martin of Tours: DHPA felt that this was a fairly unremarkable example of post-war religious architecture.

Woodcrest: We do not believe Woodcrest has sufficient signif cance to be identif ed as an eligible district.

Hillview: We do not believe Hillview has sufficient signif cance to be identif ed as an eligible district.

Parkview: We do not believe Parkview has sufficient signif cance to be identif ed as an eligible district.

Port Royal: We do not believe Port Royal has sufficient signif cance to be identif ed as an eligible district.

Travis Hills: We believe that this small development is eligible for the NR as a historic district.

Glenn’s Valley properties: The farmhouse and barn (#85411) are too altered to be NR eligible. DHPA staff felt that the Glenn’s Valley ME Church was a fairly

unremarkable example of post-war church architecture.
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I think that wraps up nearly everything that we toured last Thursday. Thanks for the information and for organizing the tour. It was a real treat and very
helpful to be able to have the level of access to the properties that you (Linda et al.) arranged.

PAauL C. DiEBOLD

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF PRESERVATION SERVICES | INDIANA DNR - DIVISION OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION & ARCHAEOLOGY | 402 W. WASHINGTON ST. RM W274, INDIANAPOLIS IN 46204
| P: 317.232.3493 | F:317.232.0693 | www.in.gov/dnr/historic | FIND US ON FACEBOOK | Discover the real Indianapolis! www.nps.gov/history/nr/travel/indianapolis
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Michael . Pence, Govemor
Cameron I, Clark, Director

Indiana Department of Natural Resources

. .0' .0‘
Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeclogy-402 W, Washingion Street, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 ] @ 8
Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693-dhpa@dnr.IN.gov HISTORK BRESERIATION

May 26, 2015

Kia M. Gilletie

Environmental Manager
Lochmueller Group

3502 Woodview Trace, Suite 150
Indianapolis, Indiana 46268

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“IFlIWA™)

Re: A memorandum on existing SR 37 right-of-way disturbance documentation (McCord 3/16/2015) and
a memorandum on archacology predictive modeling methodology (McCord, 3/13/2015) for 1-69
Evansville to Indianapolis Tier 2 study: Section 6

Dear Ms. Gillette:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108), 36 C.F.R.
Part 800, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, et seq.), the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer has reviewed the aforementioned documents that were submitted under your April 27, 2015,
cover letter, which we received on April 29, for the aforementioned project in Morgan, Hendricks, Johnson, and Marion
counties in Indiana,

We agree that the area (Section 6, along SR 37) which was examined on August 26, 2004 is disturbed and as such will
not require archaeological investigation unless deemed necessary in the field during an investigation to be conducted in
adjacent areas.

We also agree with the use of a predictive model for developing survey methods to address the archacology within
Section 6.

Questions about archaeology should be directed to Mitch Zoll at {317) 232-3492 or mzoll@dnr.in.gov or Wade Tharp at
(317) 232-1650 or WTharpl{@dnr.in.gov.

In all future correspondence regarding the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Tier 2 Study: Section 6 (Des. No. 0300382),
please continue to refer to DHPA No. 4615,

Very truly yours,
’ ol
w /‘-""'. ; : i/ \_ «z,/é f

Mitchell K. Zoll e

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
MEZJLC:mkz

eme:  Richard Marquis, Division Administrator, Federal Highway Adminisiration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarab Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation
Kevin Hetrick, P.E., Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation
Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation

The DNR migsion: Profeci, enhance, preserve and wisely use naturdl, www.DNR.IN.gov
cultural and recreational resources for the beneff of Indiana’s citizens An Equai Oppartunity Employer
through prolessional leadership, management and sducation.
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Gillette, Kia

From: Rubin, Sarah <SRubin@indot.IN.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 3:36 PM
To: CLARK METTLER, MARTHA; SULLIVAN, JAMES; Braun, Randy; RANDOLPH, JASON;

Buffington, Matt; Zoll, Mitchell K; Carr, John; Slider, Chad (DNR); Tharp, Wade;
'jsteinm@indiana.edu’; 'tthomps@indiana.edu’; 'Deborah.D.Snyder@usace.army.mil’;
'scott_pruitt@fws.gov'; 'robin_mcwilliams@fws.gov';
'‘Westlake.Kenneth@epamail.epa.gov'; 'Laszewski.Virginia@epamail.epa.gov’;
'‘Willie_Taylor@ios.doi.gov’; ‘cam_sholly@nps.gov'; 'John_R._Hall@hud.gov;
‘david.m.frank@uscg.mil'

Cc: HETRICK, KEVIN; 'michelle.allen@dot.gov’; 'Rick.Marquis@dot.gov’; Miller, Tim; 'William
Wiedelman'; '(I-69S6Record@HNTB.com)’; 'karen.bobo@dot.gov’;
‘eryn.fletcher@dot.gov’; 'julie.dingle@dot.gov’; Janice.Osadczuk@dot.gov';
‘cmeador@hntb.com’; ‘rconnolly@hntb.com’; Grovak, Michael; Gillette, Kia; Hilden,
Laura; Carpenter, Patrick A; Bales, Ronald; Mathas, Marlene; Dial, Marcus; Sperry, Steve;
Rehder, Crystal; Buening, Michael

Subject: RE: 169 S6 - Preliminary Alternatives

Attachments: [-69 S6 Preliminary Alternatives Map.pdf; 169 S6 - Preliminary Alternatives Press Release
6-30-15.pdf

All:

This afternoon we will be issuing a press release about the refinement of the conceptual alternatives to preliminary
alternatives. A copy of the press release and the map of preliminary alternatives are attached for your reference.

We are also issuing our ‘Preliminary Alternatives Selection Report’, press release and map via our website http://secure-
web.cisco.com/1X2 WP _IveFLouYdPeKogYY4JwQO-50iZoZaf6H4qlJEDIHKSAGPYM15 UmnUNXwX7e4-DEU-
ByYxmA4J8OEERNUolnnfw-

jiFfrAXAERC2gafgcLA4AZVFZgilY DNzNuk4AFkSD8cVAJUOG780PZkpVupES5fnBIuUFzBEGXCFRIXd510D1bs3CG-5WaekEv-
[/http%3A%2F%2Fwww.i69indyevn.org. This report explains the process and information used to screen to the
preliminary alternatives. We still plan to issue the Alternatives Screening Packet for your review this fall.

Best,
Sarah

Sarah Rubin

Deputy Director of Public-Private Partnerships
Project Manager, 1-69 Section 6

Office: (317) 234-5282
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Michael R. Pence, Gevernor
Cameron F. Clark. Director

Indiana Department of Natural Resources

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology-402 W. Washington Streel, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2735 4 &
Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693 - dhpai@dnr. IN.gov HISTORIC PRESERVATION

AHD ARCHAFOIDGY

Tuly 30, 2015

Richard J. Marquis

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
575 North Pennsylvania Street, Room 254
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“"FHWA™)

Re: Preliminary Alternatives for the [-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsviite to Indtanapolis
(HDA-IN; Des. No. 0300382; DHPA No. 4615)

Dear Mr. Marquis:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108), 36 CF.R.
Part 8§00, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, ef seq.), the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer has reviewed the aforementioned document, which we received by e-mail from Sarah Rubin ;
of the Indiana Department of Transportation on June 30, 2015, for the project in Morgan, Hendricks, Johnson, and .
Marion counties in Indiana. i

= Thank you for providing the information on the Preliminary Alternatives. The “Preliminary Alternatives Selection
Report for Tier 2, Section 6 (Martinsville to iIndianapolis) of the I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Project, fune 30, 2015)”
explains that only sites (presumably meaning individual properties) and districts that already have been listed in the
Nationa} Register of Historic Places within a 400-foot-wide footprint for each alternative were considered in winnowing
the Conceptual Alternatives down to the smaller group of Preliminary Alternatives. Because the preparation and ;
submission of an application to have a property nominated for listing in the National Register is usually a voluntary |
activity, it tends to be the case that within an area as large as a civil township, the numbers of properties that have been
listed m the National Register (if any) typicaliy represent only a fraction of the properties that would be eligible for
listing. Table A-2 states that no National Register listed properties were found. One cemetery was identified in each of
three Conceptual Alternatives: D, Fi, and F2. Cemeteries often are of interest to archacologists, historians, or
architectural historians, but they generally are not considered eligible for the National Register, except in unusual cases,
such as where they contain very early burials in the history of that cornmunity or where they display unusual artistry.
Alternative D is the only one of the three alterpatives containing a known cemetery that is bemg studied further as a
Preliminary Alternative, but impacts or the lack thereof on cemeteries were not mentioned as disadvantages or advantages
in Appendix E. Consequently, we surmise that trnpacts on historic properties played no role in the winnowing of
alternatives that has occurred to this point.

The schematic information that has been provided so far about the locations of four of the five Preliminary Alternatives is
not specific enough to enable us to draw any conclusions about impacts to above-ground properties (such as buildings
and structures) or to archaeological resources that might be eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic
Places. Although we have considerably more information about above-ground properties within and along the corridor
for the Tier 1 Selected Alternative (C) than we have about the other four alternatives, it is our understanding that the
surveys of properties n or along that corridor are ongoing. Accordingty, we do not have any specific comments to offer
about any of the Preliminary Alternatives at this time, and we are unable to draw any conclusions about which
alternatives might result in either more or fewer impacts to historic properties.

wnew, DMEL . gov
An Egual Goportunity Empioyer
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Richard J. Marquis
Jaty 30, 2015
Page 2

The “Preliminary Alternatives Selection Report” indicates that the results of previous surveys of above-ground properties
and archaeological resources, as well as windshield surveys, will be used to identify and evaluate historic properties
during the analysis of the Preliminary Alternatives. Investigations of that level of intensity should be fairly helpfuf in
identifying at least those above-ground properties that are most likely to be eligible for the National Register. However,
previous archaeological surveys have examined only a fraction of the State of Indiana and any given connty, and
windshield surveys are unlikely to identify many potentially significant archaeological sites. We hope that sufficient
flexibility has been built into the alternatives to allow for avoidance of at least direct impacts on any historic properties
that may lie within or nearby them.

We have been advised that responses fo our comments it our May 15, 2015, letter on the Draft Purpose and Need
staternent and the Conceptual Alternatives will be provided ai a later date. We need not repeat those comments here, but

we look forward to receiving responses

Please direct questions about above-ground properties to John Carr at (317) 233-1949 or ICarr@dnr.in.gov. Questions
about archaeology should be directed to Wade T. Tharp at (317) 232-1650 or WTharpl @dnr.in.gov.

In all fiture correspondence regarding the I-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section & from Martinsville to Indianapolis (HDA-IN;
Des. No. 0300382), please refer to DHPA No. 4615,

Very truty yours,

A7

Mitchell K. Zoll

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MEKZJLCWTT wit

emc: Richard Marquis, Division Adminsstrator, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarah Rubin, Tudiana Department of Transportation
Kevin Hetrick, P.E., Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation
Patrick Carpenter, [ndiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedv, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation
Williamn Wiedebman, P.E.. HNTB Cerporation
Christine Meador, HNTB Corporation
Rich Connolly, HNTB Corporation
Jason DuPont, P.E.. Lochmueller Group
Timothy Miller, Lochmueller Group
Kia Giliette, Lochmmueller Group
Connie Zeigler, Lochmueller Group
Kyle Boot, Lochmueller Group
Linda Weinirant, Ph.D., Weiniraut & Associates, nc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.
Matt Buffingion, Department of Matural Resources
Mitchell Zoll, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer, Department of Natural Resources
Chad Shder, Department of Natural Resources
Wade Tharp, Department of Natural Resources
John Carr, Department of Natural Resources
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Weintraut Inc Mail - Fwd: 169 Consulting Party

1of1

---------- Forwarded message

From: <michelle.allen@dot.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:28 AM

Subject: 169 Consulting Party

To: smiller@indot.in.gov, pacarpenter@indot.in.gov, SRubin@indot.in.gov, linda@weintrautinc.com
Cc: MKENNEDY @indot.in.gov

All,

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=3a9f13f037 & view=pt&sear...

| received a call from Kelsey Noack Myers, Tribal Archaeologist with the Chippewa Cree, who confirmed they would like to be a consulting party for the 169

Project.

Also, Shaun----Kelsey mentioned that the mailings has her listed as “Mr.” and Alvin’s was also addressed to “Mr. Boy” instead of Mr. Windy Boy. Can you check
the spreadsheet columns to make sure they match up correctly? It's probably in the auto generated last names and headers that we need to make sure they

are correct.

Thanks,
Michelle Allen

FHWA-IN

Linda Weintraut, Ph.D.
Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
PO Box 5034

4649 Northwestern Drive
Zionsville, Indiana 46077
317.733.9770 ext. 310

www.weintrautinc.com
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Michael R. Pence, Govemnor
Cameron F. Clark, Director

Indiana Department of Natural Resources

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology-402 W. Washinglon Street, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 @‘
Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693-dbhpa@dnr.IN.gov msmmc peESERUTON
November 4, 2015

Richard J. Marquis

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
575 North Pennsylvania Streef, Room 254
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FETWA™)

Re: Invitation to become a consuiting party and list of invited parties for the 1-69 Tier 2 Studies for
Section 6, from Martinsville to Indianapolis (HDA-IN; Des. No. 0300382; DHPA No. 4615)

Dear Mr. Marquis:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108), 36 C.F.R.
Part 800, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, ef seq.), the staff of the Indiana State -
Historic Preservation Officer has reviewed the aforementioned document, which we received by e-mail from Sarah Rubin of
the Indiana Department of Transportation on June 30, 2015, for the project in Morgan, Johnson, and Marion counties in
Indiana.

Thank you for providing us with a list of parties who have been invited to participate in the Section 106 consultation on this
federal undertaking, We noticed that the only local government contacts identified in Marion County are the mayor of
Southport, the administrator of the Indianapolis Historic Preservation Commission (“IHPC”), and the City of Indianapolis
Department of Parks and Recreation (as owner of the Glenns Valley Nature Park Retreat House). We did not see the
Indianapolis Metropolitan Planning Organization on the list. However, we realize that the administrator of IHPC may have
been designated to represent all other City of Indianapolis and Marion County governmental interests. We did not see any
governmental official from the City of Martinsville on the list, but perhaps none of the alternatives under consideration
would cross the city limits of Martinsville, or perhaps the Board of Commissioners of Morgan County, which has been
invited, would represent the City’s interests.

In addition to including John Carr and me on your list of agency contacts for the Indiana State Historic Preservation Officer,
please also include Chad Slider (317-234-5366 or CSlider@dnr.in.gov) and Wade T. Tharp, (317-232-1650 or
WTharpl{@dnor.in.gov).

Please direct questions about above-ground properties to Mr. Carr at (317) 233-1949 or JCarr@dnr.in.gov. Questions
about archaeology should be directed to Mr. Tharp. )

In all future correspondence regarding the 1-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis (HDA-IN;
Des. No. 0300382), please continue to refer to DHPA No. 4615,

Very truly yours,

CAM W I

Mitchell K. Zoll
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MEZ:FLCjle
The DNR mission: Pratact, enbance, preserve and wisely usa natural, www.DNR.IN.gov
cultural and recreational resources for the beneff of indiana’s citizens An Equai Opportunity Emplioyer

through professional ieadership, managemsnt anc aducaion, 157




Richard J. Marquis
November 4, 2015
Page 2

eme:  Richard Marquis, Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation
Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transporiation
William Wiedelman, P.E., HNTB Corporation
Christine Meador, HNTB Cortporation
Rich Connoliy, HNTB Corporation
Timothy Miller, HNTB Corporation
Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmuelley Group
Kia Gilletie, Lochmueller Group
Connie Zeigler, Lochmueller Group
Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.
Matt Buffington, Indiana Depariment of Natural Resources
Mitchell Zol, Deputy State Historie Preservation Officer, Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Chad Slider, Indiana Depariment of Natura]l Resources
Wade Tharp, Indiana Department of Natural Resources
John Carr, Indiana Department of Natural Resourees
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---------- Forwarded message ------—--

From: Lisa LaRue-Baker - UKB THPO <ukbthpo-larue@yahoo.com>
Date: Wed, Dec 2, 2015 at 9:39 AM

Subject: Re: Consuftation - INDOT

To: Linda Weintraut <linda@weintrautinc.com>

Cc: ebird@unitedkeetoowahband.org

it is just 'too close,' | have other commitments already booked. Here's hoping we can consult through email or
an individual government-to-government consultation.
Thank you,

Lisa C. Baker

Acting THPO

United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Okiahoma
PO Box 746

Tahlequah, OK 74465

c 918.822.1952
ukbthpo-larue@yahoo.com

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or
entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager.
This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the
named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender
immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If
you are not the intended recipient you are notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in
reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.

Please FOLLOW our historic preservation page and LIKE us on FACEBOOK
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Linda Weintraut, Ph.D.
December 21, 2015

Page 2

We agree with Indiana Landmarks that consideration should be given to whether the APE should in some way be expanded
to allow this kind of effect to be taken into account. We realize, however, that Alternative C is probably the least likely of
all the Preliminary Alternatives to produce light pollution that would affect use of the Goethe Link Observatory, because
Alternative C would keep 1-69 farther away from the observatory than the other four.

Please direct questions about above-ground properties to John Catr at (317) 233-1949 or JCarr@dnr.in.gov. Questions

about archaeology should be directed to Mr. Tharp.

In all future correspondence regarding the I-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis (HDA-IN;

Des. No. 0300382), please continue to refer to DHPA No. 4615.

Very truly yours,

(At b S,

Mitchell K. Zoll
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MKZ:WTT:JLC:jle

emc:

Richard Marquis, Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division

Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation

Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation

Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation

Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation

Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation

Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation

William Wiedelman, P.E., HNTB Corporation

Christine Meador, HNTB Corporation

Rich Connolly, HNTB Corporation

Timothy Miller, HNTB Corporation

Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmueller Group

Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Group

Connie Zeigler, Lochmueller Group

Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weintraut & Associates, Inc.

Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.

Matt Buffington, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife

Wade T. Tharp, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
John Carr, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
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State Form 55031 (7-12}
Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology, Indiana State Historic Preservation Cffice (SHFO) AT

REVIEW REQUEST SUBMITTAL
S\

Please complete this form and attach it to front of all submittals, along with any reports or supplemental materials you
are providing to the Indiana DHPA for review.

Date: 1/4/2016

Is this a new submission? /] Yes [JNo

Reference for previous submittals: DHPA # 4615 Des. No. 0300382

THIS REVIEW REQUEST SUBMITTED BY:

Name: Kia Gillette

Company/Organization: Lochmueller Group

Address: 3502 Woodview Trace, Suite 150, Indianapolis, IN 46268

Telephone number: 317-222-3880 Email address; kgillette@lochgroup.com

PROJECT NAME & LOCATION [Piease attach a map with location(s} marked]

Project Name/Reference:_J-62 Tier 2 Section 6 Preliminary Alternatives Project/ Des # 0300382

Project Address/Location: Hendricks, Johnson. Marion, Morgan Counties

City: Township(s).__(Multiple)

County/Counties: Hendricks, Johnson, Marion, Morgan

STATE OR FEDERAL AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

Agency: FHWA Program:

Type of funds, license, or permit fo be obtained (if applicable):

Name(s) of Agency Contact;_Shaun Miller, INDOT

Address: 100 N. Senate Ave, IGCN-Rm. N-642

Telephone number: 317-233-2216 Email address: smiller@indot.IN.qov

APPLICANT (if different than Federal Agency) If availabie, please attach copy of authorization letter from federal
agency :

Applicant:

Name of Contact:

Address:

Telephone number: Email address:

Page 1 of 2
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CONSULTANT FOR THE APPLICANT OR AGENCY (IF APPLICABLE)

Consultant: Same as submitted by

Name of Contact;

Address:

Telephone number: Email address: _

Contact for DHPA guestions regarding this review request: Kia Gillette

Comments:

Enclosed please find a copy of [-69 Tier 2 Studies Evansville to Indianapolis: Phase la Archagological Literature Review,
Section 6 Preliminary Alternatives in Hendricks, Johnscn, Marion, and Morgan Counties, Indiana. Des. No.: 0300382
(McCord/Baltz, 11/13/2015) for your review and comment.

FPlease note that incomplete submissions may result in delays. To ensure an expeditious review, please be sure that
the following has been provided:

7] Full contact information for person/entity submitting form, including phone number and email (if available)
Map of project location with project area(s) clearly marked (provided in current or previous submission)
Clear photographs of project area and surroundings

Project description

Description of any proposed ground disturbance

Name of Federal agency/agencies and program providing funds, license, or permit

Letter of authorization from Federal agency/agencies (if applicable)

O KB JH &

Return this Form and Attachments to:

indiana Department of Natural Resources
Division of Historic Preservation and Archagology
402 W. Washington Street, Room W274
indianapolis, Indiana 46204

http:/fwww.in.govidnrihistoric

Page 2 of 2
164



LOCHMUELLER

—= G ROUP

T R A N S M 1 T T A L

DATE: January 4, 2016

TO: Mr. Chad Slider
Assistant Director for Environmental Review
Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology
Indiana Department of Cultural Resources
402 West Washington Street, Room W274
Indianapolis, IN 46204

ATTENTION: Mr. Wade Tharp
WE TRANSMIT:

|Z| Attached |:| Under Separate Cover |:| In Accordance With Your Request
VIA:
[]ups [] overnight UPS [] Personal Delivery [X| Other: USPS

Number of Copies Description

1-69 Tier 2 Studies Evansville to Indianapolis: Phase Ila

11/13/2015 Archaeological Literature Review; Section 6 Preliminary Alternatives
in Hendricks, Johnson, Marion, and Morgan Counties, Indiana. Des.
No. 0300382 (McCord/Baltz, 11/13/2015): DHPA No. 4615

REMARKS:

Dear Mr. Slider and Mr. Tharp,

Enclosed for your review and comment is a copy of the archaeological literature report for the

above-referenced project.

Please let me know if you have questions.
Sincerely,

Lochmueller Group, Inc.

By: Kia Gillette, Environmental Manager
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Michael R. Pence, Governor
Cameron F. Clark, Director

3\

Indiana Department of Natural Resources

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology-402 W, Washington Street, W274-Indjanapokis, IN 46204-2739

Phone 317-232-1646-Tax 317-232-0693 -dhpa@dnr IN.gov HISTORK PGESERVATION
AMD ARCHAEOLOGY

February 4, 2016

Kia Gillette

Environmental Manager
Lochmueller Group, Inc,

3502 Woodview Trace, Suite 150
Indianapolis, Indiana 46268

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”)

Re: I1-69 Tier 2 Studies: Evansville to Indianapolis: Phase la Archacological Literature Review for
Section 6 Preliminary Alternatives, in Hendricks, Johnson, Marion, and Morgan Counties (McCord,
and Baltz, 11/13/2015) (HDA-IN; Des. No. 0300382; DITPA No. 4615)

Dear Ms. Gillette:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108), 36 CF.R.
Part 800, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, ef seq.), the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer has reviewed the aforementioned report submitted under your transmittal letter dated
January 4, 2016, and received on January 5, 2016, for the aforementioned project in Hendricks, Johnson, Marion, and
Morgan Counties, in Indiana.

Based upon the submitted information and the documentation available to the staff of the Indiana SHPO, we concur with
the opinion of the archaeologist, as expressed in the Phase Ta Archaeological Literature Review (McCord, and Baltz,
11/13/2015}, that potentially significant archaeological resources occur within the Section 6 study area; and that once the
preferred alternative has been chosen, a Phase Ia archacological reconnaissance survey of the proposed project area
should be conducted.

Once the archacological reconnaissance survey report is received for this proposed project, the Indiana SHPO will
resume identification and evaluation procedures for this project. Please keep in mind that additional information may be
requested in the fiture.

Please direct questions about archaeology to Wade Tharp (317) 232-1650 or wtharpl @dnr.in.gov. Questions about
above-ground properties should be directed to John Carr at (317) 233-1949 or JCarr@dnr.in.gov.

In all firture correspondence regarding the I-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis (IIDA-IN;
Des. No. 0300382), please continue to refer to DHPA No. 4615,

Very truly yours,

Mitchell K. Zoll
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MEZ:WTTwit
The DNR rmission: Profect, enhance, preserve and wisely use natural, WWW.DNH.EN.QOV
cedtural and recreations resources for the benafl of indiana’s cifizens An Equal Oppartunity Empioyer
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Kia Gilletle
February 4, 2016
Page 2

eme:  Richard Marquis, Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation
Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Deparfment of Transportation
Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation
William Wiedclman, P.E., HNTB Corporation
Christine Mcador, HNTB Corporation
Rich Connelly, HNTB Corporation
Timothy Miller, HNTB Corporation
Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmueller Group
Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Group
Connie Zeigler, Lochmuelier Group
Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.
Matl Buffington, Indiana Departiment of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife
Wade T. Tharp, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
Tohn Carr, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology

167




168



169



100 North Senate Avenue PHONE: (317) 233-6795 Michael R. Pence, Governor

Room N642 FAX: (317) 233-4929 Brandye L. Hendrickson,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 Commissioner
March 23, 2016
In Reply Refer To:
HDA-IN

Logan Pappenfort (Special Projects Managers/NAGPRA Representative)
Peoria Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma

PO Box 1527

Miami, OK 74355

Dear Logan Pappenfort,

The Indiana Division of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Indiana
Department of Transportation (INDOT), is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Section 6 of
the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Tier 2 Studies. Section 6, which begins at SR 37, south of SR 39 in
Martinsville, Indiana, is approximately twenty-six miles in length and will connect to 1-465 in Indianapolis.

A Phase Ia Archaeological Survey was completed for the portions of the Section 6 alternatives through
Martinsville, Indiana. The report documenting the survey findings, Phase Ia Archaeological Survey 1 for
Section 6, Indian Creek South of Martinsville to Teeters Road, Morgan County, Des. No. 0300382 (McCord
and Baltz, February 29, 2016), is enclosed for your review and comment.

If you wish to provide written comments, please send them by post to Linda Weintraut, Weintraut & Associates,
P.O. Box 5034, Zionsville, Indiana, 46077 or by email to linda@weintrautinc.com.

To facilitate the development of this project, please respond with any comments within thirty (30) days from
the date of receipt of this letter. We look forward to hearing from you.

For general questions, please contact the I-69 Project Office at 317-881-6408. Tribal contacts for the project
are Shaun Miller at INDOT (smiller@indot.in.gov or (317) 233-6795) or Michelle Allen at FHWA
(michelle.allen@dot.gov or (317) 226-7344).

Sincerely,

Shaun Miller,
Cultural Resources Office, Acting Manager

www.in.gov/dot/ .
An Equal Opportunity Employer Indiana
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100 North Senate Avenue PHONE: (317) 233-6795 Michael R. Pence, Governor

Room N642 FAX: (317) 233-4929 Brandye L. Hendrickson,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 Commissioner

Enclosure

Emc: INDOT - CRO

Christine Meador, HNTB

Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Group

Dr. Linda Weintraut, Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape

www.in.gov/dot/ .
An Equal Opportunity Employer Indiana
171
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Gillette, Kia

From: Earl, James <JEARL@indot.IN.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 1:47 PM
To: CLARK METTLER, MARTHA; SULLIVAN, JAMES; Braun, Randy; RANDOLPH, JASON;

Buffington, Matt; Zoll, Mitchell K; Carr, John; Slider, Chad (DNR); Tharp, Wade;
jsteinm@indiana.edu’; 'tthomps@indiana.edu’; 'Deborah.D.Snyder@usace.army.mil’;
'scott_pruitt@fws.gov'; ‘robin_mcwilliams@fws.gov';
‘Westlake. Kenneth@epamail.epa.gov'; 'Laszewski.Virginia@epamail.epa.gov’;
‘Willie_Taylor@ios.doi.gov'; ‘cam_sholly@nps.gov'; John_R._Hall@hud.gov;
‘david.m.frank@uscg.mil’; Thomas, Ashley; Stanifer, Christie
Cc: ‘michelle.allen@dot.gov'; 'Rick. Marquis@dot.gov'; ‘eryn.fletcher@dot.gov’;
julie.dingle@dot.goVv'; 'Janice.Osadczuk@dot.gov'; ‘cmeador@hntb.com’;
‘rconnolly@hntb.com’; 'mgrovak@lochgroup.com’; 'kgillette@lochgroup.com’; Timothy
Miller; Hilden, Laura; Bales, Ronald; Mathas, Marlene; I-69S6Record @HNTB.com
Subject: [-69 Section 6 - Resource Agency Meeting on PASR

All,

This email message is intended to provide a brief overview of the proposed schedule for the upcoming resource agency
meetings with regards to the 1-69 Section 6 project. It is anticipated that there will be two separate meetings. The first
meeting is scheduled for 4/20 at 9:30 AM ET, and the second meeting is intended to be a field visit within two weeks of
the 4/20 meeting.

The meeting on 4/20 will be conducted at HNTB for those that want to attend in person, but we will send out a WebEx
invitation shortly before the meeting as well for those that wish to participate remotely. The intent of the meeting on
4/20 is to focus on the Preliminary Alternatives Screening Report (PASR), discuss its findings and any concerns with those
findings, identify mitigation opportunities, and plan for the follow-up field meeting to look at the potential mitigation
locations as well as any areas of concern that anyone may have. During the meeting on 4/20, we will have a “virtual
tour” of the corridor to aide in the discussion and determination of any possible site visits. We will then schedule the
follow-up field meeting that will be conducted as a bus tour, so please be aware of your availability during those two
weeks (4/25 through 5/6). INDOT would encourage the agencies to provide comments at their earliest possible
convenience as the public comment period will conclude on 4/29, but INDOT also understands if the agencies wish to
hold on their comments until after the bus tour. INDOT would rather extend that time than have everyone hold
comments for the next report. This can be discussed more at the 4/20 meeting.

It is crucial for us to optimize time in the field during the second meeting, and it is necessary to plan it more carefully
especially considering the nature of the “field”. For the most part, we will be looking at sites along a very busy highway
and | want safety to be a major component in how the field tour is planned. INDOT will put together a list of potential
sites to visit, and it is anticipated that the agencies will have additional locations of concern. Please bring you list of
potential site visits to the meeting on 4/20. Having these discussions in advance on 4/20 will help us plan accordingly to
identify locations that are safe to stop. Also, considering the varying complexities of the corridor, it may be necessary to
consider more than one day for field visits. I'm hopeful this is not the case, but if there are a number of sites identified, it
may not be a bad idea to have everyone visit some sites one afternoon, and the remaining sites the next day. Again, this
can be discussed more at the 4/20 meeting.

To prepare for the upcoming meetings, | encourage everyone to click here to visit the I-69 Section 6 website to view the

PASR. The report can be found at the bottom of the page. The report will also be uploaded to the eNEPA site within the
next couple of days.
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If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me. Thank you, and | look forward to seeing you on 4/20.
Jim

Jim Earl, P.E.

Project Manager

Indiana Department of Transportation
Office: (317) 233-2072

Cell: (317) 450-7783
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From: Diane Hunter [mailto:dhunter@miamination.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 11:43 AM

To: Miller, Shaun (INDOT)

Subject: HDA-IN I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Section 6

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

Dear Mr. Miller:

Aya, kikwehsitoole. My name is Diane Hunter, and I am the Acting Tribal Historic Preservation
Officer for the Federally Recognized Miami Tribe of Oklahoma. In this capacity, I am the Miami
Tribe’s point of contact for all Section 106 issues.

After reviewing “I-69 Tier 2 Studies Evansville to Indianapolis Phase la Archaeological Survey 1 for
Section 6,” the Miami Tribe offers no objection to the above-mentioned project at this time, as we
are not currently aware of existing documentation directly linking a specific Miami cultural or
historic site to the project site. However, as this site is within the aboriginal homelands of the
Miami Tribe, if any human remains or Native American cultural items falling under the Native
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) or archaeological evidence is
discovered during any phase of this project, the Miami Tribe requests immediate consultation with
the entity of jurisdiction for the location of discovery. In such a case, please contact me at 918-541-
8966, by email atdhunter@miamination.com, or by mail at the address listed below to initiate
consultation.

The Miami Tribe requests to continue to serve as a consulting party to the proposed project. In my
capacity as Acting Tribal Historic Preservation Officer I am the point of contact for consultation.

Respectfully,

Diane Hunter

Acting Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma

P.0. Box 1326

Miami, OK 74355
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Michael R. Pence, Governor
Camcron I, Clark, Director

\ Indiana Department of Natural Resources

&,
Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeolopy-402 W. Washington Street, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 .' @ ‘I
Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693-dhpa@dunr. IN. gov HISTORL PRESERIATION

April 14, 2016

Kia Gillette

Environmental Manager
Lochmueller Group, Inc.

3502 Woodview Trace, Suite 150
Indianapolis, Indiana 46268

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”)

Re:  “I-69 Tier 2 Studies: Evansville to Indianapolis: Phase Ia Archaeological Survey 1 for Section 6, Indian Creek
South of Martinsville to Teeters Road, Morgan County, Des. No. 03003827 (McCord, and Baltz, 02/29/2016)
(DHP A No. 4615)

Dear Ms. Gillette:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C, § 306108), 36 C.F.R. Part 800, and
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, ef seq.), the staff of the Indiana State Historic Preservation Officer
(“Indiana SHPO®} has reviewed the aforementioned report submitted under your transmittal memorandum dated March 14,2016, and
received on March 15, for a part of the I-69 Section 6 project, which is proposed to be built in Morgan County, Johnson County, and
Marion County; in Indiana.

Based upon the submitted information and the documentation available to the staff of the Indiana SHPO, we concur with the opinion
of the archaeologist, as expressed in the archacological reconnaissance survey report (McCord, and Baltz, 02/29/2016) that
archaeological sites 12-Mg-0551, 12-Mg-(1552, 12-Mg-0553, 12-Mg-0554, 12-Mg-0555, 12-Mg-0557, and 12-Mg-0553 (all of which
were which were identified during the archaeological investigations) are not eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic
Places (“NRHP™).

Additionally, we concur with the opinion of the archaeologist, that there is insufficient information regarding archacological site 12-
Mg-0556 (which was identificd during these archaeological investigations; and which, although located outside of the portion of the
proposed project area presently surveyed, is likely to be within the portion of the proposed project area next surveyed) to determine
whether it is eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. The site should be clearly marked so that it is avoided by all ground-disturbing
project activities. If avoidance is not feasible, then a plan for subsurface archaeclogical investigations musi be submitted to the DHPA
for review and comment. Any further archacological investigations must be done in accordance with the “Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards and guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation” (48 F.R. 44716).

Furthermore, we concur with the opinion of the archaeologist, that Field 1 of Segment 2 (as indicated in Swrvey Coverage Map 3 of
39, Survey Coverage Map 4 of 39, and Survey Coverage Map 5 of 39) is suitable to contain intact buried cultural deposits, and should
be subjected to Phase Ic archaeological investigations.

Moreover, in regard to archacological site 12-Mg-0525 (which is mentioned on page 25), as previously indicated in our May 26,
" 2015, letter to Patrick Carpenter (INDOT), we concur with the opinion of the archaeologist, as expressed in the earlier Phase Ta
archaeological reconnaissance survey report (McCord, 04/14/2015), that there is insufficient information regarding archacelogical site
12-Mg-0525 (which was identified during those archaeological investigations) to determine whether it is eligible for inclusion in the
NRHP. However, it is our understanding, from the submission that accompanied that report, that archaeological site 12-Mg-0525 will
be avoided by all project-refated ground-disturbing activities. Archaeological site 12-Mpg-0525 must either be avoided by all project
activifies, or subjected to firther archaeological investigations. Any further archacological investigations must be done in accordance
with the “Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation” (48 F.R. 44716).

Additionally, there is insufficient inforination regarding archacological site 12-Mg-0052 (a portion of which was resurveyed during
these archaeological investigations) to detcrmine whether it is eligible for inclusion in the NRHP; and it is unclear to us to what extent
the entirety of the site has been destroyed by modern development. (We note that the original 1982 archaeologicat site survey record

The [INR mission; Profect, enhance, preserve and wisely use hatural, www.DNR.IN.gov
cufiural and recreafional resources for the benefil of indiana’s citizens An Equal Cpportunity Empioyer
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Kia Gillette
April 14, 2016
Page 2

indicates not that the site was destroyed, but rather that the area was then being developed.) However, the portions of site 12-Mg-
0052 that liec within the proposed project area do not appear [ikely to contain intact archacological deposits, and no further
archaeological investigations of these portions of the site appear necessary. The site should be clearly matked so that it is avoided by
all ground-disturbing project activities. If avoidance is not feasible, then a plan for subsurface archacological investigations must be
subiritted to the DHPA for review and comment. Any further archaeological investigations must be done in accordance with the
“Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation” (48 I.R, 44716).

Furthermore, we note the inclusion, as Appendix A of the archaeological reconnaissance survey report, of a Phase Ia Interim Report
{(Anderson, 2006). Please note that we can find no record that we were ever provided with that document {or a final report) for review
and concurrence; and, although some of the site records associated with those archaeological investigations have been submilted to the
Indiana DHPA SHAARD database system, we have not reviewed the sites for NRHP-eligibility.

Moreover, thank you for entering the archaeological site survey records for sites 12-Mg-0551—12-Mg-0558 into the Indiana DHPA.
SHAARD database system. They will be reviewed. Asareminder, an archacological site resurvey record for archaeological site 12-
Mg-0052 should be submitted to the Indiana DHPA SHAARD system database.

Please direct questions about archaeology to Wade Tharp (317) 232-1650 or wtharpL@dnr.in.gov. Questions about above-ground
properties should be directed to John Carr at (317) 233-1949 or JCarr@dnr.in.gov.

In all future correspondence regarding the I-69 Tier 2 Studics for Scction 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis {Des. No. 0300382)
please continue to refer to DHPA No. 4615.

Mltchcli K. Zoll

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

Very truly yours

MEZ.JLC,WTT:wit

emc; Richard Marquis, Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Janiee Osadczuk, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transporiation
James Earl, P.E., Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transporiation
Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation
William Wiedeiman, P.E,, HNTB Corporation
Christine Meador, HNTB Corporation
Rich Connolly, HNTB Corporation
Timothy Miller, HNTB Corporation
Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmueller Group
Kia Gilletts, Lochmueller Group
Connie Zeigler, Lochmueller Group
Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weiniraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc,
Matt Buffington, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and W]ld];fc
Wade T. Tharp, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historie Preservation and Archaeology
John Carr, Indiana Department of Natural Resourees, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
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MEETING MINUTES

Section 6 Resource Agency Meeting

HNTB Corporation

111 Monument Circle, Suite 1200

Indianapolis, IN 46204

April 20, 2016 from 9:30 a.m. — 12:30 p.m. EDT

Attendee Organization
Ken Westlake (via conference call) USEPA Region 5
Virginia Laszewski (via conference call) USEPA Region 5
Deb Snyder USACE
Scott Pruitt (via conference call) USFWS
Robin McWilliams USFWS
Jason Randolph IDEM
Jim Sullivan (via conference call) IDEM
Matt Buffington IDNR
Samantha Groce IDEM
John Carr IDNR-SHPO
Wade Tharp (via conference call) IDNR-SHPO
Jim Earl INDOT
Laura Hilden INDOT
Ron Bales (via conference call) INDOT
Janelle Lemon (via conference call) INDOT
Eryn Fletcher FHWA
Michelle Allen FHWA
Kia Gillette Project Team

Jason DuPont

Project Team

Jenifer Goins

Project Team

Tim Miller

Project Team

Chris Meador

Project Team

Tom Cervone (via conference call)

Project Team

Daniel Townsend (via conference call)

Project Team

Mike Grovak (via conference call)

Project Team

Eric Swickard (via conference call)

Project Team

Al Ferlo (via conference call)

Project Team

IL.
I1I.

IV.

Welcome
Introductions
PowerPoint Presentation

a. Jim Earl (INDOT) provided an update on the overall status of I-69, Section 6. This included a
brief history of how INDOT developed and eliminated project alternatives to retain C1, C2 and
C3. He also noted that a Draft EIS is expected to be released in the first quarter of 2017.

Questions/statements related to the PowerPoint Presentation

Q. Do you envision identifying a preferred alternative in the Draft EIS (USEPA)?
A. Yes, INDOT will issue a combined FEIS/ROD similar to other I-69 Sections.
Q. You indicated Alternative C had strong public support. Is that uniform throughout the

corridor or more / less in other areas (USEPA)?

April 20,2016
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A. INDOT characterized opposition to other routes (B, D, K3 and K4) as consistently
strong.
Q. Are you aware of the well field located near the SR 144 interchange in Bargersville? There is
also one located near the Smith Valley Road and Southport Road interchanges (IDEM).
A. The project team will note this accordingly. We do have mapped wellhead protection
areas and will confirm that what we have is the most current information.
S. Jim Earl stated that INDOT anticipated the proposed 1-69 right of way would be
approximately 400 feet. The existing SR 37 right of way encompasses approximately 250 to
300 feet.
V. Alternatives Fly-Through Questions/Answers or Comments

Q. Do any Alternatives encroach on a historic bridge?

A. 1-69 is not anticipated to have direct impacts to historic bridges. There are several bridges
that are eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places adjacent to the project
corridor. However, at this time we do not anticipate any use of these structures.

S. Jen Goins explained that C1 is elevated through Martinsville. At Burton Lane, C1 calls for I-
69 over Burton Lane. For C2, Burton Lane is over [-69. For C3, there is no grade separation at
Burton Lane. There are more commercial impacts for C2.

Q. Is there any funding for local communities to help upgrade their local road network as a result
of [-69?

A. INDOT will work with local communities to help identify funding assistance.

S. Ohio Street Interchange — The right of way comes very close to Top Notch farm, a historic
property. There are also a mobile home parks west of SR 37. INDOT also noted that this area
floods. It might be seen as a benefit to the EJ community to relocate them outside a floodplain.

S. Grand Valley Boulevard — A grade separation is being considered in this area. It could
accommodate cars and pedestrians. South Street will likely need some improvements as it is a
very narrow local road without sidewalks. It is important to note that a sidewalk must have
logical termini similar to a roadway.

S. South Street — There is a Section 8 housing development along South Street near Harmon
Road. It contains a low income population. Residents have limited transportation options. In
Alternative C2, Grand Valley would go over [-69 with a connection to Cramertown Loop. In C3,
Grand Valley would also go over I-69, but there would not be a connection to Cramertown Loop.
It was noted that the areas around South Street had been identified as a low income
neighborhood. Traffic from other areas could use South Street to obtain access to commercial
areas on the east side of SR 37. The connection to Cramertown Loop would provide a second
access to the SR 252 interchange.

S. SR 252/SR 44 — A split diamond interchange is proposed in all three Alternatives.

S. Teeters Road — The historic bridge near the proposed Teeters Road grade separation has been
removed by Morgan County. It has been replaced with a modern structure.

S. Myra Lane — A description of the typical section at Myra Lane was provided.

April 20, 2016 Page 2
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S. Egbert Road — Meeting participants from the resource agencies would like to see the right of
way brought in closer to the mainline at Myra Lane near Clear Creek.

S. Henderson Ford Road — An interchange is proposed at Henderson Ford road for all three
Alternatives. All three include an extension to Centennial Road. Local access to New Harmony
Road does differ between Alternatives.

S. New Harmony Road — Constructing a new bridge over Stotts Creek here would benefit
approximately 3 homes.

S. Cragen Road — Cemetery access options are being investigated to maintain access to the
property. The cemetery is maintained by the township trustees.

S. Big Bend Road — All three alternatives provide a grade separation to Tunnel Road.

S. Waverly/Whiteland Road — Alternatives include a grade separation at Waverly Road with none
at Whiteland Road or a grade separation at Whiteland Road and none at Waverly Road. A
connecter road is included east of 1-69 for each scenario. Local residents prefer the grade
separation at Waverly Road.

S. SR 144 — The mainline transitions to three lanes in each direction to the north to Southport
Road. All three interchange configurations are similar in this location.

S. Olive Branch Road — The project team noted concerns raised by a local farmer who harvests
land in this area.

S. Fairview Road — Meeting attendees noted utility concerns in this area.

Southport Road — C1 is further from the wellhead. C2 and C3 are within 500 feet. Meeting
attendees also noted concerns with the connection in the southeast quadrant.

S. I-465 — The project team identified issues related to the Southside German Market Gardeners
Historic District and a potential 4(f) impact.

Environmental Justice (EJ)

a. Chris Meador stated that INDOT used 2010 census data and the American Community Survey
to identify EJ populations. There had been some changes in the census data since the previous
study.

b. INDOT reached out to social services along the SR 37 corridor. This included contacting
schools, churches and subsidized or low income housing developments. INDOT distributed flyers
in advance of the latest Public Information Meeting. It encouraged people to visit the project
office and check the project website for more information.

c. INDOT expects to have neighborhood meetings with neighborhoods or other areas where there
may be more concentrated low income or minority populations. This includes having meetings at
churches or schools. Areas which contain low income populations at a higher percentage than the
Community of Comparison (COC) are found throughout the project corridor but are concentrated
in central and southern Morgan County. There are only a few minority and limited English
proficiency communities which have been identified and those tend to be at the very northern part
of the project area.

April 20, 2016 Page 3
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VII.  Mitigation

a. INDOT would like to begin initiating conversations with USFWS and other resource
agencies regarding project mitigation. This includes mitigation for streams, wetlands, forest,
riparian resources. At this point mitigation amounts are based on GIS data. As the project is
located along the exiting roadway, impacts to existing ditches which demonstrate
characteristics of either wetlands or streams will also be included in impact calculations.
Impacts and mitigation amounts will be refined as the field data is available.

b. INDOT would like to combine mitigation into large blocks of land. Specifically, focus areas
should include the White River floodplain and landlocked parcels near Stotts Creek.

c. INDOT would like to know if USFWS is interested in mitigation in the following locations:
Waverly Bog, Berean Valley, Ravinia Woods and Blue Heron colony.

d. INDOT had a mitigation station at the April Public Information Meetings. Many attendees
took information sheets and sign-up sheets for the program.

VIII. An Agency Bus Tour is planned for Thursday, May 5.
IX. Adjourn

April 20, 2016 Page 4
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MEETING MINUTES

DHPA Conference Room
April 21, 2016 at 1:30 p.m. EDT

Attendees:
¢ Paul Diebold Indiana Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology (DHPA),
National Register & Survey staff
e John Carr — DHPA/ State Historic Preservation Officer staff
e Mary Kennedy — INDOT-CRO
e Linda Weintraut — Weintraut & Associates

I.  Purpose of the Meeting
e The purpose of the meeting is to discuss a potentially eligible resource that is located
within the Area of Potential Effects (APE) that was expanded as a result of design
changes and to talk about the status of the Southside German Market Growers Historic
District since the group had not visited it during our site visit held last year with the
DHPA.

II. Pearcy House & Clear Creek Hatchery owned by Hess Family (IHSSI 109-386-6005)

e In order to orient everyone to the property, Weintraut showed the location of the property
on project mapping and several photographs of the farm portion of the property and the
hatchery.

e Diebold said that he was favorably impressed with the property; he could see the two
environments, the farm from the 19™ century and the fish hatchery that dates to 1934. He
could see how the living and working environments connected.

e Diebold indicated that this whole property would be eligible under A and the house alone
under C.

III. Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District

e The portion of the district within the APE is located north and south of 1-465, and east
and west of Bluff Road. Weintraut showed the group historic aerials from 1962 (before 1-
465) and from 1972 (end of the study period for this project.)

e The district was identified as eligible for the National Register during the 2015
Additional Information Report and the SHPO concurred. The district is comprised of
small field/garden patterns, greenhouses, barns, sheds, and houses.

e Diebold said that he is familiar with the area and he agreed that it exhibits a phenomenon
of small truck farms.

e Diebold also noted that 1-465 creates a dead zone. He said that there could be a north
district and a south district or we could consider it all one district. The group seemed to
have a consensus that nothing is gained by dividing it into two districts.
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1-69 EVANSVILLE TO INDIANAPOLIS TIER 2 STUDIES

Section 6 — Document Title

There is a contributing house in the northeast quadrant that appears to be on the 1-465
right of way line. Diebold said that as long as research shows a connection with the
market gardeners, the house should be considered contributing. He did not express
concern with the fact that the corner of the roof appears to be cut at an angle along the
right of way line.

IV.  Next Steps

Note:

A field meeting will be set up with the SHPO reviewer the first week in May to review
the Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District as well as some potentially
eligible property identified in the second Additional Information Report.

W&A will review research to verify the historic connection of the contributing house
(referenced above) to the Southside German Market Growers Association.

This meeting summary documents ongoing, internal agency deliberations.

Accordingly, the information contained in this summary is considered to be pre-decisional
and deliberative.
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MEETING SUMMARY

Section 6 Project: Section 106 Site Visit
Various Locations—Marion, Johnson, and Morgan Counties
May 2, 2016 at 8:30 am to 3:15 pm EDT
Des. No.: 0300382; DHPA No.: 4615

Attendee Organization
Patrick Carpenter Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT)—
Cultural Resources Office (CRO)
Chris Meador HNTB
John Carr Indiana Department of Natural Resources (IDNR),

Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
(DHPA), Staff of the State Historic Preservation Officer

(SHPO)
Michelle Allen Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Kia Gillette Lochmueller Group
Mary Kennedy INDOT—CRO
Tabitha Enyart HNTB
Linda Weintraut Weintraut & Associates (W&A)
Bethany Natali W&A

I. Gather & Site Visit Overview

The group met in the parking lot at Southport Road & Bluff Road.

Linda Weintraut, W&A, explained the purpose of the site visit was to consider effects of
the undertaking on historic properties and to consider properties within the expanded
Area of Potential Effects (APE) that may be eligible for listing in the National Register.

II. Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District

5/2/15

Two Contributing properties within the recommended district have a potential for impact
and were discussed in detail: 4401 Bluff Road (Northeast Quadrant of 1-465 and Bluff
Road), 4425 Bluff Road (Southeast Quadrant). Bethany Natali, W&A, provided
background research for 4401 Bluff Road: The parcel was originally 14 acres in the
1920s and included property to the south (4425 Bluff Road). Louis Westhal or Westfall, a
fruits and vegetables producer, owned the property in the 1920s and 1930s; his lot had
one of highest assessed values in the neighborhood. In later years, the house was
occupied by Weimar Pierson, in the trucking industry, Ishmall Ferguson, a florist for
Wegehoft. In the 1960s, the house was also a project office for the State Highway
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Department, likely in connection to the construction of [-465. (A third parcel, 4450 Bluff
Road in the southwest quadrant, was discussed later as having a potential for impact.)

e Tabitha Enyart, HNTB, discussed the alternatives under consideration at this location.
The 1-465 bridge crossing Bluff may need to be raised from 14°2” to 16°6.” The profile
of [-465 would change and be widened by 1-3 lanes, depending on traffic.

e At 4401 Bluff, a wall may be installed. It would be 25 feet from the house under
Alternative C1, and 35 feet from the house under C2 and C3.

e No new right-of-way along Bluff Road is anticipated where I-465 crosses Bluff Road
unless the road would be lowered under the existing 1-465 bridge to achieve a required
bridge height.

e [t is unknown if the vegetative barrier would remain. In the worst-case scenario,
construction activities would encroach as far as the ditch near the garden between 1-465
and the house/driveway.

e The question was raised if a 15 dBA noise increase would occur with the additional lanes
and moving [-465 closer to the Contributing house at 4401 Bluff. Noise analysis will be
completed for project, including this area.

e At 4425 Bluff Road, the undertaking would require a sliver of property acquisition and
acquire a portion of an existing parking lot. A wall would be installed along the interstate
but the north drive would remain. The group questioned if visibility from the wall would
render the north drive unsafe.

e A wall may be installed near 4450 Bluff Road, in the southwest quadrant. However, it
may not be necessary to use a wall along the parcel located at 4450 Bluff Road to avoid
impacts to existing structures. There maybe fill slopes which would affect this parcel.

e The group questioned if the walls would perceptibly decrease the amount of noise in the
area.

e John Carr, DHPA, asked if right-of-way would be required under all alternatives; Enyart
said she would check on the alternatives, but if a fourth lane was not needed on 1-465,
additional right-of-way may not be required.

e Michelle Allen, FHWA, stated that the right-of-way acquisition would require a 4(f)
analysis. If the impacts at this district are adverse, then the 4(f) would not be considered
de minimis.

e In addition to noise studies, Carpenter asked if lights may impact the property at 4401
Bluff Road.

e Carr noted that the existing interstate was already an intrusion on the district. The
undertaking would have an adverse impact on 4401 Bluff Road through the removal of
vegetative screening and the imposing nature of the wall close to the house. Impacts to
4425 Bluff Road may not be adverse. The installation of a wall or slope may not make a
notable difference to the current setting.

e Carr noted that in the meeting held at the DHPA last week (attended by INDOT and
W&A) with Paul Diebold (Survey and Registration Staff), Diebold had said that we could
either consider the district as one entity or a north district and a south district. However,
there did not seem to be much to be gained by dividing the district into two smaller
districts.
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I11.

IVv.

VI

Allen noted FHWA has an initiative to connect communities that have been split by
interstates in the past. Carr noted that replacing the interstate with a structure rather than
fill and adding sidewalks along Bluff Road would help the neighborhood seem more
connected.

Glennwood Homes Association, Cleary-Barnett House, Glenn’s Valley Nature Park
Retreat House:

The group then drove southwest on Bluff Road. Weintraut noted that during a field
survey in March, historians were able to view a portion of the undertaking from two
houses in the Glennwood Homes Association, though tree cover would prevent views in
the spring, summer, and early fall. The Cleary-Barnett House and Glenn’s Valley Nature
Park Retreat House would not have views to the undertaking. All three properties are
greater than 800 feet from the undertaking, so noise modeling would not be used.

Marion County Bridge No. 4315F

The undertaking would result in the I-69 being somewhat closer to the bridge than it is
currently. Pavement widening would be about fourteen feet. The existing cul-de-sac at
Bluff Road would be maintained to allow access to the property owners south of the
bridge.

Carr noted that the undertaking would have No Adverse Effect unless it came closer to
the bridge than anticipated or if the undertaking would result in the interstate bridge being
significantly higher than Marion County Bridge 4315 F.

Enyart noted that elevation changes between County Line Road and Wicker Road are
likely (Wicker will be an underpass).

Area of concern for SHPO would be: would [-69 be elevated to such an extent that
Marion County Bridge No. 4315F could not be viewed to the west. Carr indicated that
this might constitute an Adverse Effect.

Marion County Bridge 4315F is Non-Select and eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) under Criterion C.

John Sutton House

There would be some changes to the visual setting.

Under C2 and C3, Bluff Road would be realigned at its connection to County Line Road
(north of the Sutton House). Also, the County Line interchange would be elevated (with
either County Line Road or I-69 being elevated depending on the alternative). In two of
the alternatives, Bluff Road will be re-aligned to connect with Morris Road due to the
inability to maintain Bluff Road at the interchange.

Reuben Aldrich Farm

The group then drove past the Reuben Aldrich Farm. The undertaking calls for an
overpass at Big Bend Road and Tunnel Road. In the winter, there may be a view from
this property to the undertaking.
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However, this view would not constitute an Adverse Effect.

VII. Top Notch Farm

Alternatives C1 and C3 include an interchange at Ohio/ Mahalasville, while Alternative
C2 includes a grade separation. The City has requested an interchange at this location.
There are two different interchange options that have I-69 at-grade and Ohio/
Mabhalasville elevated. Alternative C3, which includes Ohio going over 1-69, is the likely
layout and would not include roundabouts.

Local access roads come almost up to the Top Notch property, near the edge of the tree
line; however, no right-of-way would be acquired from the property. A realignment of
the drive would take place outside the property line. The address of the property would
change due to the drive realignment.

Carr stated that given the modern, existing intrusion at SR 37, there does not appear to be
an adverse effect to the this property. The undertaking would effectively replace the
existing modern intrusions observed during the site visit, including: a modern storage unit
facility on the east side of South Ohio Street and the north side of Mahalasville Road, a
modern commercial building, a modern apartment complex beyond it on the west side of
South Ohio Street, and the apparent reconfiguration fo the intersection immediately in
front of the property’s house. Collectively, these modern intrusions would render an
elevated South Ohio over I-69 or an elevated 1-69 over South Ohio an insignificant
change to the already-extensively-altered setting north of Top Notch Farm.

VIII. Morgan County Bridge No. 224

Morgan County Bridge No. 224 was closed by the county a few years ago. No
overpasses or interchanges are planned near this location. One of the alternatives includes
a new bridge crossing of Indian Creek. The anticipated preferred alternative for this area
would keep the area as is, with the road remaining closed to traffic and no new bridge.
Meador noted that a nearby field could be used for mitigation and the setting could
change from agricultural to forest.

Carr asked if the bridge was too narrow to use. Meador did not know if anyone had
looked into the cost of using this bridge. Allen noted that if a bridge bypass is an option,
there would need to be a discussion/documentation of why reuse of this bridge would not
be an option. Since the project did not close the bridge, it would not cause the adverse
effect.

The group then traveled north on SR 37. Meador explained that the Burton Lane location
of the undertaking would have to consider a church, elementary school, and Holiday Inn
Express. Environmental Justice concerns were also present along SR 37 near two mobile
home communities. A grade separation is planned for Grandview. At the high school, the
project would minimize impacts parking areas utilized by the school band. Access to car
dealership is another consideration. The project may also require the acquisition of some
homes, as the City of Martinsville wants State Road 252 to travel under I-69

IX. Pearcy Farm & Clear Creek Fisheries
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XI.

XII.

The group then traveled to the Pearcy Farm and Clear Creek Fisheries. The house is listed
in the Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory (IHSSI) as constructed circa 1880,
though it seems more consistent with a circa 1860-1870 construction. The house has been
owned by the Pearcy-Hess family since the construction of the house, according to
current owner Larry Hess. T. Dougherty originally owned land, followed in later years by
George Pearcy, and then George Hess. In 1934, the family cleared the marshy land to the
east of their house to start a fishery. The historians believe the property’s setting,
buildings, and pond configuration are evocative of a family farm that transitioned to fish
production in the twentieth century.

No overpasses or interchanges would occur along Hess Road; Carr wondered if Hess
Road would need to be improved or widened as a result of the undertaking.

Travis Hills

An overpass at Stones Crossing will tie into existing grade just past the church parking
lot along SR 37. No right-of-way would be acquired from the district.

Some tree/vegetation clearing may be necessary.

Gillette said that it is not reasonably foreseeable that additional improvements would be
needed along the roadway unless the local authorities express concern at a location.
Some ditching may be needed as well. If ditching is needed, then vegetative clearing may
occur, which will alter the setting of the district.

Charles Laughner House (La Ciel)

a. Belmont Avenue would cul-de-sac under all three alternatives and would no longer
connect to SR 37/1-69.

b. The historic property boundary is close enough to the undertaking that noise
modeling will be conducted, although all participants commented on the level of
ambient noise.

c. The undertaking is visible from the rear of the house. According to the property
owner, the Southport Road intersection is visible at night from the upper floor, but
usually not during the day.

d. Carr noted that changes from the undertaking would not make a significant change in
view. There may be an effect, but it would not be adverse.

Wrap-Up and Next Steps

Traffic counts are expected in the next two weeks. Meador will make sure the traffic
counts and noise studies will look at the specific affected areas discussed in this meeting.
W&A will prepare an eligibility report for the expanded APE area, which will be
submitted to INDOT CRO, DHPA, SHPO and consulting parties for review and
comment.

W&A will prepare an effects report on all three alternatives under consideration

A consulting party meeting will be scheduled once the effects report is distributed.

Details discussed in this meeting are subject to change. This summary is a reflection of the status of these
items at the close of the meeting.
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Note: This meeting summary documents ongoing, internal agency deliberations. Accordingly, the
information contained in this summary is considered to be pre-decisional and deliberative.
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Michael R. Pence, Governor
Camneron F. Clark, Direetor

2 Indiana Department of Natural Resources

’==%
Division of Historic Preservation & Archacology-402 W, Washington Strect, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 ] @ ']
Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693-dhpa@dnr.IN.gov HISTOLK PRESERVATON

ARCHAEDLOGY

May 11, 2016

James Earl, P.E.

Project Manager

1-69 Section 6 Project Office
7847 Waverly Road
Martinsville, Indiana 46151

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA™)

Re: “Preliminary Alternatives Screening Report: Tier 2 Environmental Tmpact Statement, Section 6,
Martinsville to Indianapolis™ (March 29, 2016) and May 2 Section 106 site visit (HDA-IN; Des. No.
0300382; DHPA No. 4615)

Dear Mr. Earl:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.8.C. § 306108), 36 CF.R.
Part §00, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.5.C § 4321, et seq.), the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO™) has reviewed, selectively, the aforementioned report, accessed through a
hyperlink in your March 30, 2016, e-mail message, for 1-69 Section 6, which is proposed to be built in Morgan, Johnson,
and Marion countics in Indiana.

As you know, my staff did not participate in the May 5, 2016, bus tour, but John Carr of mry staff did participate in a site
visit led by project consultants for the benefit of FHW A, Indiana Department of Transportation, and Indiana SHPO staff on
May 2, 2016. The May 2 site visit focused on specific, historic above-ground properties that might be adversely impacted
by one or more of the alternative alignments (C1, C2, or C3) that are still under consideration. It was helpful to have not
only historical consultants but also a consulting engineer participating in the May 2 tour.

Based on observations and discussions during the May 2 tour, it appears to us that the historic above-ground property most
likely to incur adverse effects from one or more of the alternative alignments is the Southside German Market Gardeners
Historic District, especially a contributing house at 4401 Bluff Road in Indianapolis, immediately north of the existing I-
465 overpass, and possibly a contributing house at 4425 Bluff Road, a short distance south of that overpass. The adverse
effects on 4401 Bluff Road are likely to be visual effects of a retaining wall on the setting and possibly physical
encroachment on the side yard. If 4425 Bluff Road were adversely afTected, it likely would be due to visual effects on the
setting resulting from the slope of the I-465 embankment coming closer to the side of the house. We are unable to detect a
difference in the degree of effect among alternative alignments C1, C2, and C3, based on the maps in Appendix F of the
preliminary alternatives screening report.

The setting of Marion County Bridge No. 4315F on Bluff Road over Pleasant Run Creek potentially could be adversely
affected, depending on how tall a new bridge on 1-69 over Pleasant Run Creek would stand and how close it would be built
to the historic bridge. The proximity of the new 1-69 bridge to the historic bridge also could limit the ability of the public to
enjoy a lateral view of the historic bridge.

It does not appear that elevating Stones Crossing Road over [-69 would have a physical impact the Travis Iills Historic
District. However, the elevation of, and perhaps other improvements to, Stones Crossing Road would begin just outside the
district, and if large trees bordering the district would have to be removed, then the sefting likely would be aifected.

The DNR missfon: Protect, enhance, preserve and wisely use natural, www, DNR.IN.gov
cultirral and recreational resources for the benafil of Indians’s citizens An Equat Oppartunity Emplayer
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Determining whether that effect would be adverse would require more detailed information about the nature of the
improvements to that part of Stones Crossing Road.

The potential for adverse effects on the Pearcy Farm & Clear Creek Fisheries at 295 Hess Road, outside Martinsville,
depends on whether the I-69 Section 6 project would make improvements to Hess Road in front of the property and the
nature and extent of those improvements. Effects could be physical, if part of the yard or barn lot is taken, or visual, if the
relationship of the road to the house is altered significantly. The consultants were uncertain during the site visit as to
whether improvements to that part of Tless Road for use as an access road would be included in any of the three alternative
alignments, but maps in Appendix F of preliminary alternatives screening report do not show improvements being proposed
there.

To enable us to offer more specific comments on the project’s effecis on any of the aforementioned properties, we would
need more precise information about the proximity to the particular historic property and the size and description of
proposed construction. It was difficult during the site visit to visualize the changes that would occur based only on verbal
descriptions of the construction provided. Schematic plans and elevations of new construction or ofher proposed
improvements in the immediate vicinity of each of those properties would be helpful.

The other historic above-ground properties that were visited during the May 2 site visit (La Ciel [Charles Langhner House|
at 7719 Belmont Avenue in Indianapolis, John Sutton House at 988 North Bluff Road near Greenwood, Reuben Aldrich
Farm at 7020 Old SR 37 m Morgan County, Top Notch Farm at 352 East Mahalasville Road near Martinsville, and Morgan
County Bridge No. 224 on a closed section of Old SR 37 over Indian Creek southwest of Martinsville) may imcur some
visnal effects but appear less likely than most of the properties discussed above to be adversely affected, based on our
current understanding of the alternative alignments.

It is our impression that archaeological resources are still in the process of being identified and evaluated within the Section
6 project area, Our most recent comments on archaeological issues can be found in our letters to Kia Gillette of
Lochmueller Group dated February 4, 2016, and April 14, 2016.

We noticed that Table 2-7 on page 2-38 and Table 2-10 on page 2-43 of the preliminary alternatives screening report
identify only one historic property impact for each alternative alignment (C1, C2, C3), and that impact would be the
acquisition of five acres from the Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District. We sense that perhaps only direct,
physical impacts on historic above-ground properties have been identified so far.

The maps in the preliminary altematives screening report still show the historic Stockwell Bridge (Morgan County Bridge
No. 56) on Teeters Road over West Fork of Clear Creek, However, as the historical consultants have explained, within the
last year or so the county demolished and replaced it with a new bridge.

Please direct questions about our comments on above-ground properties, such as buildings and structures, to John Carr at
{(317)233-1949 or JCarr{@dnr.in.gov. Questions about archaeological issues should be directed to Wade Tharp (317) 232-
1650 or wtharpl@dnr.in.gov,

In all future correspondence regarding the I-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis {Des. No.
0300382), please refer to DHPA No. 4615.

Very truly yours,

Mitchell K. Zoll (/))
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MKZ:ILC:jle

eme: Richard Marquis, Division Administrator, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Janice Osadczuk, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
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Michelle Alien, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division

Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation

James Earl, P.E., Indiana Department of Transportation

Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation

Anuradha Kumar, Indiana Department of Transportation

Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation

Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation

Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation

Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation

1-69 Section & Project Office

William Wiedelman, P.E., HNTB Corporation

Christine Meador, HNTB Corporation

Rich Connolly, HNTB Corporation

Timothy Miller, HNTB Corporation

Michael Grovak, Lochmueller Group

Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmueller Group

Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Group

Connie Zeigler, Lochmueller Group

Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weiniraut & Associates, Inc.

Beth MeCord, Gray & Pape, Inc,

Matt Buffington, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife
Wade T. Tharp, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
John Carr, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archasology
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From: Carr, John [mailto:JCarr@dnr.IN.gov] Sent: Friday, May 27,
2016 1:53 PM

To: Rubin, Sarah

Cc: Allen, Michelle (FHWA); Tharp, Wade; Slider, Chad (DNR); Zoll, Mitchell K
Subject: FW: I-69 Section 6 - Section 106 Site Visit - Meeting Minutes

Sarah,

Thanks for asking for my comments on the draft minutes. For the most part, | agree with the substance of the
minutes. There are a few places that might benefit from clarification, but | don’t want to suggest specific language,
because I'm unsure of the intent of the draft language, how detailed minutes should be, and whether others on the site
visit remember the discussion as | do.

Il. Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District

| can’t tell whether the following paragraphs in the middle of page 2 are referring to the same wall that might need to
be built along 1-465 at Bluff Road or two different walls:

At 4425 Bluff Road, the undertaking would require a sliver of property acquisition and acquire a portion of an
existing parking lot. A wall would be installed along the but the north drive would remain. The group question if
visibility from the wall would render the north drive unsafe.

A wall would also be installed west of 4425 Bluff Road.

“West of 4425 Bluff Road” would seem to be either (1) between the house and Bluff Road (which | don’t recall having
been discussed and which doesn’t seem likely to be needed); (2) across Bluff Road (which is covered in the next
paragraph: “A wall may be installed near 4450 Bluff Road, in the southwest quadrant.”); or (3) as an 1-465 bridge
abutment—or southward extension of the existing abutment—to the northwest of the house, under a widened 1-465,
on the east side of Bluff Road (which | don’t recall having been discussed, but perhaps I've forgotten). So, a little
elaboration on what kind of wall would be installed west of 4425 Bluff Road and clarification of its location relative to
the house would help.

Minor editorial comment: In the last sentence of the paragraph beginning, “A wall may be installed near 4450 Bluff
Road, in the southwest quadrant,” | think “maybe” really means “may be.”

V. John Sutton House

The third point lacks a bullet. Was text accidentally omitted?

VII. Top Notch Farm

The first sentence of the third bullet point is accurate, as far as it goes, to wit: “Carr stated that given the modern,
existing intrusion at SR 37, there does not appear to be an adverse effect to the this [sic] property.” However, it's a
remarkably concise comment, considering its source. | can’t recall whether the SHPO was asked to comment on the
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1-69 Section 5 overlap’s effects on Top Notch Farm (and I'd probably waste too much time trying to track down an
answer), but | seem to recall that the significance of that property and possibly the I-69 constructions effects on it were
considered during the Section 5 study. Given that my statement might represent, at least informally, a 180-degree
turn regarding the project’s effects on Top Notch Farm since the SHPO considered it several years ago, | think |
should elaborate here on my reasoning, even if it isn’t deemed necessary to include this elaboration in the minutes (I'll
leave that to the project team’s judgment).

| recall that, at the time | made the comment about the modern intrusions, | gestured toward a modern storage unit
facility on the east side of South Ohio Street and the north side of Mahalasville Road and also toward a modern
commercial building and a modern apartment complex beyond it on the west side of South Ohio Street. | also recall
having mentioned that it appeared that the intersection immediately in front of the farmhouse (i.e. where South Ohio
Street curves eastward 90 degrees onto Mahalasville Road) seems to have been reconfigured in recent years, when
the road (or perhaps actually a private driveway) coming in from the west was angled to the northeast to meet South
Ohio to the north of Mahalasville. Those are the modern intrusions to which | referred during the site visit and which |
still believe collectively would render either an elevated South Ohio over [-69 or an elevated I-69 over South Ohio an
insignificant change to the already-extensively-altered setting north of Top Notch Farm.

Let me know if you or anyone else has questions.

John

John L. Carr

Team Leader for Historic Structures Review
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
Indiana Department of Natural Resources

402 W. Washington St., Room W274
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Ph. No.: 317-233-1949 Fax No.: 317-232-0693
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“=s REVIEW REQUEST SUBMITTAL f“ \
é j State Form 55031 (7-12)
&5 Indiana Department of Natural Resources

Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology, Indiana State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) O R SemuNTIoN

Please complete this form and attach it to front of all submittals, along with any reports or supplemental materials you
are providing to the Indiana DHPA for review.

Date: June 15, 2016

Is this a new submission? [ Yes /1 No

Reference for previous submittals: DHPA # 4615 Des. No. 0300382

THIS REVIEW REQUEST SUBMITTED BY:

Name: Linda Weintraut, Ph.D.

Company/Organization: Weintraut & Associates

Address: PO Box 5034, Zionsville, Indiana 46077

Telephone number: 317-733-9770 Email address: linda@weintrautinc.com

PROJECT NAME & LOCATION [Please attach a map with location(s) marked]

Project Name/Reference:_|-69 Evansville to Indianapolis Tier 2 - Section 6 Project Project/ Des # 0300382

Project Address/Location:

City: Township(s):

County/Counties: Morgan, Johnson, and Marion

STATE OR FEDERAL AGENCY INVOLVEMENT

Agency: FHWA Program:

Type of funds, license, or permit to be obtained (if applicable):

Name(s) of Agency Contact:_ Michelle Allen

Address: 575 North Pennsylvania Street Room 254, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Telephone number: 317-226-7344 Email address: Michelle.Allen@dot.gov

APPLICANT (if different than Federal Agency) If available, please attach copy of authorization letter from federal
agency

Applicant: Indiana Department of Transportation

Name of Contact: Anuradha Kumar

Address: 100 North Senate Ave., IGCN 642, Indianapolis, IN 46204

Telephone number: 317-234-5168 Email address: akumar@indot.in.gov
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CONSULTANT FOR THE APPLICANT OR AGENCY (IF APPLICABLE)

Consultant: HNTB

Name of Contact: Tim Miller

Address: 111 Monument Circle, Suite 1200, Indianapolis, IN 46204

Telephone number: 317-636-4682 Email address: tnmiller@hntb.com

Contact for DHPA questions regarding this review request:

Comments:
Section 6 Additional Information Memorandum No. 2 for review and comment

Please note that incomplete submissions may result in delays. To ensure an expeditious review, please be sure that
the following has been provided:

[ 1 Full contact information for person/entity submitting form, including phone number and email (if available)
[ Map of project location with project area(s) clearly marked (provided in current or previous submission)
Clear photographs of project area and surroundings

Project description

Description of any proposed ground disturbance

Name of Federal agency/agencies and program providing funds, license, or permit

O H B & K

Letter of authorization from Federal agency/agencies (if applicable)

Return this Form and Attachments to:

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
402 W. Washington Street, Room W274
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

http://www.in.gov/dnr/historic
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100 North Senate Avenue PHONE: (317) 233-2061 Michae! R. Pence, Governor
Room N642 FAX: (317) 232-4929 Brandye L. Hendrickson,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 Commissioner

June 15, 2016

Dear Consulting Party:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Indiana Department of Transportation
(INDOT), is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Section 6 of the [-69 Evansville to
Indianapolis Tier 2 Studies (Des. No. 0300382; DHPA No.: 4615). Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (1966) requires Federal agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings on
historic properties. Historic properties are those properties that are listed in, or eligible for listing in, the
National Register of Historic Places.

On October 16, 2015, FHWA re-initiated consultation for the T-69 Section 6 Study by extending invitations to
join in consultation to those who had previously been consulting parties and to those individuals, groups, and
tribes with a demonstrated interest in the project. In November 2015, consulting parties were provided a copy of
the Historic Property Report Additional Information (AI) for the State Road 37 Alternatives. On December 7,
2015, a consulting party meeting was held to review the Section 106 process to date, provide an update on
archaeology, and discuss the eligibility recommendations in the HPR Additional Information Report.

Since that time, the project consultants have prepared an Additional Information (AT) Memorandum—No. 2 to
describe changes that have occurred since the publication of the Al Historic Property Report (2015). As a

willing consulting party, you are invited to review and comment on this memorandum.

You may access the eligibility recommendations for this aboveground study: AT Memorandum— No. 2 for the
State Road 37 Alternatives at the IN-SCOPE website located at the following link.

http:/netservices.indot.in.gov/Section | 06D ocuments/Default.aspx

The Des No. is the most efficient search term, once in IN-SCOPE. Any invited consulting party who makes
such a request to Weintraut & Associates within seven (7) days of receipt of this notification will receive a hard
copy of this material.

If you wish to request a hard copy or to provide written comments on the Al Memorandum No. 2, please send
them by post to: Weintraut & Associates, P.O. Box 5034, Zionsville, Indiana, 46077 or by emdil to:
linda @ weintrautinc.com.

For questions regarding Section 106, Tribal contacts may contact Michelle Allen at FHWA at michelle.allen@dot.gov or
317-226-7344 or Shaun Miller at smiller.indot.in.gov or 317-233-2061.

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer
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To facilitate the development of this project, please respond with: your comments, on the AI Memorandum No. 2
within thirty (30) days from the date of receipt of this letter. Should you find that an extension to the response
time necessary, a reasonable amount may be granted upon request.

Best regards,

Anuradha Kumar ,
Manager, INDOT Cultural Resources
Cc: Michelle Allen, FHWA
Christine Meador, HNTB
Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Group.
Dr. Linda Weintraut, Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape

www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Michaet R. Pence, Governor
Cameron F. Clark, Director

@ Indiana Department of Natural Resources

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology-402 W. Washington Street, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693 -dhpa@dnr.IN.gov HISTORIC PRESEDUATION
July 14, 2016

Anuradha Kumar

Manager, Cultural Resowurces Office

Environmental Services

Indiana Department of Transportation
100 North Senate Avenue, Room N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA™)

Re: Additional Information (AT) Memorandum No. 2 (Natali, 6/2016), describing changes since publication
ofthe Historic Property Report Additional Information (AI) for the State Road 37 Alternatives (2015),
for I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis: Tier 2 Studies Section 6 (HDA-IN; Des. No. 0300382: DHPA No.
4615)

Dear Ms. Kumar:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108), 36 CF.R.
Part 800, and the National Environmenta] Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, ef seq.), the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO™) has reviewed your cover letter of June 15, 2016, with the aforementioned
document enclosed, for I-69 Section 6, which is proposed to be built in Morgan, Johnson, and Marion counties in Indiana.

We are satisfied with the area of potential effects (“APE"), as it has been expanded in 2016.

For the purposes of the Section 106 review of this project, we agree that the Pearcy Farm and Clear Creek Fisheries
(Indiana Historic Sites and Structures Inventory No. 109-386-60015) at 295 Hess Road (possibly a Martinsville postal
address}) is eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion A, and that the farmhouse, in
addition, is eligible under Criterion C. We also agree that this property is the only above-ground property within the areas
into which the APE has most recently been expanded that appears to be eligible for the National Register.

Please direct questions about our comments on above-ground properties, such as buildings and structures, to John Carr at
(317)233-1949 or JCarr@duor.in.gov. Questions about archaeological issues should be directed to Wade Tharp (317) 232~
1650 or wtharpl@dnr.in.gov.

In al} future correspondence regarding the 1-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis (Des. No.
03003 82), please refer to DHPA No. 4615.

Very truly yours,

Mitchell K. Zoll &))
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
MEZJLC:jle

¢¢: Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weintraut & Associates, Inc.

The DNR mission: Protect, enbance, preserve and wissly use natural, www.DNR.IN.gov
culiural and recreationsl resources for the benefit of Indiana's citizens An Equal Oppartunity Employer
through profossional Isadership, management and education, .

201




Anuradhs Kumar
July 14, 2016
Page 2

emc: Jenice Osadczuk, Federal Highway Administration, Indiang Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Trensportation
Jarnes Earl, P.E., Indiana Depertment of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiema Department of Transportation
Anuradha Kutnar, Indiana Department of Transportation
Patrick Carpenter, Indians Department of Transportation
Mary Kennedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation
169 Section 6 Project Office
William Wiedelman, P_E., HNTB Corporation
Christine Meador, HNTB Corporation
Rich Connolly, HNTB Corporation
Timothy Miller, HNTB Corporation
Michael Grovak, Lochmuelier Group
Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmueller Gronp
Kia Gillette, Lochmuelier Group
Connie Zeigler, Bemardin, Lochmueller Group
Linda Weintraut, Ph.Ir., Weinfrauf & Associates, Inc,
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.
Matt Buffington, Indiana Depariment of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife
Wade T. Tharp, Depariment of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
John Carr, Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology

202




203



204



Questions about 1-69 Sec 6 and Marion Co Br No 4513F

1 message

Carr, John v> Fri, Aug 26, 2016 at 1:17 PM
To:

Linda,

| apologize for my delay in getting back to you. | got side-tracked by reviews of other projects coming due this week
(Imagine that!), but Mary Kennedy kindly reminded me yesterday.

After the August 17 consulting parties meeting, | stopped at Bridge No. 4513F to refresh my memory of the setting and
the bridge’s current proximity to the existing SR 37 bridge over Pleasant Run. That helped, but I’'m not sure | can
accurately visualize the horizontal distances between the nearest point on No. 4513F and the proposed ROWs and
nearest points on the bridges proposed for alternatives C2 and C3.

| don’t think | have any reason to be concerned about an adverse effect from Alternative 1, even though the deck and
rail on the northbound 1-69 bridge would be 10-15 feet higher (as | recall) than the deck on the SR 37 northbound bridge,
because the northbound 1-69 bridge would be about where the southbound SR 37 bridge is now, and, as far as | can tell,
the 1-69 right-of-way (and whatever grading, filling, etc., goes on within it) would not get much, if any, closer to No. 4513F
than it is now.

However, the northbound bridges for both C2 and C3 and the 1-69 ROW would get somewhat closer to No. 4513F, as well
as being 10-15 feet higher, and I'm trying to visualize whether the C2 and C3 bridges and embankments would appear to
“loom over” No. 4513F. As | said at the August 17 meeting, our National Register experts in the SHPO’s office have told
me a number of times that while setting may not be as important to a property eligible only under Criterion C as it would
be to a property eligible under Criterion A, that doesn’t mean that setting is irrelevant to a Criterion C-only property. |
believe the same would be true for visual effects.

It appeared to me when | was last at No. 4513F that the nearest point on that bridge to the nearest part of any part of the
SR 37 northbound bridge or roadway would be the end of the rail at the southwest corner of No. 4513F. | estimated
roughly that the nearest point on the SR 37 bridge or roadway would be a point about 10-15 feet north of the end of the
rail on the southeast corner of the SR 37 bridge.

So, without going out into the field and taking measurements, and without generating any new, formal drawings (other
than perhaps schematic sketches, if you think that would help), can you give me an approximate distance between the
following points:

1) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the SR 37 ROW.
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2) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the SR 37 northbound bridge (or
roadway, if applicable, but I'm thinking it’s on the SR 37 bridge).

3) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C2 northbound
bridge ROW.

4) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C2 northbound
bridge or roadway.

5) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the I-69 Alternative C3 northbound
bridge ROW.

6) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the I-69 Alternative C2 northbound
bridge or roadway.

If it's too hard to come up with even approximations of these figures within the next few days, then I'll just comment as
best | can by September based on my recollection and a few photos | took during my August 17 stop at No. 4513F.

Thanks!

John

John L. Carr

Team Leader for Historic Structures Review
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
Indiana Department of Natural Resources

402 W. Washington St., Room W274
Indianapolis, IN 46204
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Linda Weintraut <linda@weintrautinc.com>

Fwd: Questions about 1-69 Sec 6 and Marion Co Br No 4513F

1 message

>

From: Linda Weintraut [mailto:linda@weintrautinc.com]
Sent: Monday, August 29, 2016 8:42 AM

To: Carr, John

Cc:

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

John,

Please ahached answers in red. To be as accurate as possible, HNTB used CAD to determine answers to questions that
you posed on Friday afternoon. | hope this helps. Linda

1)  The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the SR 37 ROW. - 36 feet from
approximate existing ROW

2) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the SR 37 northbound bridge (or
roadway, if applicable, but I'm thinking it's on the SR 37 bridge). - 105 feet from the existing SR 37 bridge to the existing
bridge

3) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C2
northbound bridge ROW. — 36 feet; same as existing

4) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C2
northbound bridge or roadway. - 71 feet

5) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C3
northbound bridge ROW. -36 feet, same as existing

6) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C3
northbound bridge or roadway. - 71 feet
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2) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the SR 37 northbound bridge (or
roadway, if applicable, but I'm thinking it’s on the SR 37 bridge).

3) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C2 northbound
bridge ROW.

4) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the 1-69 Alternative C2 northbound
bridge or roadway.

5) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the I-69 Alternative C3 northbound
bridge ROW.

6) The end of the rail on the southwest corner of No. 4513F and the nearest point on the I-69 Alternative C2 northbound
bridge or roadway.

If it's too hard to come up with even approximations of these figures within the next few days, then I'll just comment as
best | can by September based on my recollection and a few photos | took during my August 17 stop at No. 4513F.

Thanks!

John

John L. Carr

Team Leader for Historic Structures Review
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
Indiana Department of Natural Resources

402 W. Washington St., Room W274
Indianapolis, IN 46204
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Michael R. Pence, Goevernor
Cameron F. Clark, Dircetor

wa Indiana Department of Natural Resources -

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology-402 W. Washington Strect, W274 - Indianapolis, IN 46204-273% .' g ‘|
Phone 317-232-1646-Fux 317-232-0693 - dhpaigidnr IN.gov HETORICPRESERYTION

September 1, 2016

Jermaine R. Hannon

Acting Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
575 North Pennsylvania Street, Room 254
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA™)

Re: Identification of effects report (Natali and Weintrant, 8/1/2016); August 17, 2016, consulting parties
meeting; and Weintraut & Associates” August 29, 2016, e-mail response to our questions about
alternatives C2 and C3 relative to Marion County Bridge No. 4513F; all with regard to I-69 Evansville
to Indianapolis: Tier 2 Studies Section 6 (HDA-IN; Des. No. 0300382; DHPA No. 4615)

Dear Mr. Hannon:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C, § 306108), 36 C.F.R.
Part 800, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S8.C § 4321, et seq.), the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO™) has reviewed your cover letter of August 2, 2016, with the aforementioned
report enclosed, which we received in paper form on August 4, and Weintraut & Associates’ aforementioned August 29 e-
mail, regarding [-69 Section 6, which is proposed to be built in Morgan, Johnson, and Marion counties in Indiana.

The adverse effect identified for the historic Reuben Aldrich Farm is based on changes to the historic farmstead’s setting, as
a result of projected doubling (Altermative C3), tripling (Alternative C2), or quadrupling (Alternative C) the volume of
traffic on Old SR 37 between 2010 and 2045, including at least a six-fold increase in truck traffic for any of those
alternatives. Any of those levels of increase likely would be noticeable to the owners of the farmstead both visually and
audibly (even if the potential for increased noise does not warrant mitigation under FHWA or Indiana Department of
Transportation standards). How burdensome those increases would be is difficult to gauge. Because such increases would
be sizeable, we are willing to agree that they may have an adverse effect, although we would recommend attempting to
obtain the owners” input on what they think the impact on the property would be.

Devising meaningful mitigation for that particular adverse effect seems to be difficult, as the discussion at the Angust
meeting indicated. John Carr of iny staff thought he heard it suggested that the possibility of vegetative screening might be
investigated. That could soften the effects of the increased traffic, but on the downside, screening would make it harder to
enjoy the historic property from the public right-of-way. Input from the owners should be obtained, if possible, as to
whether they think vegetative screening would be beneficial. Even if the owners think it would be beneficial, there would
remain the question of whether to plant it on the Old SR 37 right-of-way (which presumably is county-owned) or on the
farmstead side of the right-of-way line; it appears that the consent and cooperation of either the county or the private
property owner would be necessary. Ifthis project does have an adverse effect as a result of the increased tratfic, it might
be that it is of a degree and a kind that cannot specifically and meaningfully be mitigated.

We appreciate having received from Weintraut & Associates the approximate distances, at the closest points, between
historic Marion County Bridge No. 4513F and the existing SR 37 bridge over Pleasant Run and the SR 37 right-of-way and
between the historic bridge and the proposed 1-69 bridges and rights-of-way for alternatives C2 and C3. Because
Alternative C1 would move the new bridge farther away from the historic bridge than the existing SR 37 is, we do not think
C1 could have an adverse effect. As we understand it, the right-of-way for both C2 and C3 would be the same distance

Tha DNR mission: Profect, enbance, preserve and wisely use nafura, www.DNR.IN.gov

cuftural gnd recreational resources for the bensfi of Indigna’'s citizens An Equal Opportunity Empioyer

through professional feadership, management and education. 209




Jexmaine R. Hannon
September 1, 2016
Page 2

away from the historic bridge as the SR 37 right-of-way is. Either the C1 or the C2 bridge, however, would be about 71 feet
from the historic bridge, whereas the existing SR 37 bridge is about 105 feet away. If is our understanding that the new,
northbound bridge (7. e., the bridge that would be closer to the historic bridge) for C1, C2, or C3 would stand about 10to 15
feet higher than the historic bridge. Although the new C2 or C3 bridge would be about 34 feet closer, we think the 71-foot
space between either of them and the historic Marion County Bridge No. 4513F would be sufficient to avoid adversely
affecting the setting or viewshed of the historic bridge.

The question was raised at the August 17 meeting about whether it would be preferable to use a mechanically stabilized
earth (“MSE”) retaining wall along 1-465 in the northeast and northwest quadrants of that highway’s over pass of Bluff
Road or to use a sloped, earthen embankment, as is proposed in the variation of Alternative C2. An MSE wall has the
advantage of occupymg less space and not extending as far into the Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District,
but, as another consulting party noted at the meeting, a grassy siope would be somewhat more in keeping with the emphasis
on green plants that give the district part of its character.

We do not have a preference between the MSE wall and the sloped, earthen embankment. The construction of 1-465
through what only later was recognized as a historic district bad a greater impact than any of the altermatives for improving
that part of [-465 would. Elevating the I-465 bridges over Bluff Road will tend to aggravate the intrusive nature of the
highway. If the house at 4401 Bluff Road is removed, the district wiil lose a contributing building, but, as a practical
matter, it is difficult to foresee that house being considered suitable for human habitation and continuing to exist in the long
run, due to its proximity to the highway and the existing fraffic noise.

If an MSE wall is used, some kind of textured or scored surface might be less stark than a plain, concrete wall, although, as
someone mentioned at the meeting, it would be best if it were by nature or by application of a coating relatively resistant to
graffiti.

The only other, possibly beneficial mitigation or minimization measure that would directly address and alleviate some
aspect of the impact of changes to 1-465 on the Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District would be to widen
the opening under 1-465, in an effort to reduce the visual effect of the highway’s being a barrier between the north and south
parts of the district. However, that would mean lengthening the bridges, and it is our understanding that building structures
such as bridges is more expensive than building a roadway atop earthen fill.

We agree with the identification of effects report that any of the alternatives of 1-69 Section 6 would have an overall
adverse effect on historic properties.

Please direct questions about our comments on above-ground properties, such as buildings and structures, to John Carr at
(317)233-1949 or JCarr@dnr.in.gov. Questions about archaeological issues should be directed to Wade Tharp (317)232-
1650 or wtharpl@dnr.in.gov.

In all finure correspondence regarding the 1-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis (Des. No.
0300382), please contmue to refer to DHPA No. 4615.

Very truly yours,

(i d 4 L,

Mitchell K. Zoll
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MEKZILC:le
cc: Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weintravt & Associates, Inc.
eme: Janice Osadczuk, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division

Michetle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation
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Jermaine R. Hannon
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James Earl, P E., Indiana Department of Transporiation

Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transportation

Anuradha Kumar, Indiana Department of Transportation

Patrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation

Mary Kennedy, Indiana Deparbment of Transportation

Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transporiation

Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation

1-69 Section 6 Project Office

Christine Meador, HNTB Cotporation

Rich Connolly, HNTB Corporation

Timothy Miller, HNTB Corporation

Michael Grovak, Lochmueller Group

Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmueller Group

Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Group

Connie Zeigler, Bernardin, Lochmucller Group

Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weintraul & Associates, Inc,

Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.

Matt Buffington, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife

‘Wade T. Tharp, Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
John Carr, Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeclogy
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Indiana Division 575 North Pennsylvania Street, Room 254
Indianapolis, IN 46204
(317) 226-7475

October 28, 2016

In Reply Refer To:
HDA-IN

Dear Consulting Party

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Indiana Department of
Transportation (INDOT), is preparing a Tier 2 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
Section 6 of the 1-69 Evansville to Indianapolis project (Des. No. 0300382; DHPA No.: 4615).
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (1966) requires Federal agencies to take
into account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties. Historic properties are those
properties that are listed in, or eligible for listing in, the National Register of Historic Places.

On October 16, 2015, FHWA re-initiated consultation for the I-69 Section 6 evaluation of
cultural resources under Section 106 by extending invitations to join in consultation to those who
had previously been consulting parties and those individuals, groups, and tribes with a
demonstrated interest in the project. Since that time, the following above-ground reports have
been disseminated to those who accepted consulting party status: Historic Property Report
Additional Information No. I; Historic Property Report Additional Information No. 2; and
Identification of Effects Report.

You may access these reports at INDOT’s Section 106 document posting website, IN-SCOPE, at
Section106Documents/. The Des. No. is the most efficient search term,
once in IN-SCOPE.

The Historic Property Report Additional Information No. I identified the area both north and
south of I-465 along Bluff Road as the Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District.
This area had not previously been identified as a historic district and is referred to as the
Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District for the purposes of this I-69 Section 6
study. The Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District has been recommended eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Identification of Effects Report
(August 1, 2016) recommended an Adverse Effect finding for the Southside German Market
Gardeners Historic District for the following reasons: the home at 4401 Bluff Road may be
demolished, land will be acquired from the district, and 1-465 will be widened resulting in the
construction of mechanically stabilized earth (MSE) retaining walls along the south side 1-465
and MSE retaining walls and/or an earthen slope along the north side of [-465 within the district.
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Since the publication of the Identification of Effects Report, INDOT and FHWA invited property
owners within the Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District to a meeting to discuss
the project, including the option of a MSE retaining wall or a possible slope within the District.
That meeting occurred on the evening of October 4, 2016, at the German American Klub at 8602
South Meridian Street. The purpose of the meeting was to update residents on the status of 1-69
Section 6, discuss potential impacts and potential mitigation measures to historic properties,
answer questions regarding the project and historic properties, and solicit feedback. INDOT
discussed potential impacts to the district, including the effects of widening 1-465, and the
potential use of MSE retaining walls or earthen slopes along [-465. A meeting summary and
graphics presented at the meeting are attached.

[-465 will be widened to accommodate additional capacity between approximately U.S. 31 and
Mann Road and the 1-465 bridge over Bluff Road will be raised by approximately two feet in
order to meet current bridge clearance standards. Both the north and south sides of 1-465 are
currently fronted by an earthen slope.

Along the south side of [-465 within the historic district, current design options are an MSE
retaining wall or an earthen slope. Use of an MSE retaining wall would avoid direct impacts to
two contributing residential structures within the District and would minimize acquisition of new
right of way. The existing earthen embankment is approximately 18 to 20 feet in height and the
proposed MSE retaining wall would be approximately 20 to 22 feet high at Bluff Road and
extend to the Harding Street ramps on the west and the US 31 ramps on the east. The MSE
retaining wall is the recommended alternative at this location.

Along the north side of [-465 within the historic district, current design options also include an
MSE retaining wall, earthen slope, or a combination of the two. The house at 4401 Bluff Road is
contributing to the historic district and is located on the existing right of way line for [-465. The
earthen slope would impact the house located at 4401 Bluff Road resulting in its removal and
would impact two electric transmission towers located east of Bluff Road, potentially requiring
their relocation.

The MSE retaining wall would be 35 feet south of the corner of the house and 25 to 45 feet south
of the electric transmission towers. The house and electric transmission towers could remain in
place. The MSE retaining wall would be approximately 22 feet high at Bluff Road and extend
either the entire width of the District or from Bluff Road east past the eastern edge of the District
with an earthen slope west of Bluff Road. The MSE retaining wall would not directly impact the
house or electric transmission towers, but the use of the wall might not be sufficient to avoid
impacts. The MSE retaining wall could result in physical impacts to 4401 Bluff Road during
construction and future livability concerns based on the proximity of the house to 1-465.

A combination of MSE retaining wall and earthen slope is recommended in this location. The

earthen slope would be used on the west side of Bluff Road within the historic district. The
earthen slope with MSE retaining wall around the electric transmission towers would be used on
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the east side of Bluff Road within the historic district. The MSE walls around the towers would
be up to 14 feet in height and gradually slope to existing ground level.

Two comments were received subsequent to the October 4, 2016 meeting. One expressed a
preference for the slope. The second expressed a concern for the potential increase in flooding
from highway run off and for the potential increase in noise levels. The submitter asked if a
sound wall is a possibility. These comments are attached for reference.

In addition to the October 4, 2016 public meeting, INDOT met with the property owners of 4401
Bluff Road on October 17, 2016 to discuss the wall versus slope option. The owners agreed that
the wall would not be “reasonable and prudent” and requested that they be relocated. The owners
stated that the house was built of unreinforced masonry (not frame) and cannot be moved. They
also indicated the house could potentially be damaged during construction due to the vibration
from construction machinery. Additionally, INDOT and HNTB conducted a on-site assessment
of the house at 4401 Bluff Road on October 25, 2016. It was confirmed that the house was
constructed of unreinforced masonry.

Since the publication of the Identification of Effects Report, additional information regarding
noise impacts on historic properties has become available. The Identification of Effects Report
was based on the best information available at the time of preparation. Since the publication of
that report, preliminary noise information has been refined for properties within 800 feet of the I-
69 Section 6 mainline or of a local road that will experience increased traffic as a result of the
undertaking.

The INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure states that highway noise impacts occur if either
of two conditions is met: 1) the predicted Leq(h) levels “approach” or “exceed” the appropriate
noise abatement criteria for the land use identified, or 2) the predicted highway Leq(h) noise
levels substantially exceed the existing noise level. “Approach or exceed” is defined as levels
that are within 1 decibels dBA Leq(h) of the appropriate Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) or
higher. The NAC for Category B land use (residential properties) is 67 dBA. Accordingly, 66
dBA is the level at which highway noise impacts occur. “Substantially exceed” means predicted
traffic noise levels exceed existing noise levels by 15 dBA or more. Please note that if the
existing ambient noise level currently approaches or exceeds the criteria, then predicted increases
are not considered effects unless there is an increase of 15 dBA. Existing, and design year 2045,
sound levels were determined by noise level measurement and/or FHWA TNM 2.5 modeling, as
applicable.

Table 1 presents the existing modeled noise levels (“Before™) at the historic properties and the
design year modeled noise levels (“After”) with I-69 Section 6 in place. The historic properties
listed in the table are already located along a highly traveled state road. INDOT and FHWA have
determined that the INDOT Traffic Noise Analysis Procedure would, therefore, apply.

The predicted noise levels are below the stated criteria of 66 dBA and do not exceed an increase

of 15 dBA. Based on the analysis, the predicted noise levels will not cause any additional
adverse effect. Additionally, since sound levels are added logarithmically and not linearly, it
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would take a subsequent “doubling” of present traffic volumes to increase the predicted noise
levels by 3 decibels. A 3 dB(A) increase in the Leq noise level is barely perceptible to the
human ear in the natural environment.

Table 1. Modeled Noise Levels for Historic Properties
Historic Property Existing Design Year Noise
Noise, Leq, Noise, Leq, Difference,
dBA (Before) dBA (After) Leq, dBA

John Sutton House 57.4 64.0 6.6
Southside German Market 69.7 67.0/70.1%* -2.7/0.4
Historic District

Glenwood Homes Association 54.3 63.0 8.7
Historic District #1

Glenwood Homes Association 52.1 56.6 4.5
Historic District #2

Travis Hills Historic District #1 53.9 60.6 6.7
Travis Hills Historic District #2 57.5 56.9 -0.6
Le Ciel (Laughner House) 56.9 65.9 9.0
Cleary-Barnett House 499 55.2 5.3
Glenn’s Valley Nature Park 47.5 54.5 7.0
Retreat House

Top Notch Farm 49.6 57.9 8.3
Grassyfork Fisheries Farm No. 1 48.2 55.7 7.5
Pearcy Farm & Clear Creek 41.6 44.9 33
Fisheries

Reuben Aldrich Farm 50.1 52.6 2.5

* Noise level with retaining wall and safety barrier/Noise level without retaining wall and safety barrier
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We are sending this additional information regarding noise modeling and meetings with the
property owners of the Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District as part of our
ongoing consultation for this project. We ask that you please comment if you have a preferred
option in the northeast corer of Bluff Road and 1-465 (i.e. an MSE retaining wall or earthen
slope). We respectfully request any comments you have on this information no later than 30 days
of the date of this letter.

Best regards,

Ve htle Ae—"

Sosa
Division Administrator

Attachment: Meeting Summary, Graphics, and Comments

cc Michelle Allen, FHWA
Sarah Rubin, INDOT
James Earl, INDOT
Christine Meador, HNTB
Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Group.
Dr. Linda Weintraut, Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape
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Michael R. Pence, Governor
Cameron F. Clark, Director

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology-402 W. Washington Street, W274-Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 .' g .'
Phone 317-232-1646-Fax 317-232-0693-dhpa@dnr.IN.gov HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Indiana Department of Natural Resources

November 28, 2016

Mayela Sosa

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
375 North Pennsylvania Street, Room 254
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration {“FHWA™)

Re: Information about alternatives for the northeast quadrant of 1-465 and Bluff Road, as they would affect
the house at 4401 Bluff Road in Marion County, in connection with the I-69 Evansville to Indianapolis:
Tier 2 Studies Section 6 (HDA-IN; Des. No. 0300382; DHPA No. 4615)

Dear Ms. Sosa:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108), 36 C.F R.
Part 800, and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C § 4321, ef seq.}, the staff of the Indiana State
Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHP(O") has reviewed your letter of October 28, 2016, with enclosures, which we
received on October 31, regarding 1-69 Section 6, which is proposed to be built in Morgan, Johnson, and Marion counties
in Indiana. :

The narrow issue on which the October 28 letter asked us to comment is “if you have a preferred option in the northeast
comer of Bluff Road and [-465 (i.e. an MSE retaining wall or earthen slope.” As you know, we had attempted to answer
that question previously, both formally and informally, but apparently our response was not precise encugh to provide the
feedback that FHW A needs. Since then, you have provided the information included in and enclosed with your October 28
letter for our general information and to aid us in developing a more precise answer.

We accept the recommendation that an earthen slope be constructed east of Bluff Road and north of I-465 within the
Southside German Market Gardeners Historic District, with MSE (7. e., inechanically stabilized earth) retaining walls being
constriucted around the electric transmission towers to the east of the house at 4401 Bluff Road. We realize that this
alternative probably would result in the total loss of that house, which contributes to the significance of the historic district,
because we infer from the information you provided that moving the house is not feasible in light of its unreinforced
masonry construction. Allowing the house to remam in place by constructing an MSE wall instead of an earthen slope does
not appear to be prudent, because the information provided states that the current owners of the house “agreed that the walt
would not be ‘reasonable and prudent’ and requested they be relocated.” The current owners’ comments could lead one to
conclude that if the house were to be left standing, it might be abandoned. We recall that one consulting party had
recommended a grassy slope at the August 17, 2016, consulting parties meeting, and your information indicates that another
property owner within the historic district recently expressed a similar preference. For these reasons, we are not asking that
this project avoid taking the house at 4401 Bluff Road by constructing an MSE wall as close as 35 feet away from the
house.

Please direct questions about our comments on above-ground properties, such as buildings and structures, to John Carr at
{317)233-1949 or JCarr@dnr.in.gov. Questions about archaeological issues should be directed to Wade Tharp (317)232-
1650 or wtharpl@dnr.in.gov.

This DNR mission: Profect, enhance, preserve and wisely bsa naiural, www . DNR.IN, gov
cufteral and recreational resources for the bencefl of indiana’s citizans An Equaj Opportunity Employer
through profeasional feadership, matageiant and aducanch, 291



Mayela Sosa
November 28, 2016
Pape 2

In all future correspondence regarding the [-69 Tier 2 Studies for Section 6 from Martinsville to Indianapolis (Des. No.
0300382), please continue to refer to DHPA No. 4615.

Very truly yours,

Mitchell K. Zoll
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

MKZ:ILC:jle

emc: Janice Osadczuk, Federal Highway Administration, Indiana Division
Michelle Allen, Federal Highway Administration, Indjana Division
Sarah Rubin, Indiana Department of Transportation
James Earl, P.E., Indiana Department of Transportation
Laura Hilden, Indiana Department of Transporiation
Anuradha Kumar, Indiana Department of Transportation
Tatrick Carpenter, Indiana Department of Transportation
Mary Kemmedy, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shaun Miller, Indiana Department of Transportation
Shirley Clark, Indiana Department of Transportation
1-69 Section 6 Project Office
Christine Meador, HINTB Corporation
Rich Cennolly, HINTB Corporation
Timothy Miller, HINTB Corporation
Kia Gillette, Lochmueller Gronp
Michael Grovak, Lochimueller Group
Jason DuPont, P.E., Lochmueller Group
Linda Weintraut, Ph.D., Weintraut & Associates, Inc.
Beth McCord, Gray & Pape, Inc.
Matt Buffington, Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife
Wade T. Tharp, Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
John Carr, Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeclogy
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