Appendix A — Reevaluation Statement #5

Project Design Modifications

Reevaluation Statement #5
January 14, 2022



1-69 Section 6 Contract 5
County Line Road

Modified Design

Draft - Not For Construction

Shared-use Path along north side of County Line Rd.

MORRIS RD

Concrete Center Curb Added

W COUNTY LINE RD

LEGEND: —— —— ) — —— ———————

I Raised Median
Property Limits

Concrete Splitter Island Extended East Left turn lane to Morris Street
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File Name: P:\RD\C3D\19-469\Road\Dwg\Plans\County Line Con_Details.dwg Plot Date: 3/4/2020 Plotted By: Matt Crossland

\ +97, 1 Rt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEX" +77, 1 Rt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEX" 35 5 1, 19 Rt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEN" NOTES: See Survey Control Sheets and Geometric Tie-Up Details Sheets for Alignment Information.
Str. No. 233 Str. No. 233A 2 & Str. No. 237B All R/W stations are from Line "A" unless otherwise noted.
2 Catch Basin, C15 & 32' Inlet, B15 & 20' of 12" LL'I I? /inlet, B15 & 19' of 12" All R/W shown is for information only and shall be verified through INDOT
of 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd. Pipe Type 2 Req'd. NS é’ / Pipe Type 2 Req'd. All Other Stations fro_m Line "PR-County Line
- +06, 23 Lt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEX" {\ E I +81, 26 Rt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEN" Road" unless otherwise noted.
& i Str. No. 234 / s IS / _str. No. 237
h Basin, E7 & 11' of 12" o > Inlet, C15 & 27' of 12"
IS_atc asin, E7 & 11" 0 O S / Pipe Type 2 Req'd
® ipe Type 2 Req'd. i K / ipe Type 2 Req'd.
+17, 1 Rt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEX" 5 él LEGEND
Str. No. 2338 3/ 5 () Full Depth HMA HMA for Approaches, TypeB
Inlet, B15 & 20' of 12" /A / 165 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Surface, 9.5 mm on 7 #/SYS HMA Iutr acerd_ytpe . on 5
Pipe Type 2 Req'd. / 275 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Intermediate, 19.0 mm on e /sys N n ermf ﬁ e'53ype on
) L \V/ 7 880 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 64, Base, 25.0 mm on (using 2 lifts) o ;omzacTe tggret9$ < ?I' on
. +15, 23 Lt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEX L A / / I / Subgrade Treatment, Type II OR IIA (Cement Only) tbgrade freatment Type
45.3 Tons of Rev_etment _R|prap & +70, 1 Rt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEX" Str. No. 235 > ” @ Full Depth HMA HMA for Approaches, Type B
76.5 Sys Geotextile for Riprap Str. No. 236 Manhole, C4 & 113' of 18" V20 | _,_451’ 32 Rt,, 165 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Surface, 9.5 mm on 165 #/sys HMA Surface, Type B, on
+63, 29 Lt., Str. No. 226 Type 1A w/2 Wingwalls Req'd. c t H B TS Pipe Type 2 Req'd. X ‘ "COUNTY LINE-NBEN" 275 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Intermediate, 19.0 mm on 275 #/sys HMA Intermediate, Type B, on
Manhole, C4 & 156' of 12" atch Basin, , y St No. 237A 440 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 64, Base, 25.0 mm on 660 #/sys HMA Base, Type B, on
Pipe Type 2 Req'd. of 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd. ) @ L it BL5 & 18 of 12" Subgrade Treatment, Type II Subgrade Treatment Type II (6 in. Coarse
+29, 97 Lt., "COUNTY LINE-NBEX" i _—— | Pipt Type 2 Req'd Full Depth HMA Aggregate No. 53), on
Str. No. 233D W — ' 165 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Surface, 9.5 mm on Geogrid, Type 1B
Manhole, C4 & 45' of 18" 15) /4 ﬁ / ‘\ 275 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Intermediate, 19.0 mm on @ Curb Ramp, See Details
+63 Str. No. 227 Pipe Type 2 Req'd. / /o / \ 330 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 64, Base, 25.0 mm on 5 Comparted Aggregat, No. 5, &
— . = ompacte regate, No. 53,
of 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd +75, 26 Lt., Str. No. 229 Str. N¢ \ HMA for Sidewalk (Multi-Use Path) (S) Pcc Sidewalk
' Manhole. C4 & 16' of 18" : . @ 165 #/sys HMA Surface, Type B on
ST e Pine TvDe 2 W 11 Pipe Inlet, | @ \ 275 #/sys HMA Intermediate, Type B on @ Curb & Gutter, Concrete
2 ' 5 Er|13d Se?tion Req'd P Pipe T \ 6 inches of Compacted Aggregate, No. 53 on Curb, Integral, B, Concrete, Modified
o o q¢d. +00, 64 Lt., ) ‘ \ Subgrade Treatment, Type II or II-A (Cement Only) Curb. Concrete. Modified
A2 N\ g.ug(j Str. NO. 232 \ TI’UCk Apron ! ’
MSE Wall RWO5 SUeecs0 1552050 +75 Str. No. 230 Manhole, C4 & 147' of 18" / 5 A\ Decorative PCCP, 7 Curb, Integral, Conerete
20 oc X 2 ? o Catch Basin, C15 & 7' Pipe Type 2 Req'd. q}xﬁ ,51’3, \ \ (7%5(':()!\4“?;:2:;2 E@-}(_l:]rgg:eSpl\?ginsg?’With 1" Dowel Bars at 1'-0" c¢/c) on Center Curb, D, Concrete
2 7 n H 1 X* ’ . .
S95es of 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd. . \ \ PCCP for Approaches, 6" on Nursery Sodding
L ——————==—==== o ] K G,'Q @ N Dense Graded Subbase on &R Structure Number
== £ o 15 N Subgrade Treatment, Type II —L11_ Guardrail, MGS
\ = < S PCCP for Approaches, 9" on — — — Construction Limits
0 +52. Str. No. 506 $ 2 gense.és?ded IS;bbase on —— Proposed Ditch Flow Line
95' f 5'x3' Box Culvert y 2 eogrid Type 1b on v
OF ox5" Box Lu 4&2 19 e Subgrade Treatment, Type II [*.* Jwetlands
9., +61 Str. No. 249A +25 Str. No. 252
f 18 @) Inlet, B15 &19' of 12" Inlet, B15 & 51' of 12"
"z-' 8 50) [18-0" 8+00 T — o Pipe Type 2 Reaj'. ~ _|  PipeType 2 Req'd.
e 18 \ —— 49 F01°Str. Ne-249B — — — =
T © 47+00 = — *00 0" S Inlet, BI5 & 19' of 12" /(15)
E 2 — - /\ Pipe Type 2 Req'd. \
E & 3 \ R63-0" =7
26'-0" ' T
7F/ © L 20+00 81 Str. No. 249 / =
+75 Str. No. 231 NE "PR‘COUNTY , + r. No. e
L I 1 n ! 3
\ \ Inlet, B15 & 52' of 12" 18-0" INE ROAD' / Inlet, C15 & 53 (()jf 12 ) % 2\
] (Grass) pj ' Pipe Type 2 Req'd.
" Pipe Type 2 Req'd. pe lyp q 52400 | S (__1:
50" (o) \ +35 Str. No. 246 7 —— % " K ﬁ t %
Loo" \ \ %8 Inlet, B15 & 72' of 12" — -~ —
-0 Pipe Type 2 Req'd. ) 20
X / 9 S| _+81 Str. No. 250
m 0~ 18 *|  Catch Basin, C15 & 5'
e A ASIn,
= —_— == = _f:__j% @, O 19 +25 Str. No. 247 of 12" P|pe Type 2 Req'd_
€ (Asph.) P N - -
+63 Str. No. 228 v Catch Basin, C15 & 5 .
L - MSE Wall < K of 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd. e
Inlet, B15 & 51" of 12 RWO04 g
Pipe Type 2 Req'd. 16
) / — 1()‘_0\\ /
St > -
5 s
SR R 37 8.1 Tons of Re\etment Riprap & 5 ~ - —
18.5 Sys Geotextile for Riprap 5'-Q" ‘%' 15 e — 7
Type q'd. — = G
| R TEe ze, \ +61 Str. No. 250A % |
&z22°%, +28, 29 Lt., Ak / —F — +26, 44 Rt., Str. No. 248 Inlet, B15 8 2¢-of 12" ]
"PR-BLUFF ROAD" s 10'-Q' 18 . Manhole, C4 & 119' of 24" ﬂge Type 2 Req'd /
Str. No. 238 $S Pipe Type 2Reqd. 7 9
Manhole, C4 & 41' of 24" 73 A ®j o «
Pipe Type 2 w/1 End v - - _ ,,-,\c,\‘%\
9 7Se2cg?_r; Req'd. , K +13, 83 Rt., Str. No7245
"PR-BLUFF ROAD" CR K Manhole, C4 & 121' of 24" o
Str. No. 240 +12, 43 Rt~ Pipe Type 2 Req'd. e / TR RIY
Manhole, C4 & 12' of 12" / 3 "PR-BLUEF ROAD" Prov:
Pipe Type 2 Req'd. QC:§ 18 Str. No."244 5
418,211, PA Inlef, B15 & 64' of 12 /
SF;R'ELUEEQROAD 3 Pipe Type 2 Req'd. . +82, 32 Rt Str. No. 251\ 401 Str. No. 250B
r. No.
- ; g o Manhole, C4 & 61' of 24" Inlet, B15 & 21' of 12"
Catch Basin, C15 & 5' of 12 & Pipe Type 2 Req'd Pipe Type 2 Req'd
Pipe Type 2 Req'd. é/ pe Typ q¢d. pe Typ ad
+63, 20 Lt., g, 55 +25 Str. No. 253 (B0
"PR-BLUFF ROAD' Catch Basin C15 & 5' of o
Str. No. 242 AN 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd.
+63, 13 Lt L/:;ghTOJ'E’eCZ‘llSeg"c}l | *59, 38 XL +25, 30 Rt., Str. No. 254
"o N A AN ' "PR-BLUFF ROAD" , ., Str. No.
o SPR-ELUI;Z 1ROAD GO0 Str.No. 243 Manhole, C4 & 46' of 24"
. No. 22 TF Tnigt, B15 & 46' of Pipe Type 2 Req'd.
Catch Basin, C15 & 7' of 12" DR L Pige Type 2 Reg'd. -
Pipe Type 2 Req'd. sl \ \ 7 == 7 ~
25.5 Tons of Revetment Riprap &
> 46.8 Sys Geotextile for Riprap EL > /
EL—— ¥ype TA Reg'd.
HORIZONTAL SCALE BRIDGE FILE
RECOMMENDED INDIANA 1"=20' -
8440 Allison Pointe Boulevard, Suite 200 FOR APPROVAL VERTICAL SCALE DESIGNATION
UNITED | derepes, i 4625 S — DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION o 2o
Phone 317-895-2585 SURVEY BOOK SHEETS
< O —— . DESIGNED: DRAWN:
7C0nsult1ng— www.ucindy.com BSH HSW CONSTRUCTION DETAILS - 137 | of | 209
cHECKeD: _Bp CHECKED: _BP LINE "PR-COUNTY LINE ROAD" e oi6os
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File Name: P:\RD\C3D\19-469\Road\Dwg\Plans\County Line Con_Details.dwg Plot Date: 3/4/2020 Plotted By: Matt Crossland

LEGEND
() Full Depth HMA
165 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Surface, 9.5 mm on
275 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Intermediate, 19.0 mm on

HMA for Approaches, Type B
165 #/sys HMA Surface, Type B on
275 #/sys HMA Intermediate, Type B on

. . 6" compacted Aggregate No. 53 on
880 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 64, Base, 25.0 mm on (using 2 lifts)
@ Subgrade Treatment, Type II OR IIA (Cement Only) Subgrade Treatment Type II
Full Depth HMA HMA for Approaches, Type B
165 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Surface, 9.5 mm on 165 #/sys HMA Surface, Type B, on
275 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Intermediate, 19.0 mm on 275 #/sys HMA Intermediate, Type B, on
440 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 64, Base, 25.0 mm on 660 #/sys HMA Base, Type B, on
Subgrade Treatment, Type II Subgrade Treatment Type II (6 in. Coarse
Full Depth HMA Aggregate No. 53), on
165 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Surface, 9.5 mm on Geogrid, Type 1B
275 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 70, Intermediate, 19.0 mm on R Detail
330 #/sys QC/QA-HMA, 3, 64, Base, 25.0 mm on C® Curb Ramp, See Details )
Subgrade Treatment, Type II @ Compacted Aggregate, No. 53, 6
HMA for Sidewalk (Multi-Use Path) @ PCC Sidewalk
165 #/sys HMA Surface, Type B on
275 #/sys HMA Intermediate, Type B on @ Curb & Gutter, Concrete
6 inches of Compacted Aggregate, No. 53 on Curb, Integral, B, Concrete, Modified
Subgrade Treatment, Type II or II-A (Cement Only) Curb. Concrete. Modified
Truck Apron ' ’
‘ Decorzftive PCCP, 7" Curb, Integral, Concrete
(15' Maximum D-1 Joint Spacing With 1" Dowel Bars at 1'-0" c/c) on Center Curb, D, Concrete
7" Compacted Aggregate, No. 53 :
PCCP for Approaches, 6" on Nursery Sodding
Dense Graded Subbase on &XX Structure Number
‘ Subgrade Treatment, Type II 411 Guardrail, MGS
@ PCCP for Approaches, 9" on — — — Construction Limits
gense_éstl?ded IS;bbase on ———= Proposed Ditch Flow Line
eogrid Type 1B on —
Subgrade Treatment, Type II Wetlands

+00 Str. No. 255

— Prop. Inlet, B15 & 51" of 12" _
\P\R/W\ — Pipe Type 2 Req'd. _—
\ — / a—

+50 Str. No. 258

Inlet, B15 & 50' of 12"
Pipe Type 2 Req'd.

NOTES: See Survey Control Sheets and Geometric Tie-Up Details Sheets for Alignment Information.
All R/W stations are from Line "A" unless otherwise noted.
All R/W shown is for information only and shall be verified through INDOT
All Other Stations from Line "PR-County Line
Road" unless otherwise noted.

RS

M —
I

\ (Bldg.)

\ (Bldg.)
End Construction
\ Sta. 58+03.38 Line "PR-County Line Road"
\ +16, Class I Drive
\ W= 13'
\ +76, Street Approach 75 Class I Dri
\ \ (Bldg.) \ W= 20' 4V-V=’ 178'155 rive
\ +31.30 \
\ — 57.00' Lt.
\ 64.00' LT.

| prop RW._———1 7
+20 Str. No. 261

Inlet, B15 & 55' of 12"
Pipe Type 2 Req'd.

—_—
l,’—__
\

55 Str. No. 262 +86, Class I Dive
- Catch Basin, C15 & +@4, Class I Drive W= 15
- 5' of 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd. W% 15 \
+55 Str. No. 263 (Bldg.)
\ Manhole, C4 & 205' of 12"
+00 Str. No. 256 0 Str. No. 259 Pipe Type 2 Rec,'d.
Catch Basin, C15 & atch Basin, C15\& 1 R//\N/ | (Bldg.)
5" of 12"-Pipe Type 2 Req'd. (Grass) ' of 12" Pipe Type 2 Req'd. - Temp: (Bidg.) _*35, Class I Drive
+00 Str. No. 257 ~ — — +50 Str. No. 26 - — Jp— N W= 18
Manhole, C4 & 79' of 18" — _ o anhole, C4 & lglof 18"~ — — \
Pipe Type 2 Req'd. T - ipe Type 2 Req' T e —
— T
- _ = - \ +34, Class I Drive
— — —Tiop LA R W= 17
(Bldg.)
(Bldg.)
- / —_—
— ~Termp. RIW
L
- / p—
— — (Bldg.)
(Bldg.) X
\ \ \ \ — — _—— __
HORIZONTAL SCALE BRIDGE FILE
INDIANA =20
RECOMMENDED 1"=20 -
8440 Allison Pointe Boulevard, Suite 200 FOR APPROVAL VERTICAL SCALE DESIGNATION
Uz\ HTE D Indianapolis, IN 46250 ' DESIGN ENGINEER DATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION i S
Phone 317-895-2585 SURVEY BOOK SHEETS
:Consultlng: WWW.ucindylcom DESIGNED: _ BSH DRAWN: __HSW CONSTRUCTION DETAILS R 138 | of | 209
CHECKED:  BJP CHECKED:  BIP LINE "PR-COUNTY LINE ROAD" CETEQET Z:gi:;;
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Edgewood Ave. Terminated with Cul-de-sac

I-69 Bridges over Edgewood Ave. Eliminated

Indy-Pdf.pltcfg
Indiana_Shade.tbl

HORIZONTAL SCALE BRIDGE FILE
INDIANA 1"=200 N/A
RECOMMENDED /
FOR APPROVAL DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION VERTICAL SCALE DESIGNATION
DESIGN ENGINEER N/A 1801695
] AK ] wE SURVEY BOOK SHEETS
DESIGNED: DRAWN: PLAN . Tor] -
H JsB : GMG CONTRACT PROJECT
CHECKED: CHECKED: T B0160s
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Appendix B — Reevaluation Statement #5
Potential Acquisition and Relocation Mapbook

Reevaluation Statement #5
January 14, 2022



Reevaluation #5

I-69 Section 6

POTENTIAL ACQUISITION-ANDRELOCATIONS

Document Path: P:\2018\00353\D. Drawings\Environmental\Exhibits\Reevalutions\Reevaluation Statement 5\Acq and Relocation\v10\Acq and Relocation.mxd

Relocations

oo
. Reduced since FEIS or Reeval. #4

@

Not included in FEIS

Included in FEIS

Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way by Design Segment Reevaluation #5 Changes to Right-of-Way Reeval uation #5
I Design Segment 6.1 [l Design Segment 6.4 L2X] Addition of ROW 1Inch=500 Feet
[ ] Design Segment 6.2 B Design Segment 6.5 Addition of Temporary ROW 0 250 500

Design S t6.3
- esign segmen :] Parcel Boundary EFeet

Date: 10/28/2021
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Reevaluation #5

I-69 Section 6

Addition of Permanent ROW —

A

Document Path: P:\2018\00353\D. Drawings\Environmental\Exhibits\Reevalutions\Reevaluation Statement 5\Acg and Relocation\v10\Acq and Relocation.mxd

Belmont-Avenue Z
L N
Indianapolis Fire [ *
Department Station 64 m # ——F—T_,
o
gcg . .
=1
c (@ —
D| O
o
# J * 1
,__Bell Cemetery
* | POTENTIAL ACQUISITION-ANDRELOCATIONS5gy, ndiana University Sp: N
= Relocations Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way by Design Segment Reevaluation #5 Changes to Right-of-Way Reeval uation #5
. ¢ 5 @ Notincluded in FEIS [ Des?gn segment 6.1 [l Design Segment 6.4 @ Addition of ROW 1 Inch=500 Feet
o @ Reduced since FEIS or Reeval. #4 [£] Design Segment 6.2 [l Design Segment 6.5 i.i Addition of Temporary ROW 0 250 500

@

Included in FEIS

Design S t6.3 -
BN Desion Segmen [ Parcel Boundary e —

Date: 10/28/202

1
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Reevaluation #5

I-69 Section 6

Belmont-Avenue

Addition of
Temporary ROW

Addition of Permanent ROW \ <
Ll

A3

\ ETENTIAL ACQUISITION-AND: RELOCATIONS)gy INdiana University Sp¢

Document Path: P:\2018\00353\D. Drawings\Environmental\Exhibits\Reevalutions\Reevaluation Statement 5\Acg_and Relocation\v10\Acg_and_Relocation.mxd

@

= Relocations

mﬁz O
. Reduced since FEIS or Reeval. #4
]

Not included in FEIS

Included in FEIS

Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way by Design Segment Reevaluation #5 Changes to Right-of-Way Reeval uation #5
I Design Segment 6.1 [l Design Segment 6.4 L2X] Addition of ROW 1Inch=500 Feet
[ ] Design Segment 6.2 B Design Segment 6.5 :::: Addition of Temporary ROW 0 250 500

Design S t 6.3
I Design Segmen :] Parcel Boundary ™ ™ e—

Date: 10/28/2021
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Appendix C — Resource Mapping

Water Resources Mapbook
&
Habitat Mapbook

Reevaluation Statement #5
January 14, 2022



Reevaluation Statement #5

I-69 Section 6

SGW094a(.

Indiana Office of Informatic

7
o &
»
X
® ‘
%\s Y 4
Q& w/
>
> OO(/
Q¥ 2%
S *¢
%
e
%

Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way Reevaluation #4 Right-of-Way
[ Limited Access Row by Design Segment
] tocal Row Design Segment 6.1

Existing ROW Design Segment 6.2
| ] Temporary Row Design Segment 6.3
5] Excess Land Design Segment 6.4

Drainage or Flood Design Segment 6.5

Easment/ROW.

Document Path: P:\2018\00353\D. Drawings\Environmental\Exhibits\Reevalutions\Reevaluation Statement 5\Water Resources\v10\WaterResources.mxd

H Field Survey Study Area

Floodplain
Floodway

o

WATER RESOURCES

Ephemeral Stream (Field Identified) Open Waters (Field Identified)
Intermittent Stream (Field Identified) Emergent Wetlands (Field Identified)
Perennial Stream (Field Identified) [] Forested Wetlands (Field Identified)
303d Listed Impaired Streams P71 Scrub-Shrub Wetlands (Field Identified)

Reevaluation Statement #5
Ditches and Streams 1 inch=500 feet

I:l Open Water 0 250 500

[j National Wetland Inventory E Feet
ee

Date Saved: 11/23/2021 10:33:49 AM
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Reevaluation Statement #5

I-69 Section 6

Belmont Avenue

Addition of Permanent ROW .

Document Path: P:\2018\00353\D. Drawings\Environmental\Exhibits\Reevalutions\Reevaluation Statement 5\Water Resources\v10\WaterResources.mxd

1
> a
5 @
[¢)
S =2
c o
® O )
o Kopetsky Drive
Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way Reevaluation #4 Right-of-Way
[ timited Access Row by Design Segment
] tocal Row Design Segment 6.1
Existing ROW Design Segment 6.2
| ] Temporary Row Design Segment 6.3
5] Excess Land Design Segment 6.4
Indiana Office of Information Technology, Indiana Univs Dranage or Flood Design Segment 6.5
= WATER RESOURCES Reevaluation Statement #5
Field Survey Study Area Floodplain Ephemeral Stream (Field Identified) Open Waters (Field Identified) Ditches and Streams 1 inch=500 feet
“ = Floodway == Intermittent Stream (Field Identified) Emergent Wetlands (Field Identified) l:l Open Water
A — Perennial Stream (Field Identified) [ Forested Wetlands (Field Identified) . 0 250 500
: : ) o [:] National Wetland Inventory
O 303d Listed Impaired Streams P71 Scrub-Shrub Wetlands (Field Identified) E Feet

Date Saved: 11/23/2021 10:33:49 AM
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Reevaluation Statement #5 I-69 Section 6

Addition of
1 Temporary ROW

=

Addition of Permanent ROW . D

Belmont Avenue

b

Document Path: P:\2018\00353\D. Drawings\Environmental\Exhibits\Reevalutions\Reevaluation Statement 5\Water Resources\v10\WaterResources.mxd

I
Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way Reevaluation #4 Right-of-Way
D Limited Access ROW by Design Segment
E ] tocal Row Design Segment 6.1
? (@) Existing ROW Design Segment 6.2
D @D | ] Temporary Row Design Segment 6.3
-] E 5] Excess Land Design Segment 6.4
[«lre) Indiana Office of Information Technology, Indiana Univg Drainage or Flood Design Segment 6.5
D Easment/ROW.
= WATER RESOURCES Reevaluation Statement #5
Field Survey Study Area Floodplain Ephemeral Stream (Field Identified) Open Waters (Field Identified) Ditches and Streams 1 inch=500 feet
©» z — . . e ) .
Floodway Intermittent Stream (Field Identified) Emergent Wetlands (Field Identified) l:l Open Water 0 250 500

—— Perennial Stream (Field Identified) =[] Forested Wetlands (Field Identified) [j National Wetiand | )
©— 303d Listed Impaired Streams FZ] Scrub-Shrub Wetlands (Field Identified) ationaletiandinventory N N -

Date Saved: 11/23/2021 10:33:49 AM Appendix C, Water Resources Page 3 of 3




Reevaluation Statement #5

==== Trails

H =3 Public/Private Managed Lands === Delineated Streams

s ¢ F000: Forest ID Number

Date Saved: 10/28/2021 3:02:44 PM

[~ Early- to Mid- Successional Forest(C)Maple / Beech / Birch

Appendix C, Habitat Resources Page 1 of 3

Design Segment 6.3
Design Segment 6.4
Design Segment 6.5

[-69 Section 6
F097
F096
Pleasant Run Creek
\J

K
E
S
@
§
L
o
B
z |
I
f ° AAL
aEE: 3
2 aq
7] 6 o
g Q% e
E & @ ]
©
g F095 %\\) S Q v
g ™ o, WV
: S 2
g o0 2
g % <
& @ Q
2 %y
Z F094 %,
4 (o
S
g
£
5
UE_I Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way
8l [ILimited Access ROW
2| CJLocal ROW
S| ISR Existing ROW 1 inch=500 feet
% |~ JTemporary ROW HABITAT RESOURCES 0 250 500
g| L] Excess Land REEVALUATION STATEMENT #5 | I —
2 Drainage or Flood Eas./ROW tio Feet
E Core Forest Wetland Boundary (Field Identified) Dry-Mesic Upland Forest Forest Fragment @]Non-Native Dominant Stand Right-of-way Reevaluation #4
£ Classified Forest and Wildlands Open Water (Field Identified) Mesic Floodplain Forest [ Old Field (E=3)0ak / Hickory Design Segment 6.1
d N I Mesic Upland Forest (ES)EIm / Ash / Cottonwood [ White / Red / Jack Pine Design Segment 6.2
£
3
3
[=]




Reevaluation Statement #5

I-69 Section 6

Belmont Avenue

Addition of Permanent ROW .

&
o
5
lig

Reevaluation #5 Right-of-Way

[JLimited Access ROW
[JLocal ROW
ICFExisting ROW
|~ JTemporary ROW
[=X)Excess Land

Drainage or Flood Eas./ROW|

's

anuUany
poomabp3

Kopetsky Drive

HABITAT RESOURCES

REEVALUATION STATEMENT #5

L]
Spatiz P et

tion Technology, Indiana Universit_\y.

Document Path: P:\2018\00353\D. Drawings\Environmental\Exhibits\Reevalutions\Reevaluation Statement 5\Habitat\v10\Habitat2.mxd

Core Forest

Wetland Boundary (Field Identified)

< Classified Forest and Wildlands Open Water (Field Identified)
$ =3 Public/Private Managed Lands === Delineated Streams
7] z

[} F000: Forest ID Number

Date Saved: 10/28/2021 3:02:44 PM

==== Trails

Dry-Mesic Upland Forest Forest Fragment =Non-Native Dominant Stand Right-of-way Reevaluation #4
Mesic Floodplain Forest [=]Oid Field @]Oak / Hickory Design Segment 6.1
I Mesic Upland Forest @]Elm / Ash / Cottonwood [ White / Red / Jack Pine Design Segment 6.2
[._]Early- to Mid- Successional Forest@lMaple / Beech / Birch Design Segment 6.3

Appendix C, Habitat Resources Page 2 of 3

Design Segment 6.4
Design Segment 6.5
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November 5, 2021

Via: E-mail

To: Robin McWilliams, USFWS
Jason Randolph, IDEM
Deb Snyder, USACE
Matt Buffington, IDNR

From: Sarah Rubin, INDOT I-69 Corridor Project Manager
Re: [-69 Section 6 Contract 5 — Reevaluation Statement #5 Coordination

Cc: Michelle Allen, FHWA
Ron Bales, INDOT Environmental Services
Sandra Flum, INDOT Project Manager
Andrew Pangallo, INDOT Project Manager
Crystal Rehder, INDOT Environmental Services
Adin McCann, HNTB
Tim Miller, HNTB
Vince Alley, Walsh Construction

Ms. McWilliams, Mr. Randolph, Ms. Snyder, and Mr. Buffington:

As the design of 1-69 Section 6 Contract 5 has progressed, there have been design refinements
resulting in changes to natural resource impacts, including forested habitat, wetlands and
streams. This email serves to update the agencies on these changes as they will be reflected in
the next Reevaluation Statement (Reevaluation Statement #5). These changes are due to
advanced design detail and corresponding refinements to the Epler Avenue grade separation,
County Line Road, and Belmont Avenue between Epler Avenue and Edgewood Avenue. Only the
changes to Belmont Avenue will result in a change to temporary and permanent right-of-way.

The refinements offer no new information or circumstances relevant to environmental concems,
nor will they resultin significant environmental impacts that were not discussed in the 1-69 Section
6 FEIS. The analysis in Reevaluation Statement #5 supports the conclusion that the design in
Construction Contract 5 will not have impacts sufficient enough to require the preparation of a
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. An explanation of the refinements are as follows:

Previously, the design closed Belmont Avenue at Edgewood Avenue and removed the existing
portion of Belmont Avenue from Edgewood Drive north to Epler Avenue. The design has since
changed to realign (or extend compared to the original design) Belmont Avenue from Edgewood
Avenue to Epler Avenue to run generally parallel with the 1-69 Southbound on-ramp from Epler
Avenue. This realignment of Belmont Avenue will shiftthe existing intersection of Belmont Avenue
and Epler Avenue approximately 0.26 mile west. This design change results in an approximately
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4.4 acre increase to permanentright-of-way and an approximately 0.1 acre increase to temporary
right-of-way. The changes to proposed right-of-way associated with the design changes described
above are depicted in the attached map.

The Refined Preferred Alternative, as approved in the FEIS/ROD, included impacts to 156 acres
of forested habitat overall. The design for Segment 6.1 through 6.5, as documented in
Reevaluation Statements #1 through #4, included overall a 1.3 acre increase in impacts to
forested habitat and no additional impacts to Core Forest from the FEIS. Due to the changes
within Construction Contract 5 noted above, an additional 1.6 acre of impacts will occur to forested
habitat. Combined with the previous increase to forested impact, there is an overall 2.9 acres
increase in impacts to forested habitat and no additional impacts to Core Forest fromthe FEIS.
The additional tree clearing associated with these impacts will not exceed the threshold for re-
initiation of consultation. The additional forest impacts associated with design changes described
above are depicted in the attached maps.

With regards to waters and wetland resources, the additional right-of-way areas associated with
the changes to Belmont Avenue in Design Segment 6.5 were reviewed to identify changes to
potential waters and wetland impacts documented in the FEIS. No additional streams, open water,
or wetland resources were identified within these areas; therefore, the changes will not resultin
an increase to streams, open water, or wetland resources. However, the additional right-of-way
areas are partially within a floodplain and result in an additional 3.1 acre s of floodplain impact.

Overall, the design changes documented in Reevaluation Statements #1 through #5 have
reduced total wetland impacts fromthose documented in the FEIS. This includes a reduction of
0.58 acre of emergent wetland, a reduction of 0.06 acre of forested wetland, and a reduction of
0.62 acre of open water. The design changes documented in Reevaluation Statements #1 through
#5 have increased total stream impacts to be 901 linear feet greater than the impacts shown in
the FEIS. This includes an additional 636 linear feet of ephemeral stream impact, a reduction of
636 linear feet of intermittent streamimpact, and an increase of 901 linear feet of perennial stream
impact. The design changes documented in Reevaluation Statements #1 through #5 have
increased floodplain impacts by 37.1 acres. Please note that these impacts are based on a right-
of-way impact analysis and may not be exactly as reflected in the Section 404 Permit, Section
401 Water Quality Certification, and Construction in a Floodway Permits. If required, permit
modifications will be prepared based on the final approved design. Mitigation for the additional
impacts has not yet been secured; however, the additional impacts will be mitigated at the
appropriate ratios.

If you have any questions or comments on the revision to impacts associated with the changes
within Construction Contract 5, please let us know by November 19, 2021. Thank you for your
assistance with this project.

Attachments removed to reduce file
size. Please see Appendices B and C.

Appendix D, Page 2 of 4



From: McWilliams, Robin <robin_mcwilliams@fws.gov>

Sent: Monday, November 08, 2021 12:41 PM

To: Rubin, Sarah <SRubin@indot.IN.gov>

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 - ReEvaluation

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

Dear Sarah,

Thank you for the new information. Please make sure that any changes to impact amounts are accurately
reflected in total project impacts and also in mitigation requirements and please include an overall summary
in the Reevaluation Statement #5. Also, as I'm sure you are aware, all tree removal should be completed
during the inactive season for bats (Oct. 1 - March 30). | hope we can avoid any further in-season clearing.

Sincerely,
Robin

Robin McWilliams Munson
Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 46142
812-334-4261

From: Rubin, Sarah <SRubin@indot.IN.gov>

Sent: Saturday, November 6, 2021 2:26 PM

To: McWilliams, Robin <robin _mcwilliams@fws.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 - ReEvaluation

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Robin -
| apologize for the typo in your email address in my prior email. Please see below and attached.

Best,
Sarah Rubin

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
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From: "Rubin, Sarah" <SRubin@indot.in.gov>

Date: November 5, 2021 at 12:43:00 PM EDT

To: Deborah Snyder <Deborah.D.Snyder@usace.army.mil>, "Buffington, Matt"
<MBuffington@dnr.in.gov>, robin _mcwilliams@fws.com, "RANDOLPH, JASON"
<JRANDOLP@idem.in.gov>

Cc: "Allen, Michelle (FHWA)" <michelle.allen@dot.gov>, "Bales, Ronald" <rbales@indot.in.gov>, "Flum,
Sandra" <SFlum@indot.in.gov>, "Andrew Pangallo (APangallo@indot.IN.gov)"
<APangallo@indot.in.gov>, Adin McCann <amccann@hntb.com>, "Rehder, Crystal"
<CRehder@indot.in.gov>, Timothy Miller <tnmiller@hntb.com>, "Alley, Vincent"
<valley@walshgroup.com>

Subject: 1-69 Section 6 Contract 5 - ReEvaluation

All:

Please find attached a memo summarizing the I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 ReEvaluation #5 Statement. The
memo discusses design refinements at Epler Ave., County Line Rd. and the Belmont Ave. extension
between Edgewood Ave. and Epler Ave.

If any questions arise as you are reviewing the attached letter please don’t hesitate to reach out. As
noted in the letter please provide any comments by 11/19/21.

Best,
Sarah

Sarah Rubin

Major Projects Deputy Director

1-69 Finish Line Corridor Project Manager
Cell: (317) 775-4396

Appendix D, Page 4 of 4



Appendix E — Wetland Delineation and Waters Report

Reevaluation Statement #5
January 14, 2022



WETLAND DELINEATION AND WATERS REPORT

[-69 SECTION 6 CONTRACT 5
BELMONT EXTENSION
DES. NO. 1801695
INDIANAPOLIS, MARION COUNTY, INDIANA
39.685344/-86.201871

Prepared for:

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
100 N SENATE AVENUE
INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 46204

Prepared by:

AMERICAN STRUCTUREPOINT, INC.
9025 RIVER ROAD, SUITE 200
INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 46240
(317) 547-5580

AUGUST 10, 2021

Approved 8/25/2021
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DES NO 1801695

1.0 Introduction

American Structurepoint, Inc. was contracted by Walsh Milestone Joint Venture (JV) to perform a wetland
delineation and waters investigation for the Belmont Extension of the Indiana Department of
Transportation’s (INDOT) Interstate 69 (I-69) Section 6 Contract 5 project located in Indianapolis, Marion
County, Indiana.

Date of Field Reconnaissance: July 26, 2021

Project Description: The original 1-69 Section 6 Contract 5 design as described in the Tier 2 Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FHWA-IN-EIS-19-01-F), Record of Decision (ROD), and Reevaluation
Statements #1-4, closed Belmont Avenue at Edgewood Avenue and removed the existing portion of Belmont
Avenue from Edgewood Drive north to Epler Avenue. The design has since changed to realign (or extend
compared to the original design) Belmont Avenue from Edgewood Avenue to Epler Avenue to be generally
parallel with the 1-69 Southbound (SB) on-ramp from Epler Avenue. This realignment of Belmont Avenue will
shift the existing intersection of Belmont Avenue and Epler Avenue approximately 0.26 mile west.

Project Location:

City Indianapolis

County Marion
Latitude/Longitude 39.685344/-86.201871
Maywood, Indiana 7.5 Minute Quadrangle
Section(s) Township Range

4 4N 3E

The investigated area begins along Epler Avenue approximately 0.20 mile west of Belmont Avenue and
extends for approximately 0.22 mile west. Additionally, the investigated area extends south from Epler
Avenue up to 0.15 mile south into an active aggregate plant property that includes a manmade gravel pit
that has filled with water, as well as an east-west access road north of the gravel pit. The location and
approximate boundaries of the investigated area can be seen in the attached maps and aerial photographs
(Appendix B).

The proposed project is located in Land Resource Region (LRR) M, as recognized by the US Department of
Agriculture. As such, this wetland delineation was conducted in accordance with the Corps of Engineers
Wetland Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory, 1987) and the Regional Supplement to the Corps
of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Midwest Region (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 2010).

No wetlands or waters of the U.S. were delineated within the investigated area.

2.0 Site Characterization — Records Review

2.1 USGS Topographic Mapping
The investigated area is located on the Maywood, Indiana United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5 Minute
Quadrangle Map in Section 4, Township 4 North, and Rage 3 East in Indianapolis, Marion County, Indiana.

2018.00353 Page 1
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DES NO 1801695

The topographic map depicts the investigated area as cleared land (white background). No streams are
present within the investigated area; however, one intermittent stream is depicted approximately 40 feet
northwest of the investigated area. This intermittent stream is unnamed and flows west then southwest to
Hare Ditch. The intermittent stream was not identified during the July 26, 2021 site investigation.

2.2 National Wetlands Inventory Mapping (NWI) Maps

The NWI Mapping was reviewed for the investigated area and one NWI wetland is mapped within the
investigated area. The NWI wetland is classified as a Lacustrine, Limnetic, Unconsolidated Bottom,
Permanently Flooded, Excavated (LIUBHx) under the Cowardin Classification System and is located
approximately 0.18 mile west of Belmont Avenue and approximately 0.03 mile south of Epler Avenue. The
NWI wetland is located south of the aggregate plant’s access road near the southern limit of the investigated
area and was field verified as a manmade gravel pit during the July 26, 2021 site investigation, which is
further discussed below in Section 3.3.1.

2.3 County Soil Survey
The NRCS Soil Survey Geographic Database (SSURGO) was reviewed to determine soil classification within
the investigated area. Soil types mapped within the investigated area include:

Soil Map Unit Summary
Map Unit . SSURGO Hydric Ratin
N:me Map Unit Symbol o M:p Unit g
Pg Pits, gravel 0
w Water 0
FoB2 Fox loam — Urban land complex, 2 to 6 percent slopes, eroded 3
FoA Fox loam — Urban land complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes 5
FxC2 Fox — Urban land complex, 6 to 15 percent slopes, eroded 0
Sloan silt loam — Urban land complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes,
Sn . . 70
frequently flooded, brief duration

2.4 Aerial Photography

Aerial photography from 2021 (Nearmap) was reviewed for the investigated area. The 2021 aerial
photography depicts a manmade gravel pit that has filled with water and is adjacent to the investigated
area. This manmade gravel pit was depicted on the NWI mapping as a wetland. The 2021 aerial photography
does not depict the intermittent stream northwest of the investigated area that was identified on the USGS
Topographic mapping.

2.5 Floodways and Floodplains

The Federal Emergency Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Mapping (FIRM) was reviewed for the investigated
area. The FEMA designated floodway associated with the White River encompasses a majority of the
investigated area. The White River is located approximately 1.09 mile west of the investigated area.

2.6 National Hydrography Dataset Flow Lines
The USGS National Hydrography Dataset (NHD) flow lines were reviewed for the investigated area. There
are no USGS NHD flow lines present in the investigated area; however, one USGS NHD flow line is located
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approximately 90 feet northwest of the investigated area. This USGS NHD flow line is associated with the
same intermittent stream depicted on the USGS Topographic mapping. The stream was not identified during
the July 26, 2021 site investigation.

NHD Flow Line Name Field Verified
Unnamed No

2.7 Legal Drain

The Marion County Surveyors Office Geographic Information System (https://maps.indy.gov/Maplndy/) was
accessed on August 4, 2021 by American Structurepoint, Inc. staff. No legal drains were identified within the
investigated area.

2.8 12-Digit Hydrologic Unit Code
The USGS 12-Digit Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) mapping was reviewed for the investigated area. The
investigated area is located within the Pleasant Run-White River 12-Digit HUC (051202011205).

3.0 Field Reconnaissance

The Belmont Extension of I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 was examined for the presence of wetlands and waters
of the U.S. on the site on July 26, 2021. Data points were strategically placed to identify appropriate
boundaries of delineated wetlands and to determine the presence or absence of jurisdictional wetlands and
waters of the U.S. No wetlands or waters of the U.S. were identified within the investigated area. Data sheets
and a map indicating the location of data points documenting the field investigation are included in the
appendices.

3.1 Wetlands

No wetlands were delineated within the investigated area. The investigated area was thoroughly reviewed
for areas of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology. One data point (DP 1) was collected in an area
that had exhibited hydrologic indicators and was located in a low-lying area surrounding a culvert inlet and
outlet. DP 1is located approximately 0.22 mile west of Belmont Avenue and 0.01 mile south of Epler Avenue.
The dominant vegetation consisted of Cornus drummondii (FAC) and Lonicera morrowii (FACU) within the
sapling/shrub stratum. Hydrologic indicators included Sediment Deposits (B2) and Drainage Patterns (B10).
Although DP 1 possessed hydrologic indicators, it did not possess the hydrophytic vegetation or hydric soil
to be determined a wetland.

The one wetland mapped on the NWI map is associated with the manmade gravel pit that was field verified
to be located south of the investigated area. According to the Marion County SSURGO Database, the majority
of the investigated area is mapped within non-hydric soils with the exception of a small portion of the
northwest corner of the investigated area.

3.2 Drainage Features, Streams, and Other Potential “Waters of the U.S.”
The investigated area was surveyed for drainage features, streams, and other potential “waters of the U.S.”
and none of these features were identified during the site investigation.

2018.00353 Page 3
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3.3 Other Features (Erosional Feature/Roadside Ditch/Ravine Draw, etc.)

3.3.1 Manmade Gravel Pit

A manmade gravel pit filled with water is located adjacent to the southern border of the investigated area
within an active aggregate plant. The manmade gravel pit begins approximately 0.23 mile west of Belmont
Avenue and approximately 0.05 mile south of Epler Avenue where it extends to the west and south. The
manmade gravel pit was investigated due to it being mapped as a wetland within the investigated area on
the NWI mapping. During the July 26, 2021 site investigation, it was observed that the manmade gravel pit
is actively being filled with material and has decreased in size. The boundaries of the manmade gravel pit
are no longer within the investigated area and it is now located south of the investigated area.

3.3.2 Drainage Swale 1

Drainage Swale 1 is located within a low-lying area that collects roadway drainage south of Epler Avenue
and north of the access road within the aggregate plant. Drainage Swale 1 begins approximately 0.19 mile
west of Belmont Avenue and extends approximately 30-feet northwest before terminating. The drainage
swale was inspected and was determined to not exhibit defined bed and bank or a continuous ordinary high
water mark.

3.3.3 Drainage Swale 2

Drainage Swale 2 is located within a low-lying forested area at a culvert outlet south of Epler Avenue and
north of the access road within the aggregate plant. Drainage Swale 2 begins approximately 0.01 mile south
of Epler Avenue at a culvert outlet and extends approximately 14-feet south within the investigated area.
Drainage Swale 2 extends south beyond the investigated area. The drainage swale was inspected and was
determined to not exhibit defined bed and bank or a continuous ordinary high water mark.

3.4 Non-Wetland Data Points

DP 1 was collected due the presence of hydrologic indicators. However, DP 1 lacked the hydrophytic
vegetation and hydric soil to be determined a wetland. For reference to field data collected for DP 1, see
Appendix D.

4.0 Conclusions

The Belmont Extension of I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 was examined for the presence of wetlands and waters
of the U.S. A site assessment completed on July 26, 2021 resulted in the conclusion that no wetlands or
other jurisdictional waters are present within the investigated area.

All jurisdictional waters of the U.S. are under the regulatory authority of the USACE under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act. Every effort should be taken to avoid and minimize impacts to the waterway and wetlands.
If impacts are necessary, then mitigation may be required. The INDOT Environmental Services Division
should be contacted immediately if impacts will occur. The final determination of jurisdictional waters is
ultimately made by the USACE. This report is our best judgment based on the guidelines set forth by the
USACE.
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5.0 Acknowledgement

This waters determination has been prepared based on the best available information, interpreted in the
light of the investigator’s training, experience and professional judgement in conformance with the 1987
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Jurisdictional Determination Form Instructional Guidebook, and other appropriate agency guidelines.
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Table 1 — Data Points Summary

Data Points Summary
Data Water Hydrophytic Hydric Wetland Within a
. Photos | Lat/Long . .
Point Resource Vegetation Soils Hydrology | Wetland
39.685385/
1 12-14 N/A No No Yes No
-86.200781
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 1. Looking southeast towards the southeast limits of the

investigated area. Photo 2. Looking southeast within the investigated area.

Photo 4. Looking southwest at the fill area of the manmade gravel pit

Photo 3. Looking southeast within the investigated area. within the investigated area.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 5. Looking west towards the manmade gravel pit and towards the Photo 6. Looking south at the manmade gravel pit and the southern limit
limits of the investigated area. of the investigated area.
Photo 7. Looking southeast at the beginning of Drainage Swale 1 within Photo 8. Looking northwest along Drainage Swale 1 within the
the investigated area. investigated area.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 9. Looking southeast towards Drainage Swale 1 within the Photo 10. Looking northwest from the end of Drainage Swale 1 within
investigated area. the investigated area.
Photo 11. Looking north from the area north of the access road within Photo 12. Looking east from DP 1 located in the low-lying area north of
the aggregate plant. the access road within the aggregate plant.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 13. Looking at DP 1 located in the low-lying area north of the Photo 14. Looking west from DP 1 located in the low-lying area north of
access road within the aggregate plant. the access road within the aggregate plant.
Photo 15. Looking south at the inlet of a culvert in the low-lying area Photo 16. Looking north at the outlet of a culvert in the low-lying area
noth of the access road within the aggregate plant. noth of the access road within the aggregate plant.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 17. Looking west along the north side of the access road within Photo 18. Looking northeast along the north side of the access road
the aggregate plant. within the aggregate plant.

Photo 19. Looking northeast along the north side of the access road Photo 20. Looking northeast along the south side of the access road
within the aggregate plant. within the aggregate plant.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 21. Looking west within the investigated area, south of Epler

Avenue. Photo 22. Looking south in the forested area south of Epler Avenue.

Photo 23. Looking northeast along the boundary of the forested area

south of Epler Avenue. Photo 24. Looking south in the forested area south of Epler Avenue.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 25. Looking west in the forested area south of Epler Avenue. Photo 26. Looking east in the forested area south of Epler Avenue.

Photo 27. Looking west in the forested area south of Epler Avenue. Photo 28. Looking east along the south side of Epler Avenue.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 30. Looking west within the investigated area south of Epler

Photo 29. Looking west along the south side of Epler Avenue. Avenue.

Photo 31. Looking north at the culvert at the beginning of Drainage

Swale 2 south of Epler Avenue. Photo 32. Looking south along Drainage Swale 2 south of Epler Avenue.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 33. Looking west in the forested area north of Epler Avenue. Photo 34. Looking east in the forested area north of Epler Avenue.

Photo 35. Looking west from the access drive north of Epler Avenue. Photo 36. Looking east from the access drive north of Epler Avenue.
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July 26, 2021 Belmont Extension — I-69 Section 6 Contract 5 (DES. NO. 1801695) Indianapolis, Marion County, IN

Photo 37. Looking east in the forested area north of Epler Avenue. Photo 38. Looking west in the forested area north of Epler Avenue.

Appendix E, Page 25 of 27



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Belmont Extension 1-69 Segment 6 Contract 5 (Des No 1801695) City/County: Indianapolis, Marion Sampling Date:  7/26/21
Applicant/Owner: INDOT State: IN Sampling Point: DP 1
Investigator(s): S. Everhart and M. Del Real Section, Township, Range: Section 4 Township 4 N, Range 3 E

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Till Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave

Slope (%): 0.5 Lat: 39.685385 Long: -86.200781 Datum: WGS 1984

Soil Map Unit Name: Fox loam - Urban land complex, 2 to 6 percent slopes, eroded (FoB2) NWI classification: N/A

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  , Soil _____, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? ~Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X ~ No__
Are Vegetation Soil_, or Hydrology  naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No_ X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
DP 1 is located approximately 0.22 mile west of Belmont Avenue and 0.01 mile south of Epler Avenue. DP 1 is representative of the upland
area surround a culvert inlet and outlet.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 2 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15 ft )
1. Cornus drummondii 50 Yes FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Lonicera morrowii 40 Yes FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. Populus deltoides 7 No FAC OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. Platanus occidentalis 5 No FACW FACW species 5 X2= 10
5. FAC species 61 x3= 183

102  =Total Cover FACU species 41 x4 = 164
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5ft ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex blanda 2 No FAC Column Totals: 107 (A) 357 (B)
2. Poa pratensis 1 No FAC Prevalence Index =BJ/A = 3.34
3. Toxicodendron radicans 1 No FAC
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0’
8. _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

___4  =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30 ft ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Vitis labrusca 1 No FACU Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
1 =Total Cover Present? Yes No_ X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP 1

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc® Texture Remarks
0-18 10YR 5/6 80 10YR 3/2 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)
___Black Histic (A3)
___Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

___ Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
____5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)

___ Stripped Matrix (S6)
____Dark Surface (S7)
____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
____Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
____Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)

Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

Surface Water (A1)
 High Water Table (A2)
____Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
_X_Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

_Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes
Saturation Present? Yes

No X Depth (inches):
No X Depth (inches):
No X Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Records check (Check all that apply.)
No archaeological investigation is recommended before the project is allowed to proceed because the records check has determined that the project
area does not have the potential to contain archaeological resources.

|:| A Phase la archaeological reconnaissance is recommended.

O A cemetery development plan may be required under Indiana Code 14-21-1-26.5 because project ground disturbance will be within 100 feet of a
cemetery.

Phase la archaeological reconnaissance (Check all that apply.)

Xl Itis recommended that the project be allowed to proceed as planned because the Phase la archaeological reconnaissance has located no
archaeological sites within the project area and/or previously recorded sites that were investigated warrant no additional investigation.

[ 1tis recommended that Phase Ic archaeological subsurface reconnaissance be conducted before the project is allowed to proceed. The Phase la
archaeological reconnaissance has determined that the project area includes landforms which have the potential to contain buried archaeological
deposits.

Other recommendations / commitments

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

REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

Figure showing project location within Indiana

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

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

Photographs of the project area, including, if applicable, photographs documenting disturbances
Project plans (if available)

XXX

Other attachments

References cited (See short report instructions for required references to be consulted.)
A. C. Wagner Company
1931  Wagner's Map of Marion County, Ind. A. C. Wagner Company, Cincinnati, Ohio.

Baltz, Christopher J., Morgan Wampler, Marcia Vehling, Beth McCord, and Christina Kelly

2017 1-69 Tier 2 Studies, Evansville to Indianapolis, Phase la Archaeological Survey 2 for Section 6, Morgan, Johnson,
and Marion Counties, Indiana, Des. No. 0300382. Submitted by Gray & Pape, Inc., Indianapolis, Indiana, to the Indiana
Department of Transportation, Indianapolis, Indiana.

Bohn, Gustav
1889 Atlas of Indianapolis and Marion County, Indiana. Griffing, Gordon & Company, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

Carson, Catharine A.

2006 Archaeological Records Check: Proposed Earth Tech - DPW Interplant Connector in Indianapolis, Marion County,
Indiana. Submitted by Landmark Archaeological and Environmental Services, Inc., Sheridan, Indiana, to Shrewsbery &
Associates, LLC, Indianapolis, Indiana.

Condit, Wright & Hayden
1855 Map of Marion County, Indiana. Condit, Wright & Hayden, Indianapolis. Lithographed by Middleton, Wallace &
Company, Cincinnati, Ohio.

Cree, Donald W.

1991  An Archaeological Database Enhancement Project: A Survey of Hamilton and Marion Counties, Indiana. Submitted
by Archaeological Resources Management Service, Ball State University, Muncie, Indiana, to the Indiana Department of
Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology, Indianapolis, Indiana.

Gabler, Colette

2017 Phase | Archaeological Report of Negative Findings for a Proposed 50-Foot Tall Overall Height Pole Structure,
TCNS ID #157863. Submitted by Environmental Corporation of America, Alpharetta, Georgia, to Mobilitie, LLC, Newport
Beach, California.
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Eric Holcomb, Governor
Daniel W. Bortner, Director

Division of Historic Preservation & Archaeology e 402 W. Washington Street, W274 e Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 “-Q‘
Phone 317-232-1646 o Fax 317-232-0693 o dhpa@dnr.IN.gov e www.IN.gov/dnt/historic .l g ‘|
HISTORIC PRESERVATION
AND ARCHAEQLOGY
September 3, 2021
Andrew Pangallo

Project Manager

Indiana Department of Transportation
5604 Fortune Circle Couth
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Federal Agency: Indiana Department of Transportation (“INDOT”),
on behalf of Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”)

Re: Indiana archaeological short report (Hinks, 08/10/2021) for the Belmont Extension of
the 1-69 Section 6 Project (Contract 5); Marion County, Indiana (Des. No. 1801695)
(DHPA No. 28057)

Dear Mr. Pangallo:

Pursuant to Indiana Code 14-21-1, Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54
U.S.C. § 306108), and 36 C.F.R. Part 800, and the I-69 Section 6 Memorandum of Agreement, the staff of the Indiana
State Historic Preservation Officer (“Indiana SHPO” or “Indiana DNR-DHPA™) has reviewed the above-indicated
report, which, together with Anu V. Kumar’s (INDOT-CRO) August 24, 2021, cover letter, we received on August
24,2021. INDOT-CRO has asked us to comment by September 3, 2021.

In regard to archaeological resources, based on the submitted information and the documentation available to the staff
of the Indiana SHPO, we have not identified any currently known archaeological resources listed in or eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (“NRHP”) within the portions of the proposed project area as
indicated in the above-referenced archaeological report (Hinks, 08/10/2021); and we concur with the opinion of the
archaeologist, as expressed in the report, that no further archaeological investigations appear necessary at the
proposed project area.

If any prehistoric or historic archaeological artifacts or human remains are uncovered during construction, demolition,
or earthmoving activities, state law (Indiana Code 14-21-1-27 and Indiana Code 14-21-1-29) requires that the
discovery be reported to the Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Historic Preservation and
Archaeology within two (2) business days. In that event, please call (317) 232-1646. Be advised that adherence to
Indiana Code 14-21-1-27 and Indiana Code 14-21-1-29 does not obviate the need to adhere to applicable federal
statutes and regulations, including but not limited to 36 C.F.R. Part 800.

In all future correspondence regarding the archaeological investigations related to the Belmont Extension of the [-69
Section 6 Project (Contract 5); Marion County, Indiana (Des. No. 1801695), please continue to refer to DHPA No.
28057.

The DNR mission: Protect, enhance, preserve and wisely use natural, www.DN R.lN.gOV
cultural and recreational resources for the benefit of Indiana’s citizens

) ) . An Equal Opportunity Employer
through professional leadership, management and education.
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Andrew Pangallo
September 3, 2021

Page 2

The archaeological reviewer on the Indiana SHPO staff for this project is Wade T. Tharp.

If you have questions

about the status of our review, about what to submit, or about the review process, please contact the INDOT Cultural

Resources staff member assigned to this project.

Very truly yours,

Beth

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

K. McCord

BKM:WTT:wtt

emc:

Michelle Allen, FHWA
Andrew Pangallo, INDOT
Laura Hilden, INDOT
Anuradha Kumar, INDOT
Shaun Miller, INDOT
Matt Coon, Ph.D., INDOT
Susan Branigin, INDOT
Patrick Carpenter, INDOT

Stephen Hinks, AECOM Technical Services, Inc.

Ryan Mueller, Deputy Director, Indiana DNR
Chad Slider, Indiana DNR-DHPA
Wade T. Tharp, Indiana DNR-DHPA
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