:1' & OKLAHOMA

2~ Transportation

Environmental Programs Division Office 405 - 521-3050

Programmatic/Individual Categorical Exclusion
(X |PCE| |ICE]

Date May 4,2020 | Project Number 32-9829(004)
County Creek State Job Piece No: 20829(04)
NEPA Project Manager Erin Faulkner | Phone Number 405-521-2315
. _ Bridge NBI No. (For County &
ODOT Field District Vil State Projects) & Location No. NBI# 15863
(County Projects Only)
Project Description from | BRIDGE & APPROACHES: SH-99 OVER THE CIMARRON RIVER, 4.4
JPINFO MILES E S PAYNE C/L
This project is included in: (Check all applicable | X | State 8 Year Construction Program
ones) County 5 Year Construction Program
X | State Transportation Improvement Program
This project is in the Metropolitan YES
Transportation Improvement Program (If
applicable) (Check applicable one) X | NOT APPLICABLE

The Oklahoma Department of Transportation (ODOT) has completed the environmental analysis and review of the
referenced project. ODOT has determined that this project does not individually or cumulatively have a significant
impact of the environment as defined by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) or involve unusual
circumstances as defined in 23 CFR 771.117(b) and is therefore excluded from the requirements to prepare an
Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Assessment.

Existing Conditions

The existing SH-99 bridge has a clear roadway width of 28 ft. and an approach roadway consisting of two 12 ft.
wide driving lanes and 10 ft. wide outside shoulders. The bridge has a sufficiency rating of 61.4 and is at-risk of
becoming structurally deficient. The current Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) is 2,600 vehicles per day
(vpd) with a future 20-year AADT of 3,600 vpd.

Purpose & Need
To correct a bridge that is at-risk of becoming structurally deficient.

Alternatives Considered & Proposed Improvement

The proposed improvement consists of replacing the SH-99 bridge on the existing alignment. The new bridge
will have a 44 ft. wide clear roadway and an approach roadway with two 12 ft. wide driving lanes and 10 ft. wide
outside shoulders. The bridge will be constructed one-half at a time in order to keep the road open to traffic
during construction. The project will be constructed within the existing right-of-way.
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Did the project have public involvement (Check the applicable items and include public involvement summary

and supporting documents in the appendix

Property Owner Notification

Road Closure Letter

Public/Stakeholder Meeting

Legal Notice/Website Posting

Small City Letter

X

None

All documentation, analyses, and agency coordination regarding this Categorical Exclusion are attached to
this document and maintained in the project file at the Oklahoma Department of Transportation,
Environmental Programs Division.

Criteria Identified in Section IV.A.1.b. of the 2019 FHWA/ODOT Programmatic Agreement for

Processing Categorical Exclusions that would require Individual Review and Approval by FHWA:

Check Yes or No below. If the answer to any of the questions below is Yes, an Individual CE will be

required.
Description/Question Yes | No
i.  Does the project involve acquisition of more than minor right-of-way not adjacent to the X
existing facility?
ii.  Does the project involve residential or commercial relocation? X
iii.  Results in capacity expansion of a roadway by addition of through lanes X
iv.

If the project involves road or bridge closure or ramp closure, do any of the following conditions apply?

(Check the boxes ONLY if the project involves road closure)

a. No Access will be provided to local traffic or posted

b. Through traffic dependent businesses will be affected

c. The detour or closure will substantially alter the environmental consequences of
the action, such as by creating unsafe conditions on the detour route or requiring
additional work or expansion to detour routes to carry the additional traffic.

d. There is a public controversy associated with the detour or closure

e. The detour closure will interfere with special events or activities

Does the project involve any permanent changes limits of access control or to the
operation of an Interstate highway, associated interchanges or ramps or requires an
Access Justification Report (AJR)?

Vi.

Does the project involve a determination of adverse effect by Oklahoma State
Preservation Office (SHPO) or a designated Tribal Historic Preservation (THPO) in
accordance with Section 106?

Vii.

Does the project involve a Programmatic Section 4(f) or de minimis finding which has
not been previously approved by FHWA?

viii.

Requires the acquisition of lands under the protection of Section 6(f) of the Land and
Water Conservation Act of 1965 (54 U.S.C. § 200305), the Federal Aid in Sport Fish
Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 777-777k, 64 Stat. 430), the Federal Aid in Wildlife
Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 669-669i; 50 Stat. 917), or other unique areas or special lands
that were acquired in fee or easement with public-use money and have deed restrictions
or covenants on the property

Does the project require an Individual Section 404 Permit (This is for major River
Crossings, waters or wetlands impact greater than 3.0 AC, Projects with Formal
Consultation, structures on new alignment or others as determined by USACE)?

Does the project require a Coast Guard Permit?

XI.

Does the project involve increase to the base 100 Year floodplain in a regulatory
floodway (Zone A-E in a FEMA Map) that will require a flood map revision as
determined by the appropriate state or local authority?

Xili.

Does the project involve construction across or adjacent to a river designated as a
component in the National System of Wild and Scenic Rivers?

Xiii.

Does the project involve any impact on Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC) Category A, B,
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Criteria ldentified in Section IV.A.1.b. of the 2019 FHWA/ODOT Programmatic Agreement for
Processing Categorical Exclusions that would require Individual Review and Approval by FHWA:

Check Yes or No below. If the answer to any of the questions below is Yes, an Individual CE will be
required.

Description/Question Yes | No
C or D receptors?

xiv.  Does the project involve a finding of “may effect, likely to adversely affect”
determination under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act or the Bald and Gold Eagle X
Protection Act and can be processed as under programmatic agreement?

a. Does the project involve a Section 7 Formal Consultation Process prior to start of X
construction?

xv.  Does the project include acquisition of land for hardship or protective purposes, or early X
acquisition pursuant to Federal acquisition project (23 U.S.C. § 108(d))

xvi.  Does the project not conform to the State Implementation Plan which is approved or
promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency in air quality non-attainment X
areas

xvii.  Is the project not include in or is inconsistent with the statewide transportation
improvement program, and in applicable urbanized areas, the transportation improvement X
program?

xviii.  Does the project involve property in which another Federal Agency or Federally
. . . . X
Recognized Tribe has ownership, oversight or any other encumbrance?

xix.  Does the project involve any known Superfund site? X

xxX.  Does the project involve an adverse impact on prime farmland where Natural Resources
Conservation Agency (NRCS) has required consideration of alternatives and measures to X
avoid and minimize impacts?

xxi.  Does the project have potential for disproportionately high and adverse impact on
minority or low income populations, based on known demographics in the project X
vicinity, extent of R/W, relocations, and other identified impacts?

xxii.  Does the project have substantial public or agency controversy on environmental X
grounds?

Explanation for Individual CE (If any of the answers above are YES):

Item for which the answer is YES |

Explanation that CE Classification is appropriate

Item for which the answer is YES

Explanation that CE Classification is appropriate

Pre-Construction Commitments:

ODOT Commitment: A representative from ODOT NR Program will be notified and present for all project
development meetings. All operators, employees, and contractors will be made aware of all environmental
commitments, including the following Plan Notes.

American Burying Beetle Commitment: The American Burying Beetle is protected by the Endangered
Species Act. Suitable habitat for this species occurs within the immediate vicinity of the proposed project. In
order to avoid adverse impacts to the ABB, the Designer needs to submit Microstation or shapefiles to the
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ODOQT Biologist immediately. ODOT can either purchase mitigation credits, or the ODOT Biologist will survey
the proposed project construction footprint within one year prior to initial ground disturbance as currently listed
in the 8 Year Construction Program. The survey season is May 26 — July 27 for projects with ground disturbance
during the active season (May 26-September 14) and it is July 28- September 14 for projects with ground
disturbance during the inactive season (September 15 —May 25). If required, native seed mix will be planted in
areas of ABB habitat in an area outside of clear zone as a separate project after the construction is complete. The
ODOT biologist will determine if re-vegetation with natives is necessary. If the project schedule should change,
it is the responsibility of the Project Manager to contact the ODOT Biologist in writing to request a survey in
time for the let date.

The action may involve work in potentially jurisdictional waters and potentially jurisdictional wetlands. For
State Projects, the 404 permit application form needs to be submitted by the Designer through Project
Management Division to Environmental Programs Division at the time of Right-of-Way submittal for evaluation
and determination of the appropriate Clean Water Act Section 404 permit application for the project. For Local
Government Projects or Special Projects, a copy of the 404 permit obtained by the County/City should be
submitted by Local Government Division or Special Projects to Environmental Programs Division for the
Project File.

Right-of-Way and Utility Commitments

The following Construction Commitments requiring avoidance, restrictions or minimization of natural and
human resources during Right-of-Way clearance and Utility relocation activities will be discussed with the
Right-of-Way and Utility Owners at the start of Right-of-Way and Utility Process.

Construction Commitments

The following plan notes requiring avoidance, restrictions or minimization of natural and human resources in the
project and off-site project areas will be added to the final project plans under “Environmental Mitigation Notes”
per policy Directive C-201-2.

Locations outside the project area in the following area must not be utilized for borrow, equipment
staging, haul roads, spoil dumps or any off-site project-related activity.

T19N R7E
Section 28: NW ¥ SW Y4 SE Y4

Species Plan Notes

Non-Compliance: Failure to implement the commitments specified in the Plan Notes can result in non-
compliance issues on the project. Work activities may be suspended on the project, for an undetermined
duration, while working with regulators to bring the project back into compliance. The contractor will not
be compensated for time lost.

Water Quality Conservation: Hazardous materials, chemicals, fuels, lubricating oils, and other such
substances shall be stored at least 100 feet outside of the ordinary high water mark (OHWM). Refueling
of construction equipment shall also be conducted outside 100 feet outside of the OHWM. Sediment and
erosion controls shall be installed around these staging areas to prohibit discharge of materials from these
sites. Construction waste materials and debris shall be stockpiled at least 25 feet outside of the OHWM,
and these materials shall be removed and disposed of properly following completion of the project.
Appropriate Best Management Practices to minimize impacts from storm water discharges, as established
by the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, shall be conscientiously implemented
throughout the proposed construction periods. The effectiveness of erosion controls shall be maintained
for the duration of construction activities.

American Burying Beetle Note: The American Burying Beetle is a large carrion burying beetle that occurs
within the project limits. No artificial lighting shall be used during construction without prior consultation
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with USFWS thru ODOT Environmental Programs Division. DO NOT PROCEED WITH ANY USE OF
ARTIFICIAL LIGHTING WITHOUT WRITTEN CONSENT FROM ODOT ENVIRONMENTAL
PROGRAMS DIVISION. Carcasses and all food trash shall be removed from the permanent and
temporary right-of-way throughout the duration of project activities.

Interior Least Tern Note: Suitable habitat for Interior Least Terns is present and downstream of the

Cimarron River within the project area.

e The ODOT Natural Resources program must be notified prior to construction, in order to complete a
pre-construction nesting survey during the month of June; surveys are valid for that nesting season
only.

e If construction activities will occur during the active nesting season for this species (May 1 through
August 31), a 0.25 mile no-work-zone buffer from the Ordinary High Water Mark of the Cimarron
River will be established until the nesting survey can be completed. If the survey finds Interior Least
Terns nesting in the area, all work within 0.25 miles of any nesting colonies will be postponed until
after September 1 (the end of nesting season) and be completed by April 30, the following year.

o If construction and demolition activities will continue into the following tern nesting season, the
ODOT Natural Resources Program must be notified in order to schedule a biologist who will monitor
the project area to make sure ongoing construction activities do not prevent terns from nesting at the
site.

e Once terns begin nesting, all construction and demolition activities shall be kept outside of a 0.25 mile
buffer zone around the active nesting colony for the duration of the nesting season.

e Limited construction activities outside of the river, but within 0.25 miles of an active nest, may be
permitted subject to approval from the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). The contractor shall
submit DETAILED AND EXPLICIT description of all proposed work activities and timeframes to the
ODOT Biologist, through the Resident Engineer. Consultation with the USFWS may take up to 30
days from the submittal of complete information. No work shall occur within 0.25 miles of an active
nest until approval has been obtained in writing from the USFWS. Approval, however, is not
guaranteed. Any delay due to this will not be compensated.

o Hazardous materials, chemicals, fuels, lubricating oils, and other such substances shall be stored at
least 100 feet outside of the ordinary high water mark (OHWM).

o Refueling of construction equipment shall also be conducted 100 feet outside of the OHWM.

e Sediment and erosion controls shall be installed around these staging areas to prohibit discharge of
materials from these sites.

e Construction waste materials and debris shall be stockpiled at least 25 feet outside of the OHWM, and
these materials shall be removed and disposed of properly following completion of the project.

e Appropriate Best Management Practices to minimize impacts from storm water discharges, as
established by the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, shall be conscientiously
implemented throughout the proposed construction periods. The effectiveness of erosion controls shall
be maintained for the duration of construction activities. This commitment will be addressed on the
Storm Water Management Plan Sheet and/or the 404 Detail Plan Sheet.

e The Resident Engineer will invite the ODOT Biologist to the pre-work meeting for this project.

Bald Eagle Note: Suitable nesting, roosting or foraging habitat for the Bald Eagle occurs within the
project’s action area. The Bald Eagle nesting season in Oklahoma extends from September 16, through
May 31. The Resident Engineer shall contact the ODOT Biologist to schedule a nest survey. Nest search
surveys can only be conducted when leaves are not on the trees typically between December 1st and
February 28th. No work may occur within suitable Bald Eagle habitat, located the full extent of the
project area, during the nesting season (September 16, through May 31) until the completion of the survey
by the ODOT Biologist. If nests are observed, a no-work buffer up to a distance of 660 feet shall be placed
around the nest. The exact distance of the buffer zone shall be established by the ODOT Biologist in
consultation with US Fish and Wildlife Services. If the buffer cannot be maintained, all clearing, external
construction and landscaping activities, within the buffer, shall be conducted between June 1 and
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September 15 (outside the nesting season).

Migratory Bird Note: Migratory birds are protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Many
birds commonly use bridges and culverts for nesting. The nesting season for most bird species extends
from March 1 to August 31. The project was surveyed for migratory bird nests in July 2019. Although no
nests were observed, the survey is valid only until the start of the 2020 nesting season (beginning March
1). The Resident Engineer shall contact the ODOT Biologist if any bird use of the existing structures is
observed. If birds are observed then painting, repair, retrofit, rehabilitation or demolition of the existing
bridge shall be conducted between September 1, and February 28, when migratory bird nests are not
occupied. The bridge may be protected from new nest establishment prior to March 1, by means that do
not result in bird death or injury. Options include the exclusion of adult birds from suitable nest sites on
or within a structure by the placement of weather-resistant polypropylene netting with 0.25-inch or
smaller openings, prior to March 1. Methods other than netting must be pre-approved by the ODOT
Biologist.

The Environmental Programs Division shall provide the final plan sheet with the mitigation notes to the
Designer for inclusion in Final Plans and keep a copy for the project records. The mitigation measures above
should be discussed at all Pre-work conferences per Policy Directive C-201-2.

All documentation, analyses, and agency coordination regarding this Categorical Exclusion are contained in a
Supporting Appendix maintained in the project file at the Oklahoma Department of Transportation, Environmental
Programs Division.

Development of the project including coordination and assessment of potential social, economic and environmental
impacts has been considered in accordance with DOT ORDER 5610.1C, and CEQ REGULATIONS 40 CFR 1500
-1508 as amended, 23 CFR 771.117 and the 2019 FHWA/ODOT Programmatic Agreement for processing of
categorical exclusions. Implementation of this action as a “Categorical Exclusion” will satisfy the requirements of
the National Environmental Policy Act.

Preparer/Reviewer Signatures

Digitally signed by Scott Stegmann
Scott Stegmann
Environmental Consultant Project Manager (If Applicable) Date
CP&Y
Environmental Consultant Firm Name (If Applicable) Date
County Commissioner or City Manager Date
(For Local Government Projects)
. Digitally signed by Erin Faulkner
E rn Fa u I kn er Date{2020.05.04 17:50:06 -05'00'
ODOT Environmental Project Manager Date
Digitally signed by Steven Gauthe
Steve n Ga Uth e Date: 202(.05.05 11:28:10 -05'00'
Assistant Environmental Programs Division Engineer Date
S- . S d Digitally signed by Sivanuja Sundaram
|VanUJa un aram Date: 2020.05.05 12:51:25 -05'0Q"
Environmental Programs Division Engineer Date
CONCLUSION:
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ODOT has reviewed the conditions identified in Section I1V.A.1.b of Federal Highway

Administration 2019 (FHWA)/ODOT Programmatic Agreement for Processing YES
Categorical Exclusions (CE) and determined that an Individual CE must be submitted to X
FHWA for approval. NO
For Individual CEs requiring FHWA Approval:
Concurrence that this project qualifies for a Categorical Exclusion:
Environmental Programs Manager, FHWA Date
Attachments:
1. Location Map 6. Early Coordination
2. Current Plans and Study Footprint 7. Other Section — Initiation and Inspection
3. Public Involvement Reports/NEPA Submittal Checklist, NEPA
4. Studies and Coordination Oracle Status Report, QA/QC Checklist
5. Tribal and Federal Properties

Distribution List (Check Applicable Ones)

X

Project Management Division (All State Projects)

X

Roadway Design Division (All State projects with the exception of projects from Traffic Division and
Special Projects)

X

Bridge Division (All State Bridge Projects)

Traffic Division (For projects from Traffic Division)

Local Government Division (County, City, TAP or Special Projects)

Field Division Engineer (All Projects)

Right-of-Way Division (All Projects)

XX | X

Office Engineer Division (All Projects)

FHWA (Distribute ICE Documents to FHWA, Only. For All Projects, Place Copy of Complete
Document in the Document Vault)
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COMPLETED FILL SLOPE OR OTHER PRIORITY N
AREAS LOCATED BY THE ENGINEER. ALL
ADDITIONAL COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH GUARDRAIL SHOULDER
OPERATIONS SHALL BE INCLUDED IN THE PAY \ WIDENING DETAIL J
ITEM FOR SALVAGED TOPSOIL, LUMP SUM. THE
GRADING LINE AS SHOWN ON THE TYPICAL AND
CROSS SECTIONS IS TO THE TOP OF THE
TOPSOIL. EARTHWORK QUANTITIES WERE NOT TYPICAL GAURDRAIL SHOULDER WIDENING
ADJUSTED FOR SALVAGE AND THE TOPSOIL glA ggg+gg.88 % gggﬂg.gg E'Tr
A 500-+50. +18.
S:[AZNT&Y IS INCLUDED IN THE MASS LINE T4 200+50.00 T0 5051985 LI
\_ : ) STA 513+51.52 TO 517+60.00 LT
DISTANCE MEASURED VERTICALLY FROM
EDGE OF FINISHED GRADE SHOULDER
KROUNDH\IG DETAIL INTERSECTION OF CUT AND/OR FILL SLOPE WITH GROUND LINE TO BE \
ROUNDED AS PART OF THE FINISHING OPERATIONS. ROUNDING SHALL BE
5" MINIMUM FOR SMALLER CUTS AND FILLS TO 15 MAXIMUM FOR LARGER
CUTS AND FILLS OR AS DESIGNATED BY THE ENGINEER. COST OF ROUNDING
TOPSOIL TO BE INCLUDED IN PRICE BID FOR OTHER ITEMS OF WORK.
FILL SLOP>\ TOPSOIL
DESIGN: |CPY | 2018 |SH—09 OVER CIMARRON RIVER CREEK COUNTY
BACKSLOPE DRAWN: CPY 2018
CHECKED:|CPY | 2018

\_ _TOE OF FILL ROUNDING TOP OF CUT ROUNDING TR TYPICAL SECTIONS
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FED. ROAD FISCAL|SHEET| TOTAL
8 8 8 8 DIST. NO. STATE PROJ. NO. YEAR NO. |SHEETY
I I I I 6 OKLA. 29829(04) 2018 | BOO1 27
8 ) 8 3 PROPOSED R / w
To) IpgSSEse-SSaaSSNapE NG| o) ro! o]
Kearavarac ngrete 2/17/2020
I eusascee SeaEc anas ange 2
et Sugh sl 'T.?a,
S v&?-:ﬁ.‘%, X
Pl D LU T
- .v S
S -
e - IR
S S N \"3"‘.“
e Seve . 1 213 :
CA AL I LA OXN o|T o
. = "A..‘\ 3 g - D
— O | == = +
— ] , T Ty 3
BEGIN APP. SLAB T I P Rk T |»
STA. 505+19.86 BLT1a R i @) L —n L Q ]
o i | CRL. AND €& SH-99 L o 1 <
= = P ] . N\ 38° 567\ 35.57" E \ ]
E\T)Lu:o ?[ (:\QPIERNO.1 e BER No. 2! => i v
| i . . : A STA. 509+10.69 et w
R L [T, 314 50647069 STA 507+90.69 — 1|1 o | L = s— b
ae i | i IS S
e ' = == T
(&) (@]
L
| \ \ |<_:
Eaarad =
-] I—jl—\,é .
Q_
&
S
&
c}g-/
NEW TYPE I-A
PLAIN RIPRAP
EXISTING FIBER
R UNDERGROUND PLAN
"[ ] ON S.E. CORNER OF BRIDGE—15’ RT. SCALE 1"=40"—Q" "[ 1" ON S.E. CORNER OF BRIDGE—15" LT.
STA. 505+50 ELEV. 772.18 ELEV. 787.54
BEGIN BRIDGE BRIDGE LENGTH = 771'-8"
L TN sresn 2 O,
STA. 506+70.69 STA. 507+90.69 STA. 509+10.69
PG ELEV.= 774.74 PG ELEV.= 777.14 PG ELEV.= 779.54
BEGIN APP. SLAB 30'-0" 120'=10" 120'-0" 120'-0"
STA. 505+19.86
PG ELEV.= 771.73 TOP_OF PARAPET PROFILE GRADE 790
780 8 780
FIX +
o T : P EEHE i 2 229
BRIDGE SEAT — PIER CAP B 0
260 PIER CAP ELEV. XX.XX 760
WASO V LEV. XX.XX ELEV. XX.XX 2 T , ’
- < L=250 L=200
1
730 UNCLASSIFIED 2% _SLOPE_ TOP OF o 750]
EXCAVATION e aresag DRICLED, SHAFT N
740 6" TYPE I-A S.To A ToP OF Z 740] (+) 2.00 % (+) 3.00 %
TER BLANKET - DRILLED SHAFT DRILLED SHAFT I 00 %
230 gLZION TYPE |I—-A e ELEV. XX.XX < 730 (+) 0.73 %
2—HP 10X42 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T L o i ---oTT o VPI STA. 515+00.00
720 2-HP 10X42 | | " . P 720 VPl STA. 502+00.00
== XX'—X" LONG 72" DIA. EXISTING GROUND 4—[7%”_'_%'3- AT DRILLED SHAFT < VPl ELEV.= 765.33 VPl ELEV.= 791.33
DRILLED SHAFT LINE =
1710 5-HP 12X53 710
XX'—X" LONG VERTICAL GRADE DATA
700 (BATTERED 2:12) e 700
4-HP 12453 DRILLED SIAFT
1690 ELEV. XX.XXX 690
680 7 BOTTOM OF 680
- BOTTOM OF DRILLED SHAFT =
DRILLED SHAFT
1670 ELEV. XX.XXX 670f I'oesion: JcPy J2018 |SH—99 OVER CIMARRON RIVER CREEK COUNTY
660 660| [amn: _{CPY 12018 GENERAL PLAN AND ELEVATION
T ELEVATION o] 5-120" TYPE J, AND 2-85' TYPE IV PC BM.
| SCALE 1"=40’-0" : 44°-0" CLR RDY—-TR—4 TRAFFIC RAILS
CP 9 SHEET 1 OF 3
505+00 506+00 507+00 508+00 509+00 (A £ STATE JOB PIECE NO: 29829(04) SHEET_NO. BOO1
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DRILLED SHAFT

\_BOTTOM OF

DRILLED SHAFT
ELEV. XX.XXX

72" DIA.
DRILLED SHAFT

\_BOTTOM OF

-\— DRILLED SHAFT
BOTTOM OF ELEV. XX.XXX
DRILLED SHAFT
ELEV. XX.XXX

ELEVATION

SCALE 1"=40"-0"

o o o o
o (@] o o
+ + + +
o — N M
0 Yy} Y] 0 \\\\\\////
@ / Q .
< O -
///// o | S
P /
/ o
9 9 & n:‘
———— - B END APPROACH SLAB Q5
J §é§ STA. 513+51.52 ST
a - EE — =417,]
THIN TR o e [T | [ I EEes=—C
—= ! .} A— I =Sk ——lru=—or— g 0 e =
[ — \ N A I Q 1] —
| \ \ ‘ é\l‘l O E‘_E_gl / (] \ ! q/tl/@'“ ‘ <“:|_(I>§
| I8 R.L AND € SH-99 | \‘ f Ll =<l . [ | AN U Jﬁ
1 o ¥ e ] < s | = A ! \I: ks)
¢ PERNO. 4 1.1 38" 56 35'57C<EPIERNO.5 Lo *5*7“ . :WQMERNO.G] | | ‘ END BRIDGE .:;>_|%
STA. 510+30.69 Lt \ STA. 51145069 — i O o2 ] R ! |1 STA. 512+35.69 /] i STA. 513+21.52 NS
T L[ L L NLT— N L . n | —
T T —— 1 T o N T T = TQ
U h |l 1 NSARRL V) P
= =F
| o bl
N [ -
~|¢% 2T
A n:n:é —ln
FF
OHWM
ELEV.= 737.00’
A\
-
)
a
Y
BM. 2 PLAN BM. 3
"[ 1”7 ON S.E. CORNER OF BRIDGE—15' RT. SCALE 1"=40"-0" "[ " ON S.E. CORNER OF BRIDGE—15' LT.
STA. 505+50 ELEV. 772.18 STA. 513+11 ELEV. 787.54
BRIDGE LENGTH = 771'—8" END BRIDGE
¢ PIER NO. 4 PIER NO. 5 € PIER NO. 6 ,ELA'EEQ\;’f’j;g’%m
STA. 510+30.69 STA. 511+50.69 STA. 512+35.69
PG ELEV.= 781.94 PG ELEV.= 784.34 PG ELEV.= 786.04
120'-0" 85'—0" 85'—10" 30'-0" END APP. SLAB
STA. 513+51.52
TOP_OF PARAPET PROFILE GRADE PG ELEV.= 788.36
~ I
/\EXP.l EXP. CONT‘_l EXP.
. CONT.| EXP. UNCLASSIFIED
_ — EXCAVATION -~~~ — |1
PIER CAP - PIER CAP PIER CAP 3
ELEV. XX.XX ELEV. XX.XX ELEV. XX.XX
TOP OF e W I ey 2-HP 10X42
DRILLED SHAFT P XX'=X" LONG
DRILLED, S \ ELEV. XXX
OHWM et o S R
/ELEV.= 737.00°
T~ e———— -
B??TLL%E SHAFT - - - - —== — - 5—HP_12X53
____________ ELEV. XX.XX EXISTING GROUND XX'=X" LONG
72" DIA. (BATTERED 2:12)
DRILLED SHAFT 4—HP 12X53
72" DIA. XX'—X" LONG

FED. ROAD

DIST. NO.

STATE PROJ. NO.

FISCAL|SHEET| TOTAL
YEAR | NO. [SHEETY

6

OKLA. 29829(04) 2018 | BO02| 27

PROPOSED R/W
2/17/2020

cpybw_ANSIB.tbl

bhuckleberry
pw

510+00

511400

512+00

513400

SH-99 OVER CIMARRON RIVER CREEK COUNTY

GENERAL PLAN AND ELEVATION
5-120" TYPE J, AND 2-85" TYPE IV PC BM.
44’—0" CLR RDY-TR—4 TRAFFIC RAILS

SHEET 2 OF 3

STATE JOB PIECE NO: 29829(04) SHEET NO.BO02
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FED. ROAD FISCAL|SHEET| TOTAL
DIST. NO. STATE PROJ. NO. YEAR NO. [SHEETY
6 OKLA. 29829(04) 2018 | BO04 27
ow PROPOSED R/W
28-0 2/17,/2020
91" 6-11" 120
REMOVAL - | (7) BOTTOM OF BEAM TO TOP OF EXISTING PIER CAP.
4'-11" | € SH-99
AND C.R.L. PORTABLE o
CONGITUDINAL CLEAR ROADWAY = 44'—0
BARRIER . - | 0" g

EXISTING DECK . |
17°=1

29'-1"
‘ PHASE | PHASE I
6'—0" ¢ SH-99

AND C.RL NEW DECK
i —\ |
1]

5

CROSS—HATCHED

AREA TO BE REMOVED\\AZ

PRIOR TO PHASE |
CONSTRUCTION

7]

ATTACH
FIBER OPTICS

NEW TYPE J PC BEAM
——=—==z=zz====zZ=z======% (SPANS 1-5
NEW TYPE IV PC BEAM
\\ (SPANS 6-7)
| |
EXISTNG PIER . - - NEW PIER
TO BE LEFT | 4-1 ‘ 9'—6 ‘
IN' PLACE © (Tvp.)
DURING PHASE |
CONSTRUCTION ‘ ‘
PHASE | REMOVAL ‘
19'—6"
12'-0 12'—0 39'—0"
—lﬁ; SH—99 45—0"
PORTABLE AND C.R.L. PORTABLE
LONGITUDINAL LONGITUDINAL
NEw DEck BARRIER BARRIER FINAL CONSTRUCTION
T\ EXISTING DECK
L
NEW TYPE J | Z I EXISTING
PC BEAM (TYP.) | Zz RS = FIBER OPTICS
I N /:/ > //‘ : - /:,‘// = :: -
! ——z-=z=z=-====xg===% g = - - ‘
I —a I
! r 1] ———n 1] P —
| T | - | T i
I
NEW PIER 4’—1"J | 9’6" | J !
L | |
i T | ﬁ/‘/ i BRIDGE SEQUENCE OF CONSTRUCTION NOTES:
! ‘ ! ‘ / ! PHASE |
EXISTING PIER
| | \4 | 1. REMOVE PHASE | (DECK, CURBS, TRAFFIC RAILS, BEAMS,
- DIAPHRAGMS, ABUTMENT BACKWALL, WING, PIER PEDESTAL
EXISTING PIER CAPS, COLUMNS, AND FOOTINGS SHALL B
\ LEFT IN PLACE DURING PHASE ‘| CONSTRUCTION.
2. CONSTRUCT PHASE | ACCORDING TO THE PLANS.
PHASE | PRASE I
1. PLACE BEAM PROTECTION ON BOTTOM OF NEW PHASE | BEAMS
OVER THE EXISTING PIERS (10 BEAM LOCATIONS).
2. REMOVE PHASE Il (EXISTING DECK, CURBS, TRAFFIC RAILS,
BEAMS, DIAPHRAGMS, ABUTMENTS, PIERS). ABUTMENT AND
PIERS 'SHALL BE REMOVED 1 FOOT BELOW EXISTING GROUND
3. CONSTRUCT PHASE Il ACCORDING TO THE PLANS.
DESIGN: |CPY ] 2018 |SH—99 OVER CIMARRON RVER CREEK COUNTY
DRAWN: CPY 2018
CHECKED: | CPY | 2018 CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE
APPRVD: |CPY 2018
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Oklahoma Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Division, Office 405.521.3050 / Fax 405.522.5193

DATE: October 25, 2019
TO: Scott Stegmann, Environmental Project Manager
FROM: Nicholas Beale, Cultural Resources Program

SUBJECT:  Creek County Project JP 29829(04): Proposed bridge replacement on SH-99 over
the Cimarron River, 4.4 miles east and south of the Payne county line.

ODOT completed Section 106 consultation on behalf of FHWA Creek proposed bridge
replacement on SH-99 over the Cimarron River, 4.4 miles east and south of the Payne county
line.; 10 acres were surveyed. ODOT determined the proposed project will have no effect on
historic properties.

No cultural resources were identified within the NEPA study area. The bridge over Cimarron
River (ODOT Structure #1935 0635X; NBI 15863) is a steel I-beam stringer/girder bridge
constructed in 1963. The bridge is of the type discussed in the Program Comment for post-1945
concrete and steel bridges and was not documented.

Consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (File #2923-19) and the State
Archaeologist (File #FY19-3245) resulted in concurrence with our assessment and
determination.

ODOT-CREP also consulted with the following tribes: Alabama Quassarte Tribal Town, Kialegee
Tribal Town, Muscogee (Creek) Nation, Osage Nation, Thlopthlocco Tribal Town, United
Keetoowah Band of Cherokee, and Wichita & Affiliated Tribes.

An avoidance memo is included for off-project facilities.

NB



Oklahoma Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Division, Office 405.521.3050 / Fax 405.522.5193

[ B
Oklahoma Department
of Transportation

DATE: October 25, 2019
TO: Project Management Division

FROM: Environmental Programs Division <£

SUBJECT: Creek County FHWA Project JP 29829(04): Proposed bridge replacement on SH-
99 over the Cimarron River, 4.4 miles east and south of the Payne county line.

There are potentially significant cultural resources within the general vicinity of the referenced
project. Please have the following note added to a section of the project plans entitled
“Environmental Mitigation Notes” per Policy Directive C-201-2D(2):

Locations outside the project area in the following area must not be utilized for
borrow, equipment staging, haul roads, spoil dumps or any off-site project-related
activity.

T19N R7E
Section 28: NW ¥ SW ¥4 SE Y4
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" Dear Mr. Sundermeyer:

\\\\\

Oklahoma Historical Society rounded may 27, 1593

State Historic Preservation Office
Oklahoma History Center ¢ 800 Nazih Zuhdi Drive ¢ Oklahoma City, OK 73105-7917
(405) 521-6249 » Fax (405) 522-0816 * www.okhistory.org/shpo/shpom.htm

October 22, 2019

Mr. Scott Sundermeyer, Director
ODOT Cultural Resources Program
111 East Chesapeake, Rm. 102, OU
Norman, OK 73019

RE: File #2923-19; Cimarron River Bridge Replacement on SH-99: JP #29829(04)

We have received and reviewed the documentation concerning the referenced project in Creek County.
Additionally, we have examined the information contained in the Oklahoma Landmarks Inventory
(OLI) files and other materials on historic resources available in our office. We concur with your
opinion that there are no historic properties affected by the referenced project.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. We look forward to working with you in
the future. Please remember that per regulation, the 30-day review period starts on the day we receive
documents in our office, not the date they were mailed. If you have any questions, please contact
Catharine M. Wood, Historical Archaeologist, at 405/521-6381.

Should further correspondence pertaining to this project be necessary, please reference the above
underlined file number. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lyncgg'(;zan

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

LOyjr



Oklahoma Archeological Survey

THE UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA

September 26, 2019

Scott Sundermeyer, Director
ODOT Cultural Resources Program
111 E. Chesapeake, Rm 102
University of Oklahoma

Norman, OK 73019-5111

Re: OAS FY19-3245: FHWA Project JP 29829(04): Proposed Bridge Replacement on SH-99 over the
Cimarron River
Legal Location: Section 28, T19N, R7E
Creek County

Dear Mr. Sundermeyer,

This agency received the submitted ODOT cultural resources survey report of investigations regarding the
above-referenced undertaking for review and comment. From the information provided, | understand
that Raba Kistner staff surveyed the 24.74-acre study area on July 11-12, 2019. No cultural resources
were documented in the study area. As such, ODOT recommends that the project as proposed will have
no effect on historic properties.

I concur with the findings and recommendations as they pertain to prehistoric archaeological resources
and defer opinion on the overall project effects to the Historical Archaeologist with the State Historic
Preservation Office.

This review has been conducted in cooperation with the State Historic Preservation Office, Oklahoma
Historical Society. You must also have a letter from that office to document your consultation pursuant
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

;??y’ Z}% %& 7\\

Kary L. Stackelbeck, Ph.D.
State Archaeologist

cc: SHPO

111 Chesapeake, Room 102, Norman, Oklahoma 73019-5111 PHONE: (405) 325-7211 FAX: (405) 325-7604
A UNIT OF ARTS AND SCIENCES SERVING THE PEOPLE OF OKLAHOMA

@



OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
CULTURAL RESOURCES PROGRAM

111 E. Chesapeake, Room 102, University of Oklahoma

Norman, OK 73019-5111

Phone: 405-325-7201/325-8665; FAX: 405-325-7604

August 22,2019

- Ms. Lynda Ozan

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
State Historic Preservation Office
Oklahoma Historical Society

800 Nazih Zuhdi Drive

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105-7917

Dear Ms. Ozan:

Re: Creek County FHWA Project JP 29829(04): Proposed bridge replacement on SH-99 over the
Cimarron River, 4.4 miles east and south of the Payne county line; submittal for comment under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Attached is a cultural resources survey report for the referenced project prepared by Raba Kistner. The
proposed undertaking includes the replacement of the bridge on SH-99 over the Cimarron River and overly
the existing roadway and replacement of approach guardrails. The current facility consists of two 12-foot
lanes and two 10-foot shoulders with a concrete curb and guardrails; the existing right-of-way is 120 feet
from the centerline of SH-99. The proposed facility would consist of a new bridge with two 12-foot lanes
and two 10-foot shoulders built on the existing alignment. The area of potential effect (APE) as defined by
36 CFR 800.16(d) is the NEPA study area, which is described in the report.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. The existing bridge over Cimarron River
(ODOT Structure #1935 0635X; NBI 15863) is a steel I-beam stringer/girder bridge constructed in 1963.
The bridge is of the type discussed in the Program Comment for post-1945 concrete and steel bridges and
does not need to be documented. ’

Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the results of this study, it is our opinion that the project,
as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties. We respectfully request your concurrence or

comments to our opinion.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact me at 325-7201.

Scott Sundermeyer
Director, ODOT Cultural Resources Program

. cc: State Archaeologist

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY REPORT

Road Reconstruction and Bridge Replacement along SH-99 over the Cimarron
River, J/P 29829(04), Creek County.

Preparer(s): Charles D. Neel, Andrew Gourd, and Meredith Anderson
Principal Investigator: Antonio Padilla
Date: 19 August 2019

Lead Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)




Creek County JP 29829

County: Creek

J/P#: 29829(04)

Surveyed by: Charles D. Neel

Survey Date: July 11-12, 2019

Prime Consultant: CP&Y
MANAGEMENT SUMMARY:

Raba Kistner Inc. (RKI) conducted a Phase I cultural resources survey for Oklahoma Department of
Transportation (ODOT) project J/P 29829(04) along SH-99 in Creek County for road reconstruction and bridge
replacement over the Cimarron River. The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) study area for this
project begins 500 feet southwest of the bridge and extends 305 feet northeast of the bridge for a total distance
of 1,576 feet and comprises 9.5 acres of new and existing right of way (ROW). The NEPA study area extends
125 feet north and 125 feet south of the SH-99 roadway centerline expanding to 175 feet north and 150 feet
south at the north bank of Cimarron River. RKI conducted a 100 percent pedestrian survey of the NEPA study
area. Due to the disturbed nature of the study area and the T-1 terrace being underwater at the time of the survey,
no shovel tests were excavated and no cultural resources were documented.
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Creek County JP 29829

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

This report documents the results of the cultural resources survey for the proposed project for roadway
improvements and bridge replacement of State Highway 99 (SH-99), J/P 29829(04), Creek County.

The project is the replacement of the bridge and approaches on SH-99 over Cimarron River located immediately
northeast of the Town of Oilton and 2.4 miles east of the Payne County line. The existing bridge consists of two
12-feet-wide drive lanes with concrete curb and railing. The bridge will be replaced with a new bridge of two 12-
feet-wide drive lanes and 8 feet-wide shoulders.

The bridge over Cimarron River (ODOT Structure #1935 0635X; NBI 15863) is a steel I-beam stringer/girder
bridge constructed in 1963. The bridge is of the type discussed in the Program Comment for post-1945 concrete
and steel bridges and does not need to be documented.

The NEPA study area for this project begins 500 feet southwest of the bridge and extends 305 feet northeast of
the bridge for a total distance of 1,576 feet and comprises 9.5 acres of new and existing right of way. The NEPA
study area extends 125 feet west and 125 feet east of the SH-99 roadway centerline expanding to 175 feet west
and 150 feet east at the north approach to Cimarron River. The project area was arbitrarily divided into survey
quadrants based on the intersection of SH-99 and the Cimarron River bridge.

Legal Location: T19N R7E
Section 28
U.S.G.S. Quadrangle: Oilton, Okla. (1978)

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:
Geomorphic/Physiographic Region:

The study area lies in the Sandstone Hills physiographic unit as defined by Fenneman (1938:616-617). Between
Kansas and Texas, the Sandstone Hills appear where the limestone formations of the southern Flint Hills gradually
fade into the sandstones that give the physiographic region its name. It is a narrow band 50 to 60 miles in width
and extends across the central portion of Oklahoma. It is bordered on the east by the Prairie Plains and on the south
by the Arbuckle Uplift, where it continues southward to the uplift to the Red River Valley. A strict north-south
delineation of the Prairie Plains and Sandstone Hills is not easily made due to the sandstone formation crossing
diagonally across the north central Oklahoma region toward the Ouachita Mountains where it widens slightly.

Geology and Soils:

The underlying geology of the project area is mapped as the Ada Group of Lower Pennsylvanian shale, limestone,
and sandstone units. This bedrock outcrop has been exposed by erosion on the top of the cuesta and a deep cut
for the SH-99 roadbed has exposed the layered rock units on the north side of the Cimarron River. Immediately
below the Ada Group is an unnamed shale (Pva) 5 to 10 feet thick but was covered by the talus slope of the upper
Ada Group. Quaternary Terrace (Qt) deposits of sand, silt, clay, and gravel are mapped on the T-1 terrace on the
south side of the Cimarron River (Bingham and Bergman 1980).

Three mapped soil units are located within the study area: Yahola very fine sandy loam (Yb); Konawa gullied
land complex (Bd); and Collinsville and Talihina soils, 12 to 20 percent slopes (Cf) (CSRL 2019a, 2019b, 2019c¢).

The Yahola very fine sandy loam soil unit was restricted to the T-1 terrace on the south side of the Cimarron
River. This unit and portion of the study area was inundated with water or comprised of mudflats where the
water level had recently receded. No areas could be shovel tested due to water inundation and deep mudflats.

The Konawa gullied land complex consists of the steep talus slope on the north side of the Cimarron River which
ranged from 30 percent slope on the western side to 50 percent slope on the eastern side of the bridge approach.
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Creek County JP 29829

The talus slope was comprised of large boulders to cobbles with small exposures of yellowish brown to dusky red
B horizon soils and were unsuitable for shovel testing due to small exposures and steep slopes.

The Collinsville and Talihina soils, 12 to 20 percent slopes comprise a cuesta at the northern edge of the study
area and was comprised primarily of exposed bedrock. As with the talus slope, the cuesta top was scattered with
boulders and cobbles in addition to the exposed bedrock layer. Exposures of yellowish brown to dusky red B
horizon soils were observed between areas of bedrock outcrop and were too small or unsuitable for shovel testing.

Archaeological sites and artifacts within this environment would most likely be found on the surface or within the
upper plow zone of the T-1 terrace or possibly as Isolated Finds on the bedrock cuesta outcrop. No steep exposed
bank exposures were available for profiling.

Vegetation:

The majority of the study area was wooded with immature overstory vegetation of white oak, cottonwood, willow,
hackberry, and juniper. The understory vegetation consisted of Johnsongrass, grapevine, mixed grasses, aster,
greenbriar, and sumac thickets.

Surface Visibility:
XXX  0-25% woodland
25-50%
50-75%

XXX 75-100%  mudflats, top of cuesta

CULTURAL BACKGROUND:

Background Research:
XXX  State Site Files at Oklahoma Archeological Survey (OAS)
XXX SHPO NRHP and DOE, and OLI Files

There are no previously recorded archaeological sites within the NEPA study area. There are two previously
recorded archaeological sites and two previous archaeological surveys within one mile of the NEPA study
area. A search was conducted of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and Determinations of
Eligibility (DOE) listings, and there are no NRHP sites or Districts or DOE listings located within the NEPA
study area or within 1 mile of the study area. A review of the Oklahoma Landmarks Inventory (OLI)
indicates there are no recorded OLI structures located within the NEPA study area or within 1 mile of the
study area.

Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites:

Site 34CR8 is located approximately 1,300 ft southwest of the north bridge abutment. The site was recorded
in 1952 by Brighton on a small hillock above the Cimarron River during the Keystone Lake survey. “Flint
chips, a sandstone abrader, biface fragment and blade fragment and bone” were reported from the site. No
indication of excavations is discussed and the site was not assessed for inclusion to the NRHP.

Site 34CR243 is located approximately 4,400 ft southwest of the south end of the study area in the town of
Oilton. The site was recorded in 2018 by Dyle on a dissected ridge during the survey for an FCC cell tower.
The site is described as an early to mid-twentieth century trash dump located in a highway borrow pit.
Artifacts of glass, whiteware sherds, and stoneware were documented. The site was assessed as not eligible
for inclusion in the NRHP.
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Creek County JP 29829

Previous Archaeological Surveys:

In 2005, Peregrine Environmental conducted a survey for the Oilton cell tower located 4,640 ft southwest of
the south end of the NEPA study area. No archaeological sites were recorded during the survey.

In 2018, Stone Point Archaeology completed a survey for an FCC cell tower located 4,400 ft southwest of
the south end of the NEPA study area. Site CR243 was recorded during this survey and is discussed above.

Prehistoric sites in the general region of the project, as recorded on the Oilton, Okla. quadrangle map are
located on upper bluffs of the Cimarron River, interfluves and terraces of side channels, and ridge lines;
these landform types do not occur within the study area.

Creek County is one of 24 counties that comprise Region 5, the Southern Tall Grass Prairie and Cross
Timbers Region of east-central Oklahoma. Creek County consists entirely of rolling uplands of Permian age
bedrock covered in post oak and blackjack oak forest with some tall grass prairie. As of 2005, 184 sites have
been recorded for Creek County (Brooks 2005). Of these 184 sites, 89 sites have been identified for
temporal placement and are: Paleo-Indian (2), Archaic Period (15), Woodland Period (4), Village Farming
Period (9), and Historic Period (59). Data for Region 5 sites has been assembled sporadically from early
WPA excavations at Lake Eufaula and Lake Texoma and later excavations at Heyburn Reservoir, Keystone
Reservoir, Lake Thunderbird, Lake of the Arbuckles, Albany Reservoir, Parker Reservoir, Arcadia
Reservoir, and most recently at McGee Creek Reservoir in Atoka County. Paleo-Indian sites are primarily
known from surface finds of Clovis, Folsom, and Hell Gap points from Marshall, Murray, and Garvin
counties. Early Archaic sites are known from surface finds of Plainview, Scottsbluff, Meserve, and Dalton
points and indicate considerable prairie may have existed within the Cross Timbers at that time. The
distinctive Calf Creek point is found throughout the region but primarily in mixed contexts. Later Archaic
occupations are known from open settings containing middens, rock hearths, and roasting ovens. Woodland
Period sites for Region 5 with distinctive cordmarked conical base pottery are widespread and contain trash
pits, burials, sheet middens, and scattered post molds. Village Farming Period sites attest to the emergence
of Caddoan settlers primarily located along the Red River in Bryan County. Numerous Plains Village
farmsteads, hamlets, and villages are located along the Washita and South Canadian rivers and their major
tributaries (Wyckoff and Brooks 1988:75-79). These sites are sometimes buried in deep deposits of Washita
River terraces. Early historic period sites of Fort Washita (1842-1868) in Bryan County, Old Camp Holmes
(1834-1837) in Hughes County, and Honey Springs Battlefield (1863) in McIntosh County have been
extensively investigated. Later Historic Period sites are generally represented by Territorial Period and
Statehood Period farmsteads located on ridge lines, ridge toes and terrace edges, and along early wagon and
vehicular roadways.

Historic and modern imagery of maps and aerial photographs were reviewed for 1898 (GLO); 1995
(HistoricAerials); 1936, 1940 (OSHD); 1915 and 1978 (USGS); and 1995 (Google Earth Timeline). The
GLO Township 19N map of 1898 depicts the project area as mostly wooded with a few large prairies on
uplands and adjacent to the river. Several areas of plowed and fenced fields are depicted connected by
winding wagon roads. No cultural improvements are indicated within the study area. No structures are
depicted on any of the other historic or modern imagery within the study area. The project area spans a
lowland flat T-1 terrace of the Cimarron River that is frequently flooded, a steep scarp slope, and the cuesta
top to the north. The project area appears to have been primarily unutilized due to the rocky terrain and
frequent flooding from the river.

4. METHODOLOGY:
Field Investigation Methodology: (must outline STP interval used in the project area and on sites)

Due to the conditions and landforms of the study area, a 100 percent pedestrian survey without shovel testing
was completed for the NEPA study area. After extensive pedestrian survey, no areas suitable for shovel
testing were identified. All portions of the study area were covered by ponded water, mudflats, rocky scarp
slopes or bedrock outcrop. Extensive pedestrian survey was completed on the Questa top in an attempt to
locate surface artifacts or Isolated Finds. The NEPA study area was documented with representative
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Creek County JP 29829

photographs.

5.  RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION:
XXX No archeological sites or buildings recorded in study area.

Resources recorded in study area assessed as not eligible for the NRHP. Forms being
submitted for agency review.

Oklahoma Archeological Site Survey Form(s) for State Archeologist files.
Historic Preservation Resource Identification Form(s) for SHPO files.
Oklahoma Bridge Survey and Inventory Form.

NRHP-eligible properties recorded in study area.

Forms being submitted for agency review.
Oklahoma Archeological Site Survey Form(s) for State Archeologist files.
Historic Preservation Resource Identification Form(s) for SHPO files.
Oklahoma Bridge Survey and Inventory Form.

Archeological sites requiring further assessment (i.c. evaluative testing)
COMMENTS AND DESCRIPTION OF FINDINGS:

No archaeological sites or resources of the built environment were documented.

The south side of the Cimarron River study area is comprised of a T-1 terrace and was inundated with water
or comprised of deep mudflats and shovel testing could not be performed in these areas.

The north side of the Cimarron River study area is comprised of a steep talus slope of boulders and cobbles
that extend to the cuesta top of exposed and decomposing bedrock. No areas were identified where shovel
testing could be performed. Due to the lack of ability to perform shovel testing within the study area,
extensive time was spend on a pedestrian survey of the cuesta top in search of exposed prehistoric artifacts
or Isolated Finds. No cultural material was documented.

6. RECOMMENDATIONS:
XXX Plan Notes requiring avoidance of cultural resources in off-project areas

XXX Approval Recommended with the proposed project as planned with no additional research. If
subsurface archaeological materials are exposed during construction, the Contractor and
Resident Engineer shall notify the Department Archaeologist in accordance with Section
202.04(a), Standard Specifications for Highway Construction.

Approval NOT Recommended, until one or more of the following measures are completed.

Additional consultation with SHPO regarding NRHP-eligible Properties

Revise design to avoid/protect resources
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Creek County JP 29829

NRHP Eligibility Archaeological Test Excavations

Implementation of MOA with SHPO regarding Mitigation of Adverse Effects to
Historic Properties

SUMMARY AND COMMENTS REGARDING RECOMMENDATIONS:

No archaeological sites or resources of the built environment were documented.
Bridges:

The bridge over Cimarron River (ODOT Structure #1935 0635X; NBI 15863) is a steel I-beam
stringer/girder bridge constructed in 1963. The bridge is of the type discussed in the Program Comment for
post-1945 concrete and steel bridges and does not need to be documented.

Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4, it is our opinion that no historic properties will be affected and the proposed
project is recommended to proceed as planned. In the event that subsurface archaeological materials are
exposed during construction activities the ODOT-CRP staff and other appropriate agencies must be notified.

In order to avoid non-NRHP assessed cultural resources in the project vicinity by off-project activities the
following areas are recommended to be avoided for all off-project facilities:.

T19N R7E
Section 28:
NW % SW Y% SE Y
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https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/, accessed 10 July 2019.

Fenneman, Nevis

1938

Physiography of Eastern United States. McGraw-Hill, New York.

General Land Office (GLO)

1898

Township 19 North Range 7 East of the Indian Meridian [map]. Electronic document available at
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https://glorecords.blm.gov/details/survey/default.aspx?dm_id=20866&sid=0q0gzlz3.cwr&surveyDetailsTa
bIndex=1, accessed 10 July 2019.

HistoricAerials

2019

Oilton, Oklahoma 1995. Electronic document available at https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer, accessed
10 July 2019.

Oklahoma Archeological Survey (OAS)

2014

ODOT Cultural Resource Program Reconnaissance Review for J/P 29829(04), Creek County. Oklahoma
Archeological Survey, Norman, Oklahoma.

Oklahoma State Highway Department (OSHD)

1936

1940

Creek County highway map. Electronic document available at
https://dc.library.okstate.edu/digital/collection/OKMaps/search/searchterm/Creek%20County, accessed 10
July 2019.

Creek County highway map. Electronic document available at
https://dc.library.okstate.edu/digital/collection/OKMaps/search/searchterm/Creek%20County, accessed 10
July 2019.

United States Geological Survey (USGS)

1915

1978

Yale, Okla. 15’ topographic quadrangle map. Washington D.C.

Oilton, Okla. 7.5" topographic quadrangle map. Washington D.C.
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Figure I. Cultural resources located within the NEPA study area of J/P 29829(04), Creek County. VeaRT h KISTNER
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Rhonda Fair

From: Section106 <Section106@mcn-nsn.gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 5, 2019 1:09 PM

To: Rhonda Fair

Subject: RE: Corrected letter: Creek County OK / ODOT JP# 29829(04) cultural resources report

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph. D.

Director

ODOT Tribal Coordination

oDT

200 N. E. 21° Street, Room3AS8
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204

Dr. Fair;

Thank you for contacting the Muscogee (Creek) Nation concerning the Cultural Resources Report for the proposed
bridge replacement over the Cimarron River northeast of Oilton, Creek Co., OK. This project is located within our area of
interest and is of importance to us. After reviewing the material provided, it has been determined that the Muscogee
(Creek) Nation has no objections to the proposed project. Please consider this letter as our concurrence to your request
and findings of no historic or traditional cultural properties affected. However, should cultural material or human
remains be encountered during ground disturbance, construction or demolition, we request to be notified. If there are
any additional updates, we ask to be informed of these. Should further information or comment be needed, please do
not hesitate to contact me at (918) 732-7852 or by email at djproctor@mcn-nsn.gov.

David J. Proctor

Historic and Cultural Preservation Department, Traditional Cultural Advisor
Muscogee (Creek) Nation

P.O. Box 580 / Okmulgee, OK 74447

T 918.732.7852

F 918.758.0649

djproctor@mcn-nsn.gov

http://www.muscogeenation-nsn.gov/

From: Rhonda Fair [mailto:RFair@odot.org]

Sent: Friday, August 30, 2019 9:15 AM

To: Section106

Subject: Corrected letter: Creek County OK / ODOT JP# 29829(04) cultural resources report

Dear David,

Please disregard the previous email for this project. | made a mistake in the letter.

Please see the attached project information and cultural resources report. Just let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks!

Rhonda



‘ \ Tribal Coordination
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- = 200 N.E. 21st Street, Room 3A8
T T s Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204
OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION www.odot.org

August 30, 2019

Osage Nation

Attn: Principal Chief Geoffrey Standing Bear

627 Grandview

Pawhuska, OK 74056

Dear Principal Chief Standing Bear:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is consulting on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date ‘ 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Oilton REVISED REPORT

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4, the proposed project area was surveyed for cultural resources in order to identify
historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. A copy of this report is enclosed.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the
results of this study, our opinion is that the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.

If this undertaking may affect properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe or tribal trust land, please
notify me as soon as possible. In order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning
process, we appreciate receiving your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect
your wishes regarding the confidentiality of any information that you provide.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or by email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

e —— — f
1 2D ;
Sl oA
Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.

Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Tribal Historic Preservation Office

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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August 30, 2019

Wichita & Affiliated Tribes
Attn: President Terri Parton
P.O. Box 729

Anadarko, OK 73005

Dear President Parton:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is consulting on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date ‘ 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Oilton REVISED REPORT

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4, the proposed project area was surveyed for cultural resources in order to identify
historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. A copy of this report is enclosed.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the
results of this study, our opinion is that the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.

If this undertaking may affect properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe or tribal trust land, please
notify me as soon as possible. In order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning
process, we appreciate receiving your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect
your wishes regarding the confidentiality of any information that you provide.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or by email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

J’Mlﬁ ) "'— .-
Rhonda S. Falr, Ph.D.
Director

ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Mary Botone, THPO

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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August 30, 2019
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
Attn: Mekko Ryan Morrow
P.O. Box 188

Okemah, OK 74859

Dear Mekko Morrow:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is consulting on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date ‘ 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Oilton REVISED REPORT

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4, the proposed project area was surveyed for cultural resources in order to identify
historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. A copy of this report is enclosed.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the
results of this study, our opinion is that the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.

If this undertaking may affect properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe or tribal trust land, please
notify me as soon as possible. In order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning
process, we appreciate receiving your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect
your wishes regarding the confidentiality of any information that you provide.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or by email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

J’Mlﬁ ) "'— .-
Rhonda S. Falr, Ph.D.
Director

ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Janet Maylen, THPO

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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August 30, 2019

United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee

Attn: Chief Joe Bunch

P.O. Box 746

Tahlequah, OK 74465

Dear Chief Bunch:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is consulting on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date ‘ 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Oilton REVISED REPORT

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4, the proposed project area was surveyed for cultural resources in order to identify
historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. A copy of this report is enclosed.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the
results of this study, our opinion is that the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.

If this undertaking may affect properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe or tribal trust land, please
notify me as soon as possible. In order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning
process, we appreciate receiving your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect
your wishes regarding the confidentiality of any information that you provide.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or by email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

J’Mlﬁ ) "'— .-
Rhonda S. Falr, Ph.D.
Director

ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Charlotte Wolf

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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August 30, 2019

Alabama Quassarte Tribal Town

Attn: Chief Nelson Harjo

P.O. Box 187

Wetumka, OK 74883

Dear Chief Harjo:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is consulting on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date ‘ 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Oilton REVISED REPORT

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4, the proposed project area was surveyed for cultural resources in order to identify
historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. A copy of this report is enclosed.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the
results of this study, our opinion is that the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.

If this undertaking may affect properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe or tribal trust land, please
notify me as soon as possible. In order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning
process, we appreciate receiving your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect
your wishes regarding the confidentiality of any information that you provide.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or by email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

J’Mlﬁ ) "'— .-
Rhonda S. Falr, Ph.D.
Director

ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Janice Lowe

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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August 30, 2019

Muscogee (Creek) Nation

Attn: Principal Chief James Floyd

P.O. Box 580

Okmulgee, OK 74447

Dear Principal Chief Floyd:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is consulting on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date ‘ 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Oilton REVISED REPORT

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4, the proposed project area was surveyed for cultural resources in order to identify
historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. A copy of this report is enclosed.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the
results of this study, our opinion is that the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.

If this undertaking may affect properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe or tribal trust land, please
notify me as soon as possible. In order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning
process, we appreciate receiving your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect
your wishes regarding the confidentiality of any information that you provide.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or by email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

e —— — f
1 2D ;
Sl oA
Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.

Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Tribal Historic Preservation Office

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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August 30, 2019

Kialegee Tribal Town

Attn: Mekko Jeremiah Hobia

P.O. Box 332

Wetumka, OK 74883

Dear Mekko Hobia:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is consulting on behalf of the Federal
Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date ‘ 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Oilton REVISED REPORT

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4, the proposed project area was surveyed for cultural resources in order to identify
historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking. A copy of this report is enclosed.

During this investigation, no cultural resources were identified. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), and based upon the
results of this study, our opinion is that the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.

If this undertaking may affect properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe or tribal trust land, please
notify me as soon as possible. In order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning
process, we appreciate receiving your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect
your wishes regarding the confidentiality of any information that you provide.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or by email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

J’Mlﬁ ) "'— .-
Rhonda S. Falr, Ph.D.
Director

ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Historic Preservation Office

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Osage Nation Historic Preservation Office

NANACY KON KMNETA

Date:  July 26,2019 File: 1819-43080K-6

RE: ODOT, 29829(04), Bridge Replacement and Approach Improvements on SH-99 over Cimarron
River, Creek County, Oklahoma

Oklahoma Department of Transportation
Rhonda Fair

200 NE 21%t Street, Room 3A8
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204

Dear Dr. Fair,

The Osage Nation Historic Preservation Office has received notification and accompanying information for the
proposed project ODOT, 29829(04), Bridge Replacement and Approach Improvements on SH-99 over
Cimarron River, Creek County, Oklahoma. The proposed undertaking is located approximately one mile south of
the Osage Cimarron Trail. Expedient graves and temporary hunting camps may be located along this trail. I
understand that the cultural resources survey is scheduled to be performed in the near future. This office looks
forward to reviewing the final report.

The Osage Nation requests that the report include a project site plan map indicating the locations of screened shovel
tests labeled by their field identification numbers and a table listing shovel test locations, width (cm), actual depth
(cm) of each level, soils of each level, and results. Shovel test minimum width is 30 cm. Shovel test minimum depth
is to 50 cm or sterile soil, whichever is encountered first. If terminated before sterile soil is reached, please provide
an explanation either in the text of in the shovel test log.

In accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act, (NHPA) [16 U.S.C. 470 §§ 470-470w-6] 1966,
undertakings subject to the review process are referred to in S101 (d) (6) (A), which clarifies that historic properties
may have religious and cultural significance to Indian tribes. Additionally, Section 106 of NHPA requires Federal
agencies to consider the effects of their actions on historic properties (36 CFR Part 800) as does the National
Environmental Policy Act (43 U.S.C. 4321 and 4331-35 and 40 CFR 1501.7(a) of 1969). The Osage Nation has a
vital interest in protecting its historic and ancestral cultural resources, which are protected under the NHPA, NEPA,
the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, and Osage law, and appreciates your consideration of
the provided information in the planning process.

Should you have any questions or need any additional information, please feel free to contact me at the number
listed below. Thank you for consulting with the Osage Nation on this matter.

Sincerely,
(et
Munkres \ N\
Archaeologist
627 Grandview Ave. * Pawhuska, OK 74056 Telephone 918-287-5328 * Fax 918-287-5376

HistoricPreservation@osagenation-nsn.gov



Rhonda Fair

From: Section106 <Section106@mcn-nsn.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2019 2:46 PM

To: Rhonda Fair

Subject: RE: Creek County OK / ODOT JP# 28929(04) initial consultation

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph. D.

Director

ODOT Tribal Coordination

oDT

200 N. E. 21° Street, Room3AS8
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204

Dr. Fair;

Thank you for contacting the Muscogee (Creek) Nation concerning the Proposed Bridge Replacement and Approach
Improvements JP# 29829(04) on SH 99 over the Cimarron River, Oilton, Creek Co., OK. The project area is located within
our area of interest and is of importance to us. We look forward to receiving additional information as it becomes
available so we may review this project. If there are any additional updates, we ask to be informed of these. Should
further information or comment be needed, please do not hesitate to contact me at (918) 732-7852 or by email at
djproctor@mcn-nsn.gov.

David J. Proctor

Historic and Cultural Preservation Department, Traditional Cultural Advisor
Muscogee (Creek) Nation

P.O. Box 580 / Okmulgee, OK 74447

T 918.732.7852

F 918.758.0649

djproctor@mcn-nsn.gov

http://www.muscogeenation-nsn.gov/

From: Rhonda Fair [mailto:RFair@odot.org]

Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 11:43 AM

To: Section106

Subject: Creek County OK / ODOT JP# 28929(04) initial consultation

Dear David,
Please see the attached project notification. Just let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks!

Rhonda

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director — Tribal Coordination
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June 10, 2019

Alabama Quassarte Tribal Town

Attn: Chief Nelson Harjo

P.O. Box 187

Wetumka, OK 74883

Dear Chief Harjo:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is initiating consultation on behalf of
the Federal Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date | 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Qilton

Location Sec 28 T19N R7E. See enclosed map.

Additional | This project is on a new alignment: [1yes Xno
information | This project will require new or temporary right of way: X yes [Ino
This project involves ground disturbance: X yes [no

If this undertaking may affect burials, cemeteries, or properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe, please
notify me as soon as possible. Likewise, if this undertaking occurs on land held in trust for the tribe and the tribe has
101(d)(2) status from the National Park Service, please make this office aware of the location of the trust property. In
order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning process, we appreciate receiving
your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect your wishes regarding the
confidentiality of any information that you provide.

The proposed project area will be subject to a cultural resources survey. The goal of this survey is to make a reasonable
and good faith effort to identify historic properties within the area of potential effect, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.4. The survey will be performed in consultation with the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office and other
consulting parties as appropriate. You will be provided a copy of the cultural resources report upon its completion.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Janice Lowe

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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June 10, 2019

Kialegee Tribal Town

Attn: Mekko Jeremiah Hobia

P.O. Box 332

Wetumka, OK 74883

Dear Mekko Hobia:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is initiating consultation on behalf of
the Federal Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date | 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Qilton

Location Sec 28 T19N R7E. See enclosed map.

Additional | This project is on a new alignment: [1yes Xno
information | This project will require new or temporary right of way: X yes [Ino
This project involves ground disturbance: X yes [no

If this undertaking may affect burials, cemeteries, or properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe, please
notify me as soon as possible. Likewise, if this undertaking occurs on land held in trust for the tribe and the tribe has
101(d)(2) status from the National Park Service, please make this office aware of the location of the trust property. In
order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning process, we appreciate receiving
your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect your wishes regarding the
confidentiality of any information that you provide.

The proposed project area will be subject to a cultural resources survey. The goal of this survey is to make a reasonable
and good faith effort to identify historic properties within the area of potential effect, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.4. The survey will be performed in consultation with the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office and other
consulting parties as appropriate. You will be provided a copy of the cultural resources report upon its completion.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Historic Preservation Office

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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June 10, 2019

Muscogee (Creek) Nation

Attn: Principal Chief James Floyd

P.O. Box 580

Okmulgee, OK 74447

Dear Principal Chief Floyd:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is initiating consultation on behalf of
the Federal Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date | 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Qilton

Location Sec 28 T19N R7E. See enclosed map.

Additional | This project is on a new alignment: [1yes Xno
information | This project will require new or temporary right of way: X yes [Ino
This project involves ground disturbance: X yes [no

If this undertaking may affect burials, cemeteries, or properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe, please
notify me as soon as possible. Likewise, if this undertaking occurs on land held in trust for the tribe and the tribe has
101(d)(2) status from the National Park Service, please make this office aware of the location of the trust property. In
order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning process, we appreciate receiving
your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect your wishes regarding the
confidentiality of any information that you provide.

The proposed project area will be subject to a cultural resources survey. The goal of this survey is to make a reasonable
and good faith effort to identify historic properties within the area of potential effect, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.4. The survey will be performed in consultation with the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office and other
consulting parties as appropriate. You will be provided a copy of the cultural resources report upon its completion.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Tribal Historic Preservation Office

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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June 10, 2019

Osage Nation

Attn: Principal Chief Geoffrey Standing Bear

627 Grandview

Pawhuska, OK 74056

Dear Principal Chief Standing Bear:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is initiating consultation on behalf of
the Federal Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date | 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Qilton

Location Sec 28 T19N R7E. See enclosed map.

Additional | This project is on a new alignment: [1yes Xno
information | This project will require new or temporary right of way: X yes [Ino
This project involves ground disturbance: X yes [no

If this undertaking may affect burials, cemeteries, or properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe, please
notify me as soon as possible. Likewise, if this undertaking occurs on land held in trust for the tribe and the tribe has
101(d)(2) status from the National Park Service, please make this office aware of the location of the trust property. In
order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning process, we appreciate receiving
your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect your wishes regarding the
confidentiality of any information that you provide.

The proposed project area will be subject to a cultural resources survey. The goal of this survey is to make a reasonable
and good faith effort to identify historic properties within the area of potential effect, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.4. The survey will be performed in consultation with the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office and other
consulting parties as appropriate. You will be provided a copy of the cultural resources report upon its completion.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Tribal Historic Preservation Office

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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June 10, 2019
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
Attn: Mekko Ryan Morrow
P.O. Box 188

Okemah, OK 74859

Dear Mekko Morrow:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is initiating consultation on behalf of
the Federal Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date | 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Qilton

Location Sec 28 T19N R7E. See enclosed map.

Additional | This project is on a new alignment: [1yes Xno
information | This project will require new or temporary right of way: X yes [Ino
This project involves ground disturbance: X yes [no

If this undertaking may affect burials, cemeteries, or properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe, please
notify me as soon as possible. Likewise, if this undertaking occurs on land held in trust for the tribe and the tribe has
101(d)(2) status from the National Park Service, please make this office aware of the location of the trust property. In
order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning process, we appreciate receiving
your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect your wishes regarding the
confidentiality of any information that you provide.

The proposed project area will be subject to a cultural resources survey. The goal of this survey is to make a reasonable
and good faith effort to identify historic properties within the area of potential effect, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.4. The survey will be performed in consultation with the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office and other
consulting parties as appropriate. You will be provided a copy of the cultural resources report upon its completion.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Janet Maylen, THPO

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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June 10, 2019

United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee

Attn: Chief Joe Bunch

P.O. Box 746

Tahlequah, OK 74465

Dear Chief Bunch:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is initiating consultation on behalf of
the Federal Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date | 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Qilton

Location Sec 28 T19N R7E. See enclosed map.

Additional | This project is on a new alignment: [1yes Xno
information | This project will require new or temporary right of way: X yes [Ino
This project involves ground disturbance: X yes [no

If this undertaking may affect burials, cemeteries, or properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe, please
notify me as soon as possible. Likewise, if this undertaking occurs on land held in trust for the tribe and the tribe has
101(d)(2) status from the National Park Service, please make this office aware of the location of the trust property. In
order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning process, we appreciate receiving
your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect your wishes regarding the
confidentiality of any information that you provide.

The proposed project area will be subject to a cultural resources survey. The goal of this survey is to make a reasonable
and good faith effort to identify historic properties within the area of potential effect, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.4. The survey will be performed in consultation with the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office and other
consulting parties as appropriate. You will be provided a copy of the cultural resources report upon its completion.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Charlotte Wolfe

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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June 10, 2019

Wichita & Affiliated Tribes
Attn: President Terri Parton
P.O. Box 729

Anadarko, OK 73005

Dear President Parton:

Re: Section 106 consultation for proposed Federal-Aid undertaking in Creek County, Oklahoma; JP# 29829(04)

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.2(c)(2), the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is initiating consultation on behalf of
the Federal Highway Administration regarding historic properties that may be affected by the following project.

County Creek ‘ Job Piece # ‘ 29829(04) ‘ Anticipated Let Date | 2024

Project Bridge replacement and approach improvements on State Highway 99 over Cimarron River, northeast
description | of Qilton

Location Sec 28 T19N R7E. See enclosed map.

Additional | This project is on a new alignment: [1yes Xno
information | This project will require new or temporary right of way: X yes [Ino
This project involves ground disturbance: X yes [no

If this undertaking may affect burials, cemeteries, or properties of religious and cultural significance to your tribe, please
notify me as soon as possible. Likewise, if this undertaking occurs on land held in trust for the tribe and the tribe has
101(d)(2) status from the National Park Service, please make this office aware of the location of the trust property. In
order to provide the most thorough consideration of these properties in the planning process, we appreciate receiving
your response to this request within 30 days. Please rest assured that we will respect your wishes regarding the
confidentiality of any information that you provide.

The proposed project area will be subject to a cultural resources survey. The goal of this survey is to make a reasonable
and good faith effort to identify historic properties within the area of potential effect, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.4. The survey will be performed in consultation with the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office and other
consulting parties as appropriate. You will be provided a copy of the cultural resources report upon its completion.

If you have any questions or would like to meet regarding this project, please contact me by telephone at 405.521.3632
or email at rfair@odot.org.

Sincerely,

Rhonda S. Fair, Ph.D.
Director
ODOT Tribal Coordination

cc: Gary McAdams, THPO

“The mission of the Oklahoma Department of Transportation is to provide a safe, economical, and
effective transportation network for the people, commerce and communities of Oklahoma.”

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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REQUEST FOR PRELIMINARY 404 REVIEW
Submit to 404@odot.org, With Subject “Preliminary 404 Review Request: COUNTY JP ####H(##)”

Preliminary Plans (30%) and Biological must be available to complete review.

Name of Requestor: Erin Faulkner Date Requested: April 21, 2020
Requestor's Phone Number: 405.521.2315 Date Needed By:

Field Division Number: 8 Meeting Date:

County Name: Creek PSE Submission Date:

JP Number: 29829(04) Target Let Date: FFY 2024

Highway Number: SH-99

Project Description from JP Info or IMS:
Bridge and Approaches: Sh-99 over the Cimarron River, 4.4 miles E S Payne C/L

WATERS/WETLANDS IN PROJECT AREA:

] Streams exceed 0.1 acres of impact per structure
(Channel Change and/or value from 404 Notification form)

X Wetlands exceed 0.1 acres total in biological report.

Preliminary (30%) Plans
[]  Attached Preliminary (30%) Plans

X On ProjectWise

Additional Project Information As Needed:

For 404 Program Use Only:
Rev 08/22/18


mailto:404@odot.org

Determination Based on Preliminary (30%) Plans

Wetlands:
] None Impacted ] Wetland impacts < 0.1 acre; Mitigation likely not
required
= Wetland impacts > 0.1 acre; Mitigation may be
required
Streams:
X Stream Impacts < 0.1 acre; mitigation likely not [] None Impacted
required
] Stream impacts >0.1 acre; mitigation may be required Other:
Type of Permit Application (Preliminary Determination)
] No PCN Required X PCN with Mitigation
] PCN Only ] Individual Permit

The purpose of this form is to determine the appropriate Clean Water Act Section 404 permit application.
* Below 0.1 acres of impact for streams: Pre-construction Notice (PCN) to the USACE IS NOT required.

* Below 0.1 acres of impact for wetlands: PCN to the USACE |S required. Compensatory mitigation for wetland
impacts may be required.

* 0.1 to 0.5 acres of impact: PCN to the USACE IS required. Compensatory mitigation for impact to
wetlands IS required. Compensatory mitigation for stream impacts may
be required.

* Above 0.5 acres of impact: An Individual Permit IS required. Compensatory mitigation IS required.

Comments:

There are approximately 0.98 acres of forested wetlands being impacted by this project. It appears that there will
also be fill within the flood control pool. This will likely be a GP-17 404 Permit with mitigation. An Individual
Permit will not be required because we can use GP-17. We will of course have to confirm this wetland and these
impacts with the Corps.

JBB 4/24/20

Rev 08/22/18
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BIOLOGICAL STUDIES TRACKING FORM

NEPA Project Manager Scott Stegman / Erin Faulkner
State or Local Government Project State

USFWS TAILS # 2EKOK00-2019-SL1-2394
Original IPaC List 8/6/2019

Email used to request IpaC official species list ~ mcross@cpyi.com

Last Updated Species List Date 1/27/2020

ROW 7/1/2020

Let Date 2022

90 Day Prior to Let IpaC List Click here to enter a date.
Duration expected 560 days.

Original Biological Assessment and Waters CP&Y
and Wetlands Report Prepared By:

Most Recent Field Date: 7/22/2019

Original Report Date: 8/14/2019 Revised 10/7/2019
USFWS Consultation Submittal: 3/3/2020

USFWS Concurrence: 4/2/2020

Original Tracking Form Prepared by: Elizabeth Nichols & Alexis Miller
Original Tracking Form date: 4/8/2020

Update Reason Click here to enter text.
Updated By Whom: Click here to enter text.
Amended USFWS Consultation Submittal: Click here to enter a date.
Amended USFWS Concurrence: Click here to enter a date.
Tracking Form Updated By Whom: Click here to enter text.
Tracking Form Updated Date: Click here to enter a date.

ADD MORE LINES AS NEEDED FOR EACH TIME PROJECT IS UPDATED
Form Date: June 2019

Project Name from Oracle

SH-99 over the Cimarron River, 4.4 miles east of the Payne County line
Project Description

Bridge and Approaches or bridge widening/structure extension

Check if any of the following is expected as part of the proposed action

Work within the OHWM is expected

Project is OFF-SET alignment O or NEW alignment

Project involves NO OFF EXISTING PAVEMENT work

Project requires new ROW (permanent &/or temporary)

Tree removal is expected 0 to 100’ from edge of existing pavement 1.7
100 to 300’ from edge of existing pavement 0
>300’ from edge of existing pavement 0

OO00OK
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2. FEDERALLY LISTED SPECIES AND DESIGNATED CRITICAL HABITAT

Species

Interior Least Tern
Red-cockaded Woodpecker
Whooping Crane

Gray Bat

Indiana Bat

Ozark Big-eared Bat
Neosho Mucket

Ouachita Rock Pocketbook
Scaleshell Mussel

Winged Mapleleaf
American Burying Beetle

Harperella

Piping Plover

Red Knot

Northern Long-eared Bat
Arkansas River Shiner
Leopard Darter

Neosho Madtom

Ozark Cavefish

American Alligator
Rabbitsfoot Mussel
Rattlesnake-master Borer Moth
Whooping Crane Critical Habitat

Arkansas River Shiner Critical
Habitat

Leopard Darter Critical Habitat
Neosho Mucket Critical Habitat
Rabbitsfoot Critical Habitat

Listing
Status
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered
Endangered

Endangered
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Candidate
Designated

Designated

Designated
Designated
Designated

IPaC
Check
if Yes

O ooooooon

X

X X O

Ooooooogodg

O

0o

Effect Determination for 1PaC listed species

May Affect, Not likely to adversely affect

Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an

item.
item.
item.
item.
item.
item.
item.
item.
item.

Final Effect Analysis and Determination covered
in the Programmatic BA&BO

Choose an item.

May Affect, Not likely to adversely affect

No Effect

Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an
Choose an

Choose an

Choose an
Choose an
Choose an

item

item.
item.
item.
item.
item.
item.
item.
item.

item.

item.
item.
item.

within the NEPA Footprint & Construction Footprint (if known)

NEPA | Construction

Footprint Footprint

Number of acres within the NEPA Study Footprint 21.15 | Click here to
& Construction Footprint (if known) enter text.
Number of acres of perennial plant vegetation (ABB habitat) 8.5 | Click here to
within the NEPA Footprint & Construction Footprint (if known) enter text.
Number of acres of forested/wooded area (Ibat and NLEB habitat) NA NA
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Bald Eagle Assessment May impact

Migratory Bird Assessment of Transportation no migratory birds observed nesting on

Structures transportation structures

Migratory bird habitat assessment nesting habitat for migratory birds will be
impacted

Birds of Conservation Concern No impacts to listed BCC

Conservation Commitments

ODOT Commitment: A representative from ODOT NR Program will be notified and present for all project
development meetings. All operators, employees, and contractors will be made aware of all environmental
commitments, including the following Plan Notes.

American Burying Beetle Commitment: The American Burying Beetle is protected by the Endangered
Species Act. Suitable habitat for this species occurs within the immediate vicinity of the proposed project.
In order to avoid adverse impacts to the ABB, the Designer needs to submit Microstation or shapefiles to
the ODOT Biologist immediately. ODOT can either purchase mitigation credits, or the ODOT Biologist
will survey the proposed project construction footprint within one year prior to initial ground disturbance
as currently listed in the 8 Year Construction Program. The survey season is May 26 — July 27 for projects
with ground disturbance during the active season (May 26-September 14) and it is July 28- September 14
for projects with ground disturbance during the inactive season (September 15 —May 25). If required, native
seed mix will be planted in areas of ABB habitat in an area outside of clear zone as a separate project after
the construction is complete. The ODOT biologist will determine if re-vegetation with natives is necessary.
If the project schedule should change, it is the responsibility of the Project Manager to contact the ODOT
Biologist in writing to request a survey in time for the let date.

Species Plan Notes

Non-Compliance: Failure to implement the commitments specified in the Plan Notes can result in non-
compliance issues on the project. Work activities may be suspended on the project, for an undetermined
duration, while working with regulators to bring the project back into compliance. The contractor will not
be compensated for time lost.

Water Quality Conservation: Hazardous materials, chemicals, fuels, lubricating oils, and other such
substances shall be stored at least 100 feet outside of the ordinary high water mark (OHWM). Refueling
of construction equipment shall also be conducted outside 100 feet outside of the OHWM. Sediment and
erosion controls shall be installed around these staging areas to prohibit discharge of materials from these
sites. Construction waste materials and debris shall be stockpiled at least 25 feet outside of the OHWM,
and these materials shall be removed and disposed of properly following completion of the project.
Appropriate Best Management Practices to minimize impacts from storm water discharges, as established
by the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, shall be conscientiously implemented throughout
the proposed construction periods. The effectiveness of erosion controls shall be maintained for the
duration of construction activities.

American Burying Beetle Note: The American Burying Beetle is a large carrion burying beetle that occurs
within the project limits. No artificial lighting shall be used during construction without prior consultation
with USFWS thru ODOT Environmental Programs Division. DO NOT PROCEED WITH ANY USE OF
ARTIFICIAL LIGHTING WITHOUT WRITTEN CONSENT FROM ODOT ENVIRONMENTAL
PROGRAMS DIVISION. Carcasses and all food trash shall be removed from the permanent and temporary
right-of-way throughout the duration of project activities.
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Interior Least Tern Note: Suitable habitat for Interior Least Terns is present and downstream of the

Cimarron River within the project area.

e The ODOT Natural Resources program must be notified prior to construction, in order to complete
a pre-construction nesting survey during the month of June; surveys are valid for that nesting season
only.

o If construction activities will occur during the active nesting season for this species (May 1 through
August 31), a 0.25 mile no-work-zone buffer from the Ordinary High Water Mark of the Cimarron
River will be established until the nesting survey can be completed. If the survey finds Interior Least
Terns nesting in the area, all work within 0.25 miles of any nesting colonies will be postponed until
after September 1 (the end of nesting season) and be completed by April 30, the following year.

o If construction and demolition activities will continue into the following tern nesting season, the ODOT
Natural Resources Program must be notified in order to schedule a biologist who will monitor the
project area to make sure ongoing construction activities do not prevent terns from nesting at the site.

e Once terns begin nesting, all construction and demolition activities shall be kept outside of a 0.25 mile
buffer zone around the active nesting colony for the duration of the nesting season.

e Limited construction activities outside of the river, but within 0.25 miles of an active nest, may be
permitted subject to approval from the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). The contractor shall
submit DETAILED AND EXPLICIT description of all proposed work activities and timeframes to the
ODOQT Biologist, through the Resident Engineer. Consultation with the USFWS may take up to 30 days
from the submittal of complete information. No work shall occur within 0.25 miles of an active nest
until approval has been obtained in writing from the USFWS. Approval, however, is not guaranteed.
Any delay due to this will not be compensated.

o Hazardous materials, chemicals, fuels, lubricating oils, and other such substances shall be stored at least
100 feet outside of the ordinary high water mark (OHWM).

Refueling of construction equipment shall also be conducted 100 feet outside of the OHWM.

e Sediment and erosion controls shall be installed around these staging areas to prohibit discharge of
materials from these sites.

e Construction waste materials and debris shall be stockpiled at least 25 feet outside of the OHWM, and
these materials shall be removed and disposed of properly following completion of the project.

e Appropriate Best Management Practices to minimize impacts from storm water discharges, as
established by the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, shall be conscientiously
implemented throughout the proposed construction periods. The effectiveness of erosion controls shall
be maintained for the duration of construction activities. This commitment will be addressed on the
Storm Water Management Plan Sheet and/or the 404 Detail Plan Sheet.

e The Resident Engineer will invite the ODOT Biologist to the pre-work meeting for this project.

Bald Eagle Note: Suitable nesting, roosting or foraging habitat for the Bald Eagle occurs within the
project’s action area. The Bald Eagle nesting season in Oklahoma extends from September 16, through
May 31. The Resident Engineer shall contact the ODOT Biologist to schedule a nest survey. Nest search
surveys can only be conducted when leaves are not on the trees typically between December 1st and
February 28th. No work may occur within suitable Bald Eagle habitat, located the full extent of the project
area, during the nesting season (September 16, through May 31) until the completion of the survey by the
ODOQT Biologist. If nests are observed, a no-work buffer up to a distance of 660 feet shall be placed around
the nest. The exact distance of the buffer zone shall be established by the ODOT Biologist in consultation
with US Fish and Wildlife Services. If the buffer cannot be maintained, all clearing, external construction
and landscaping activities, within the buffer, shall be conducted between June 1 and September 15 (outside
the nesting season).
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Migratory Bird Note: Migratory birds are protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Many birds
commonly use bridges and culverts for nesting. The nesting season for most bird species extends from
March 1 to August 31. The project was surveyed for migratory bird nests in July 2019. Although no nests
were observed, the survey is valid only until the start of the 2020 nesting season (beginning March 1). The
Resident Engineer shall contact the ODOT Biologist if any bird use of the existing structures is observed.
If birds are observed then painting, repair, retrofit, rehabilitation or demolition of the existing bridge shall
be conducted between September 1, and February 28, when migratory bird nests are not occupied. The
bridge may be protected from new nest establishment prior to March 1, by means that do not result in bird
death or injury. Options include the exclusion of adult birds from suitable nest sites on or within a structure
by the placement of weather-resistant polypropylene netting with 0.25-inch or smaller openings, prior to
March 1. Methods other than netting must be pre-approved by the ODOT Biologist.

Waters and Wetlands Delineation Status

Original delineation

Wetlands and Ponds

Total Number of Sites

Water Body Type

Potential Jurisdiction | Acres within the NEPA

Status

Footprint

1

Forested Wetland

Likely Jurisdictional 1.67

Click here to enter
text.

Choose an item.

Choose an item.

Click here to enter
text.

Streams and Drainages

Total Water body USGS Potential Acres within | Liner Feet

Number of name Designation Jurisdictional | the NEPA within the

sites Status Footprint NEPA
Footprint

1 Cimarron mapped Likely 242 240

River perennial Jurisdictional
Click hereto | Click here to | Choose an Choose an Click here to | Click here to
enter text. enter text. item. item. enter text. enter text.




4/10/2020 Mail - Miller, Alexis J. - Outlook
Thanks!

Amber Mcintyre

ODOQT Natural Resources Program Manager
Oklahoma Biological Survey

111 E. Chesapeake Ave

Norman, OK 73019

Office: (405) 325-7850

Cell: (405) 210-3671

From: Kreisler, Skye E <skye_kreisler@fws.gov>

Sent: Thursday, April 2, 2020 11:31 AM

To: Miller, Alexis J. <alexis.miller@ou.edu>

Cc: Amber Mcintyre <AMCINTYRE@ODOT.ORG>; Nichols, Elizabeth <elizabeth.nichols@ou.edu>
Subject: [External] Re: 02EKOK00-2019-SLI-2922 ODOT Creek County JP 29829(04)

Consultation Code: 02EKOK00-2019-1-2922

Hello Alexis,

The Service has reviewed the consultation package on the following project:
Creek Co JP 29829(04) as revised March 16, 2020

Based on the information you have submitted, the project occurs within suitable habitat of the federally-
listed endangered American burying beetle (Nicrophorus americanus; Beetle), and you have determined
that the project may affect and is likely to adversely affect the Beetle, if present. If, after conducting
appropriate surveys the Beetle is documented from within your proposed action area, or if presence is
assumed, the project shall proceed in accordance with the Service’s June 15, 2017, programmatic
consultation regarding Oklahoma transportation projects to address any impacts to the Beetle that may
occur from the proposed action.

Based on the information you have submitted, the action area of the above-listed project occurs in
potentially-suitable habitat of the federally-listed endangered least tern (Sterna antillarum) and the
threatened piping plover (Charadrius melodus). Based upon the implementation of all conservation
measures articulated in the consultation submission, the Service agrees with your effect determinations
for these migratory bird species.This concludes your section 7 consultation pursuant to the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 (Act; 87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) related to the interior least
tern, piping plover, and the Beetle.

The Service also asks that the following measures be incorporated where applicable:
e Review and incorporate all applicable Best Management Practices.
¢ Within 90 days prior to start of construction, request a current species list to determine if any
changes to federally-listed species have occurred. If changes have occurred, verify with the Service
to determine if further consultation is required.

The online project review concurrence letter (dated March 3, 2020) signed by the Field Supervisor is

now valid, and the project may proceed accordingly. If you have any questions concerning this matter,
please contact the Oklahoma Ecological Services Field Office.

https://outlook.office.com/mail/deeplink?version=2020040403.07 &popoutv2=1&leanbootstrap=1 2/3
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Sincerely,

Skye Kreisler

Fish and Wildlife Biologist (Transportation Liaison)
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Oklahoma Ecological Services Field Office

9014 E 21st Street

Tulsa, OK 74129

(918) 581-7458 Main
(918) 382-4527 Direct
(918) 581-7467 Fax

From: Alexis Miller <AlMiller@odot.org>

Sent: Monday, March 16, 2020 12:32 PM

To: OK Project Review, FWS <OKProjectReview @fws.gov>

Cc: Amber Mcintyre <AMCINTYRE@ODOT.ORG>; Nichols, Elizabeth <elizabeth.nichols@ou.edu>; Kreisler, Skye E
<skye_kreisler@fws.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] 02EKOK00-2019-SLI-2394_20200303_0ODOT Creek County JP 29829(04) Consultation Review
Package Submittle

Good Afternoon,

Attached is the Consultation Review Package for Creek County JP 29829(04). Please contact me with any
guestions or if any additional information is needed.

Best,

Alexis Miller

Highway Biologist

Oklahoma Department of Transportation
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FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Division of Ecological Services
9014 East 21* Street
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74129
918/581-7458 / (FAX) 918/581-7467

March 3, 2020

Online Project Review Concurrence Letter

To: |Amber Mclntyre
ODOT Natural Resources Program Manager

111 E. Chesapeake St.
Norman, OK 73019

Project Name: Creek County JP 29829(04), SH-99 Bridge Replacement over the Cimarron River.

Consultation Code: | 02EKOK00-2019-SLI-2394

Dear Applicant:

Thank you for using the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) Oklahoma Ecological Services Field
Office online project review process. By providing this letter in conjunction with your project review
package, you are certifying that you have accurately completed the online project review process
for the referenced project in accordance with all instructions provided, using the best available
information to reach your conclusions. Concurrence with “not likely to adversely affect”
determinations does not provide any exemption for violations of section 9 of the ESA or “take”
of federally-listed species. The Federal action agency is ultimately responsible for ensuring
compliance with the ESA and any take that occurs due to your proposed action would be
considered a violation under section 9 of the ESA.

This letter and the enclosed project review package complete the review of your project in
accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531-1544, 87 Stat. 884), as
amended (ESA). This letter also provides information for your project review under the National
Environmental Policy Act (National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190,42 U.S.C. 4321-
4347, 83 Stat. 852), as amended. A copy of this letter and the project review package must be emailed
to okprojectreview@fws.gov for this certification to be valid. This letter and the project review
package will be maintained in Service records. Please allow the OKESFO 35 days to review your
information. If the OKESFO determines that the package is not complete, or that additional
coordination is necessary, we will contact your office. If after 35 days from the time you
emailed your project review package the OKESFO has not contacted your office, consider
your section 7 consultation complete.


mailto:okprojectreview@fws.gov

The proposed action consists of

Replace the existing bridge with a 44” wide (2-12° lanes with 10’ shoulders) bridge on the
existing horizontal alignment. Replace guardrail, and the roadway portion will be milled
overlaid with asphalt 5 to the extents of the new guardrail, then tapered down to existing
pavement. A shoofly detour will be constructed at approximately a 40’ offset to the west, with a
one lane temporary bridge that is controlled by a signal. All fill and associated items with the
detour will be removed after construction and returned to previous conditions.

The project is expected to be completed:

2023

This project review is needed for:

The ODOT, acting as the duly authorized agent for the Federal Highway Administration, is initiating
Section 7 consultation for the above mentioned project as a component of the agency’s
implementation of the procedural provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act. The
information contained in this submission constitutes ODOT’s biological assessment on the proposed|
project site, and the following effect determinations are based upon this information.

The species conclusions table in the enclosed project review package summarizes your ESA conclusions.
These conclusions resulted in “not likely to adversely affect/modify” determinations for listed species
and critical habitat in relation to potential effects of your proposed project. We certify that the use of the
online project review process in strict accordance with the instructions provided as documented in the
enclosed project review package results in reaching the appropriate determinations. Therefore, we concur
with determinations of “not likely to adversely affect” for listed species and critical habitat reached by
proper use of this process. For projects where this particular determination is reached, additional
coordination with this office is not needed.

Candidate species are not legally protected pursuant to the ESA. However, the Service encourages
efforts to avoid or minimize adverse impacts to them from project effects. Some federal agencies have
standing policies that grant limited protections to candidate species. Conservation of candidate species
now may preclude future needs to federally list them as endangered or threatened, at which point their
legal protection would become required. Please contact this office for additional coordination if your
project action area contains candidate species.

Should project plans change or if additional information on the distribution of listed species or critical
habitat becomes available, this determination may be reconsidered. You should re-visit the Service's
Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) website at http://ecos/fws.gov/ipac/ within 90 days of
project initiation to ensure species information is correct. If new species or critical habitat is identified,
this letter is no longer valid and a new project package should be submitted to the OKESFO. Information
about the online project review process including instructions and use, species information, and other


http://ecos/fws.gov/ipac/

information regarding project reviews within Oklahoma is available at our website:
<http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/oklahoma/ >. If you have any questions, please call 918-581-7458 or
send an email message to OKProjectReview@fws.gov.

Sincerely,

/s/ Jontie Aldrich

Acting Field Supervisor

Oklahoma Ecological Services Field Office

Enclosures:
1) ENTIRE PROJECT REVIEW PACKAGE:
Species Conclusion Table
IPaC Species List and Action Area map
This letter (Online Concurrence Letter)
(Optional) Additional maps
2) Other relevant project data/documents

Briefly describe the other relevant project data/documents you are providing.
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THREATENED, ENEDANGERED AND CANDIDATE SPECIES, DESIGNATED
CRITICAL HABITAT, BALD EAGLE AND SWALLOW ASSESSMENTASSESSMENT

For
USFWS TAILS # 2EKOKO00-2019-SL1-2394
Email used to request IPaC official species list mcross@cpyi.com
County Creek JP Number 29829(04) Project J2-9829(004)
Number
Road SH-99 Water Body Name Cimarron River
Number
ROW July 2020 Let Date 2022 Project 0.7 miles
Date Length

Project General Location 4.4 miles east of South Payne County Line, just north of Oilton, OK

Project Description & SH-99 Bridge Replacement over the Cimarron River
Statement From Oracle

Prepared for:

Oklahoma Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Division
200 NE 21% Street
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

Prepared by:
Biologist Name Melissa Cross
Company/Agency Name CP&Y, Inc.
Address 2000 N. Classes Blvd
City, State Zip Oklahoma City, OK 73106

Report Date: August 14, 2019; Revised 10/7/2019
Field Survey Date July 22, 2019
Field Survey Biologist(s) M. Cross & K. Fiddler (CP&Y, Inc.)

Form Date: June 2019



Oklahoma Department of Transportation Biological Assessment Report

Creek County JP 29829(04) SH-99 over the Cimarron River
1. PROJECT OVERVIEW
1.1 Federal Nexus

1.2.

This biological assessment, prepared by the above named Company/Agency for the Oklahoma
Department of Transportation (ODOT), addresses the above named project in compliance with
Section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended. Section 7 of the ESA
requires that, through consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), federal actions
do not jeopardize the continued existence of any threatened, endangered, or proposed species or
result in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat. This assessment evaluates the
potential effects of the proposed transportation project on species that are federally listed under the
ESA. Specific project design elements are identified that avoid or minimize adverse effects of the
proposed project on listed species and designated critical habitat.

Project Description
Bridge and Approaches or bridge widening/structure extension

Description of the existing bridge/roadway facility and reason for proposed project
The existing SH-99 has two 12-foot wide asphalt travel lanes with 10-foot wide asphalt
shoulders. The total bridge length is 771.66 feet, and there are six existing piers to support the
bridge. The existing bridge over the Cimarron River is 28 ft wide continuous steel stringer girder
span bridge and is “at-risk” of becoming structurally deficient. The current Annual Average
Daily Traffic (AADT) is estimated at 2,590 vehicles per day (VPD). The 20-year projected
AADT is 3,550 VPD.

Description of propesed improvements

The proposed project will replace the existing narrow bridge with a 44-foot wide bridge on the
existing horizontal alignment. The length of the bridge will not change. The new bridge with
consist of one 12-foot lane with a 10-foot shoulder in each direction. The project would include
the replacement of the guardrails, and the roadway portion will be milled overlaid with asphalt
5 inches to the extents of the new guardrail, then tapered down to existing pavement. The new
bridge will be built one-half at a time in order to maintain through traffic during construction.
Six new piers will be used to support the new bridge at the location of the previous piers, except
new columns spaced 39 feet apart will be constructed and the existing columns removed to a
depth of approximately 1ft below grade. Removal of the columns will require the use of heavy
construction equipment to cut, chisel, and remove the concrete. The new piers will consist of
concrete drilled shaft foundations, drilled through the soil and into the rock below. All
construction will occur within casing that will be driven into the soil and rock, then dewatered
for drilling and pouring concrete. New or temporary right-of-way (ROW) will not be required.

Check if any of the following is expected as part of the proposed action
Work within OHWM is expected
Project is OFF-SET alignment | or NEW alignment

Project involves NO OFF EXISTING PAVEMENT work

Tree removal is expected 0-100’ from edge of existing pavement

X
]
U
Project requires new ROW (permanent &/or temporary) 0
1.7 ac
100-300° from edge of existing pavement 0 ac
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>300’ from edge of existing pavement 0 ac
1.3.  Project Area and Setting
Project Location Environmental Study Ecoregion & Game Type
Footprint
Section Lat/Long Dimensions Acreage Level IV Ecoregion Game Type
Range & NAD 83) (Woods et al. 2005) (Duck and
Township Fletcher 1943)
S28, T19N, Start: 0.67 mi long, 21.15 29a Northern Cross Postoak-
R7E 36.092°N, width varies Timbers Blackjack Oak
-96.581°W between 180ft Forest
End: and 320 ft
36.101°N,
-96.575°W

Action Area:
The Action Area includes the NEPA Study Footprint as well as a 0.25mi buffer, due to the presence of
suitable foraging and nesting habitat for the Interior Least Tern.

2. FEDERALLY LISTED SPECIES AND DESIGNATED CRITICAL HABITAT

Species Range and Occurrence Evaluation (Check \ all that apply)

Species IPaC! Watershed> = Water Body® Records*
Check if Yes Check if YES | Check if Yes | Check if Yes
Interior Least Tern ]
Red-cockaded Woodpecker O [
Whooping Crane O O [
Gray Bat O O O
Indiana Bat O O
Ozark Big-eared Bat O O
Neosho Mucket O O [ L
Ouachita Rock Pocketbook O H [ O
Scaleshell Mussel O H [ O
Winged Mapleleaf O O [ [
American Burying Beetle
Harperella O [
Piping Plover O
Red Knot [
Northern Long-eared Bat O O
Arkansas River Shiner O O [ L
Leopard Darter O O [ [
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Species IPaC! Watershed’> = Water Body® Records*

Check if Yes Check if YES | Checkif Yes | Check if Yes
Neosho Madtom O O Ol Ol
Ozark Cavefish O O O
American Alligator O O
Rabbitsfoot Mussel O O Ol Ol
Rattlesnake-master Borer Moth O O

!Species is on the Proposed Project’s IPaC List

2Action Area is within a watershed associated with occupied water bodies
3Action Area includes an occupied water body

“4Project site within 5 miles of known records

Designated or Proposed Critical Action Area includes Designated Critical Habitat
Habitat (Check V if Yes)
Whooping Crane [
Arkansas River Shiner Ol
Leopard Darter OJ
Neosho Mucket O
Rabbitsfoot O

All or part of the action area is within an American Burying Beetle Conservation Priority Area [

All of part of the action area is within the 10 mile gray bat buffer zone (ODOT will check) O
All of part of the action area is within the 2 mile gray bat priority area (ODOT will check) O

IPaC Special Conditions Identified (wind energy projects or cell towers) for Interior Least Terns []
IPaC Special Conditions Identified (wind energy projects or cell towers) for Piping Plovers Ll

Action area is within what percentage Whooping Crane migratory corridor Choose an item.
Action area is within 15 miles of Salt Plains NWR, Hackberry Flat, or Foss Reservoir.

Action area is within the historic range of the Red-cockaded Woodpecker
Action area is within 10 miles of the McCurtain County Wilderness Area
Action area is within 10 miles of the Pushmataha Wildlife Management Area

oo 0O
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3. ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE
3.1. Ecological Processes and Conditions

Soils (Use Soil Map of Oklahoma by Carter and Gregory 2008)

Soil Class Sand Hills

Soil Name Eufaula-Dougherty-Konawa

Soil Type Alfisol

Soil Characteristics Very deep, loamy and sandy, well-drained, and slightly acid soils on

moderately steep slopes (up to 11%).

Climate (Use Woods et al. 2005)

Precipitation Mean annual inches 36-46
Growing Season Number of days 195 in north, 225 in the
south, 235 in the east
Mean Temperatures Summer min/max 70/94
Winter min/max 23/46 in the north, 26/49 in

the south and east

River System
The action area includes the Cimarron River located within the Arkansas River basin.

Land Use and Land Ownership

From Woods et al. 2005 Woodland, grassland, rangeland, pastureland, and limited
cropland. The main crops are small grains, grain sorghum,
hay, and soybeans. Abandoned farmland is common. Fire
suppression and passive land use have allowed the woodland
distribution to greatly expand. Extensive, but declining, oil
fields occur, associated brine, drilling mud, and petroleum
waste products have increased salinity in many streams.
Small impoundments are common.

From Field investigation The project area consists of undeveloped woodland and
disturbed prairie. Properties adjacent to the study area were
residential developments and one commercial business.

Terrestrial and Aquatic Community Descriptions (based on field site visit)
Two plant communities dominated the study footprint: riparian woodland, disturbed prairie, and
maintained grassland.

The maintained grassland characterized the areas directly adjacent to the roadway. Dominant
species included bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon), and perennial rye grass (Lolium perenne).

The riparian wooded areas were present along both sides of the Cimarron River. These areas
were primarily dominated by trees such as cottonwoods (Populus deltoides), box edlers (Acer
negundo), hackberries (Celtis occidentalis), and green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica). Woody
vines such as greenbriar (Smilax spp.), poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans), summer grape
(Vitis aestivalis), and muscadine grape (Vitis rotundifolia) were also present.
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Areas of disturbed prairie were present at the northern extent of the project area. These areas may
possibly have been used historically for agriculture, but now contained species such as
switchgrass (Panicum virgatum) and bermudagrass and was heavily dominated by eastern
redcedar (Juniperus virginiana). Greenbriar and summer grape vines were also observed in these

areas.

The Cimarron River was observed within the project area. This river flowed from west to east,
and both sides of the river were vegetated by wooded riparian areas. Forested wetlands were
observed on the southwest edge of the river and typified by the species described in the wooded
riparian area described above.

3.2 Species Habitat Analysis

Pedestrian survey of entire NEPA study footprint (including 300-foot work zone buffer in karst areas)
Bridge/Structure inspected for bat use (Complete the Bridge Inspection Form) ]
SPECIES HABITAT
Interior Sparsely vegetated islands or sandbars along large rivers, with nearby areas of
Least Tern shallow water, occur within the 0.25 miles of the NEPA Environmental Study
Footprint.
American Number of acres of native perennial plant vegetation (where native perennial
Burying vegetation is the dominant vegetation) within the NEPA Environmental Study | 8.5
Beetle Footprint (include shapefiles).
Piping Sparsely vegetated sandy or gravelly shorelines and islands associated with the
Plover major river systems occur within the 0.25 miles of the NEPA Environmental
Study Footprint.
Salt flats and mudflats associated with reservoirs occur within the 0.25 miles of ]
the NEPA Environmental Study Footprint.
Red Knot Mudflats associated with reservoirs occur within the 0.25 miles of the NEPA ]

Environmental Study Footprint.
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4. Project Details

4.1. Proposed Bridge Construction
The new bridge will be 771°-8” long and 46’-2” wide, consisting of 5-120” and 2-85” prestressed
concrete beam spans. Each span will be supported by interior structural supports (bridge piers).
These piers consist of a concrete pier cap with two concrete columns, one on each end, extended
to the channel and founded on concrete drilled shafts embedded into rock. It is anticipated that
the construction of the drilled shafts will require installation of steel casing to remove soil and
water from the hole prior to pouring concrete. The removed material will be captured,
transferred to trucks, and hauled away from the channel. The new columns will be located
outside of the existing bridge footprint and will likely be constructed in the first phase, prior to
partial removal of the existing structure.
The new bridge will be constructed in multiple phases in order to maintain at least one lane of
traffic along SH-99 throughout the entire construction process. This is further described in
sections below. The existing deck and beams will be removed on one side of the bridge with
traffic shifted to the other half of the bridge. Once new substructure is constructed and beams
erected, new concrete deck will be formed and poured. Traffic will be shifted to the newly
constructed half of the bridge, and the process of superstructure removal and construction will
be repeated on the remaining portion of the bridge. In both phases, the beams will be erected by
cranes from temporary work roads or from floating barges. The concrete deck will be cast-in-
place on temporary formwork that will be removed upon final curing.

4.2. Site Preparation

The existing right-of-way line varies from 120 ft. to 180 ft. on the west (upstream) side of SH-99
centerline and varies from 120 ft. to 140 ft. on the east (downstream) side of the highway. All
construction and the final completed section will remain within the existing right-of-way limits.
In order to facilitate concurrent demolition and reconstruction operations, temporary work roads
on both sides of the bridge will be constructed adjacent to the structure, within the right-of-way
limits, to access the spans and supports as necessary for reconstruction. The work roads will be
wide enough to accommodate large construction equipment and dump trucks for removal of
existing bridge items as well as trucks and equipment necessary to construct the new structure.
The work roads are anticipated to be 30 ft wide and consist of a crushed, non-erosive rock
material that is free of any fines, clay or silts and of sufficient size to prevent downstream
movement. Work roads will be constructed across no more than half of the channel at one time.
Clearing and grubbing of the area will be minimized to construct the work roads and provide
clearances for crane operations. Appropriate Best Management Practices to minimize impacts
from storm water discharges and sedimentation in streams, as established by the Oklahoma
Department of Environmental Quality, shall be conscientiously implemented throughout the
proposed construction periods, in order to minimize any potential impacts to any listed species.
The effectiveness of erosion controls shall be maintained for the duration of construction
activities. Hazardous materials, chemicals, fuels, lubricating oils, and other such substances shall
be stored at least 300 feet from the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM). Refueling of
construction equipment shall also be conducted at least 300 feet from the OHWMs. Sediment
and erosion controls shall be installed around staging areas to prohibit discharge of materials
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4.3.

44.

from these sites. Construction waste materials and debris shall be stockpiled at least 300 feet
outside of the OHWMSs, and these materials shall be removed and disposed of properly following
completion of the project. Preventative measures must be taken to prohibit the discharge of
contaminants into any surface waters.

The intent of the project is to minimize modification of the existing footprint. As such,
disturbance of topsoil is expected to be minimal; however, any topsoil removed will be stripped,
stockpiled and stabilized. A Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) will be required with Best
Management Practices (BMP). Prior to any soil disturbing activities, all perimeter temporary
sediment controls specified in the SWMP will be installed. Silt fence will be installed and
maintained along work roads and OHWM boundaries to prevent silt and debris from entering the
river. Cut/fill slope stabilization procedures are not anticipated due to the nature of the
construction project. The limits of the work zone will be marked by the biological monitor and
impacts to vegetation outside of the work zone will be limited.

Existing Bridge Removal.

The concrete deck will be removed using mechanical equipment to break up the concrete and
drop it into netting or other approved temporary falsework to catch and collect removed concrete
from the deck. Removed concrete will be transferred into dump trucks by loaders, and hauled off
the site. Steel plate girders and braces will be removed by either cutting through gusset plates or
removing connections and disassembling pieces. These plate girder units will be dropped into
netting or other approved falsework, similar to deck removal, to prohibit entry into channel.
Concrete pier caps, columns, and web walls will be removed using mechanical equipment and
disposed of offsite in a similar manner to the deck concrete removal detailed above. The piers
will be removed to a minimum of two feet below the proposed ground level or channel bottom.
The existing concrete footings will remain in place. All elements will be removed from the
bridge in pieces as large as possible to facilitate cleanup and expedite removal durations.

Construction Access and Staging Area

SH-99 will remain open to traffic for the duration of the project. Staging areas will be located
within existing right-of-way on the north and south ends of the bridge at a minimum of 300 feet
beyond the OHWM and outside any designated critical habitat. These areas will be used for the
temporary storage of materials, including, but not limited to, temporary formwork, reinforcing
steel, and prestressed concrete beams as needed. It is anticipated that the staging areas will also
be utilized to temporarily store project equipment while not in use. Final staging and access areas
will be selected by the contractor(s) and submitted by the ODOT EPD to the USFWS for
concurrence prior to commencement of work activities.
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4.5. In-Water Work
There will be minimal construction activities within the OHWM. Concrete columns and
concrete drilled shafts will be constructed below the OHWM for interior structural supports
(bridge piers). Construction of the drilled shafts and columns below the water line will likely
require driving steel casing into the founding layer and removal of water and cuttings by slurry
method. All elements of the drilling process will be in accordance with the ODOT Standard
Specifications. It is anticipated that in-water activities will also include the construction of
temporary work roads and any additional concrete pads required to provide stable bases for
crane work. Work roads required to be placed within the OHWM will not extend across more
than 50% of the flowing channel at any given time, up and downstream fish passage will be
maintained throughout the duration of work activities. Also, no isolated pools will be allowed
to develop. All such work roads and concrete pads will be completely removed following
construction. Placement and removal of work roads will only happen once. Prior to the
placement of any work roads below the OHWM, ODOT EPD will provide a diagram
illustrating the location of the work roads to USFWS for review and approval. The timing of
all work within the channel will correspond with the preferred work timing guidelines established
by the USFWS for minimization of impact to protectedspecies..

4.6. Project Time-line and Sequencing

The bridge replacement will be constructed in multiple phases while maintaining at least one
lane of traffic along SH-99 through entire construction process. The suggested sequence of
construction is as follows:

Phase 1: Construct new concrete drilled shafts and columns for new bridge piers. This will
require the construction of temporary work roads for access to pier locations. The construction
of the new drilled shafts and columns are only permanent structures below OHWM.

Phase 2: Install one-way traffic signal system and portable median barrier; shift traffic to west
side of bridge. Remove east portion of existing concrete bridge deck, steel girders, and end
supports (concrete abutments). Construct concrete pier caps between pier columns and east
portion of new concrete abutment, which will include driven steel piles as foundation elements.
Erect prestressed beams; form and pour new concrete deck and approach slabs

Phase 3: Shift traffic to newly constructed east side of bridge. Remove west portion of existing
concrete bridge deck, steel girders, and concrete abutments. Remove existing concrete pier
supports. Construct west portion of new concrete abutment, which will include driven steel
piles as foundation elements. Erect prestressed beams; form and pour new concrete deck and
approach slabs, extending from previous construction in Phase 2. Finalize all earthwork and paving
needed to match existing roadway alignment. Phase 4: Remove temporary one-way traffic signal
system and portable median barrier. Perform final paving and striping. Open bridge to two-way
traffic.

The total construction duration is estimated at 560 days.

Phase 1: 60 days Phase 2: 270 days Phase 3: 220 days Phase 4: 10 day

4.7. Post-project site restoration

At the completion of construction need, the temporary work roads will be removed. The
disturbed areas will be restored to original grades, and all previously vegetated areas will be re-
vegetated. Re-vegetation areas within designated critical habitat will consist of USFWS
approved native plantings. Areas outside of designated critical habitat will be covered with
solid slab sod.
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S. ANALYSIS OF EFFECTS

5.1 Direct Effects
Describe specific ACTIONS of the project and the results
of those actions on species habitats, including indirect
impacts to prey or drinking water, as well as improvements
to habitat as a result of specific actions.

If habitat within the action area identified above will not be

impacted, describe why.

Interior Least Tern The proposed project will occur within the Cimarron River,
an occupied waterbody for this species within the project
area. The bridge replacement will occur within the
horizontal alignment of the existing bridge, and all fill will
be removed after construction and the area returned to
previous conditions. There is the largest potential for noise
impacts related with construction activities to act as a
deterrent or cause adults to flush or abandon nests, exposing
eggs to unnecessary heat, cold, or predators. Terns nesting
within sight distance of the work may also be deterred or
stressed from the visual appearance of increased human
presence and the presence of heavy equipment within the
channel. This impact would be temporary and resolve itself
once construction is completed.

Water quality should only be impacted during the placement
of the casings around the columns, as all other construction
activities will be performed after the water has been flushed
from the areas inside the casings. These casings are likely to
increase the turbidity within the water downstream of the
bridge, but the Cimarron River is already described as a poor
water quality stream due to its natural high turbidity and
salinity. A temporary increase in turbidity in small portions
of the river (depending how many casings are being drilled
at a time) would therefore be not likely to impact the Tern’s
prey fish species which are adapted to these turbid
conditions.

The sand bars within the NEPA study area may be
temporarily impacted by noise, visual deterrence, and
increased water turbidity, but no permanent or long-term
negative effects are anticipated to occur following the
completion of the project. There are numerous sandbars
along the Cimarron River located outside of the action area
that could provide suitable habitat and foraging areas for this
species during the construction period. Beginning
construction prior to the nesting season for Interior Least
Terns could help reduce the chance of nest abandonment as
the Terns would likely be deterred from the action area. Any
necessary drilling or chiseling required for the new project,
would best be completed outside of the nesting season, when

Habitat impacts
Species/ Resource expected from
project activities
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Piping Plover
American Burying
Beetle
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possible, to help avoid noise impacts on Terns that may be

in the area.

The bridge replacement will occur within the horizontal
alignment of the existing bridge, and all fill will be removed
after construction and the area returned to previous
conditions. This species could be a potential migrant in the
vicinity of the project area. The abundance of other suitable
habitat along the Cimarron River for stop-over foraging
makes it unlikely that this species would be impacted by the
proposed project.

There are approximately 8.5 acres of perennial vegetation
within the NEPA environmental footprint; however, only
5.8 acres of that are suitable habitat due to shallow soils over
riprap and the presence of hydric soils within the wetland
boundaries. Clearing of trees and topsoil scraping may be
necessary within the Environmental Study Footprint, but the
majority of these areas are within the 2.7 acres of perennial
vegetation determined to be unsuitable to ABB based off the
lack of available topsoil and hydric soils. The amount of tree
clearing has been minimized by designing the side slopes to
be as steep as allowable and extending guardrails, but any
ABBs present in the topsoil at areas where heavy equipment
is present for tree removal or the soil is to be scraped could
be subject to “incidental take”. This project may temporarily
impact habitat that could be utilized by this species. All
temporary fills within the project area will be removed after
construction and the area returned to previous conditions,
and all topsoil will be redistributed. Therefore, the 5.8 acres
potential habitat would continue to be potential ABB habitat
following the completion of the proposed project.
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5.2 Indirect Effects
Long-term habitat alterations
Species/ Resource Identify long-term, permanent changes in habitat

Interior Least Tern No long-term effects or permanent impacts are anticipated to the sand bar habitat
within the river for this species. All fills will be removed at the end of the project
and the area returned to its previous conditions. The larger piers that would be
put in place would not affect the overall hydrology of the river and should not
limit downstream flow or sediment deposition (for the creation of sand bars).
This species would not be permanently negatively impacted by the proposed
project.

Piping Plover No long-term effects or permanent impacts are anticipated to the sand bar habitat
within the river for this species. All fills will be removed at the end of the project
and the area returned to its previous conditions. This species would not be
negatively impacted by the proposed project.

American Burying The topsoil within the vicinity of the bridge is to be scraped and piled, then

Beetle redistributed at the end of construction. The habitat of this species is to be
restored when the topsoil is redistributed on all disturbed areas. The areas where
new pavement will be placed to taper the new bridge to existing pavement is
considered urbanized and already consists of scattered rip rap and fill material,
which is not potential habitat for the ABB. Due to no permanent loss of existing
habitat, the habitat of this species is not anticipated to have any long-term,
permanent changes.

Indirect land use impacts
No land use change is anticipated from the proposed project.

5.3 Interrelated and Interdependent Actions and Activities
The project involves safety related improvements and the reconstruction of an existing bridge that will
increase capacity. No new ROW is anticipated, and all work will occur within existing ROW.
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Species Conclusion Table (Check Y which apply)

CONCLUSION

SPECIES /
DESIGNATED Project

CRITICAL HABIT | Species Habitat 1 olh o
present within
expected to

the action area

impact habitat
American Burying
Beetle
Interior Least Tern
Piping Plover
Red Knot O O

'ONHI rare species / ABB
2USFWS occupied water bodies and associate watershed maps
3Whooping Crane Migration Corridor Map; LPC Habitat Model

ESA SECTION 7

May affect, May affect,

No not likely to Likely to
Effect adversely adversely
affect affect

Final Effect Analysis and Determination
covered in the Programmatic BA&BO

O O
O X O
X O O

NOTES AND DOCUMENTATION

Field
Studies

Check V all that apply
database | USFWS
review! | Review?

O
X
X

Other?



Oklahoma Department of Transportation Biological Assessment Report

Creek County JP 29829(04) SH-99 over the Cimarron River
CONCLUSIONS (include determinations for Programmatic Species, if known)

No Effect Red Knot

May affect, not likely to adversely affect | Interior Least Tern, Piping Plover

May affect, likely to adversely affect American Burying Beetle

Not likely to jeopardize the continued
existence of the species — Candidate
species only

Appropriate Effect Determination has

been made for the ABB in the
Programmatic BA & BO

Appropriate Effect Determination has

been made under the FHWA [

NLEB/Ibat Programmatic BA & BO

Appropriate Effect Determination for
NLEB has been made under the BO for [
the final 4(d) rule

RECOMMENDED AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION MEASURES

Suitable habitat for the American Burying Beetle occurs within the immediate vicinity of the proposed
project. In order to avoid adverse impacts to the ABB, mitigation credits may be purchased or a survey to
detect presence of the ABB may be conducted. If chosen, the survey will be conducted within one year prior
to construction. If the survey is negative, the project will proceed with restriction of the use of artificial
lighting and requirement to remove all trash and carcasses from within the ROW. The following
conservation measures will be followed if there is a positive survey or if presence is assumed and mitigation
credits are purchased.

1.
2.

3.

The areas of suitable habitat will be field mapped and verified.

The amount of ground disturbance to suitable ABB habitat within the construction footprint will be
minimized to only what is necessary for project construction,

Construction requiring artificial lighting will require further consultation with USFWS. If permitted,
artificial lighting will be minimized. If night construction is necessary, direct light will be shielded
to the work area and prevent light from projecting upwards.

Carcasses and trash will continuously be removed from the new permanent, and any construction
temporary, ROW.

If required, native seed mix will be planted in areas of ABB habitat in an area outside of clear zone
as a separate project after the construction is complete. The ODOT biologist will determine if re-
vegetation with natives is necessary.

The final acreage of suitable ABB habitat impacts will be categorized as temporary, permanent
cover change or permanent. Mitigation ratios for impacts to ABB habitat will be as follows:

Within the Consultation Range but not

within a conservation priority area

Temporary 1:0.25

Permanent Cover Change 1:0.5

Permanent 1:1

Impact duration
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Interior Least Terns habitat occurs within and downstream of the Cimarron River within the project
area.

e A pre-construction nesting survey will be conducted during the month of June.

e If construction activities will occur during the active nesting season for this species, a 0.25 mile no-
work-zone buffer from the Cimarron River will be established until the nesting survey can be
completed.

e Ifthe survey finds Interior Least Terns nesting in the area, all work within 0.25 miles of any
nesting colonies will be postponed until after September 1 (the end of nesting season) and be
completed by April 30, the following year.

e If construction and demolition activities will continue into the following tern nesting season, the
ODOT Natural Resources Program will schedule a biologist who will monitor the project area to
make sure ongoing construction activities do not prevent terns from nesting at the site.

e Once terns begin nesting, all construction and demolition activities shall be kept outside of a 0.25-
mile buffer zone around the active nesting colony for the duration of the nesting season. Further
consultation with USFWS will be conducted before any construction activities can occur within
0.25 miles of an active interior least tern nesting colony.

e Hazardous materials, chemicals, fuels, lubricating oils, and other such substances shall be stored at
least 100 feet outside of the ordinary high water mark (OHWM).

o Refueling of construction equipment shall also be conducted outside of the OHWM. Sediment and
erosion controls shall be installed around these staging areas to prohibit discharge of materials
from these sites. Construction waste materials and debris shall be stockpiled at least 25 feet outside
of the OHWM, and these materials shall be removed and disposed of properly following
completion of the project.

e Appropriate Best Management Practices to minimize impacts from storm water discharges, as
established by the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, shall be conscientiously
implemented throughout the proposed construction periods. The effectiveness of erosion controls
shall be maintained for the duration of construction activities. This commitment will be addressed
on the Storm Water Management Plan Sheet and/or the 404 Detail Plan Sheet.

6. BALD EAGLE AND SWALLOW ASSESSMENT

6.1. Bald Eagle Assessment
The Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is a large predatory bird protected by the Bald and
Golden Eagle Protection Act and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Activities that would disturb
eagles are prohibited under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. “Disturb” means to agitate
an eagle to the degree that causes or is likely to (1) cause injury, (2) interfere with breeding, feeding
or sheltering behavior, or (3) nest abandonment.
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wiin w/in 660
Potential Bald Eagle ft Buffer
Habitat Present NEPA of NEPA DO NOT LEAVE BLANK
Footprint .
Footprint
Presence of Cottonwood, Riparian areas with large cottonwood trees
Sycamore, Pecan or Pine are present within and immediately
adjacent to the NEPA study area.
Open foraging areas with Open pastureland surrounded the NEPA
large trees study area, and the Cimarron River
[ 4 .
provided large areas of open water suitable
for foraging.
Distance to closest River or . The Cimarron River is within the NEPA
; w/in
perennial water body Lake study area.
Stream N/A
or Pond
Potential Bald Eagle = . No potential bald Eagle nests were
Nests Observed observed.
Bald Eagles Observed in = = No Bald Eagles were observed within the

the general vicinity
General Description of
Bald Eagle Nesting
Habitat and Impact
Determination, within the
NEPA Footprint and
within 660-ft of the
NEPA Footprint

Station #s for Buffered
Bald Eagle Habitat

general vicinity of the project.

Bald Eagles nest in large trees that are dominant in the canopy
cover, typically near bodies of water. Both of these habitat
requirements are present within the NEPA study area and within
660-ft of the NEPA study area. No ROW acquisition is anticipated
for the proposed project, and all work will occur within the
existing horizontal structure of the bridge. Tree removal may be
deemed necessary on each side of the bridge in order to
accommodate the grade slope and rip-rap fill. This potential tree
removal could occur within approximately 1.7 acres of the NEPA
Study Area. If tree removal is deemed necessary, then the
proposed project may affect, but not adversely affect Bald Eagle
nesting habitat. If no tree removal is necessary, deterrence may
still occur during the construction phase of the project due to noise
and the presence of heavy machinery. This could cause the eagles
to abandon nests and eagles may be less likely to use this area of
the Cimarron River for foraging. This deterrence affect is
anticipated to be temporary, therefore the project is not anticipated
to adversely impact the Bald Eagle or impact its habitat.

The full extent of the project area.

In order to avoid impacts to Bald Eagles, if Bald Eagles or their habitat are observed during the
biological assessment, a survey for eagles and their nests will be conducted within 660 feet of the
work zone, during the winter prior to, and within one year of, the start of construction. If a nest
is found, appropriate conservation measures based on the National Bald Eagle Management
Guidelines will be implemented.
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6.2 Migratory Bird Assessment
Cliff Swallows (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota) and Barn Swallows (Hirundo rustica) are small
colonial and semi-colonial nesting birds protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Barn
Swallows use man-made structures for nesting and live in close association with humans. Both
species commonly use bridges and culverts in Oklahoma for nesting. Other migratory birds can
also nest on transportation structures.

Identify ALL structures including pipe culverts and whether | Approx. | Approx. | Approx.

positive or negative for migratory birds (identify named Number | Number | Number
streams where possible rather than just FS#). Provide of CIiff | of Barn | of Eastern
shapefiles and map of structures identifying pos/neg swallow | Swallow | Swallow | Phoebe
structures. Nests Nests Nests
SH-00 Bridge over the Cimarron River (NBI# 15863) 0 0 0

Other MB and Nests | No other migratory bird nests were observed within the Action Area.
Observed Migratory bird species such as Great Blue Heron and Great Egrets were

observed foraging in the forested wetland to the northwest of SH-99 on
the south side of the Cimarron River.
Based on existing plans, no work on suitable drainage structures will occur Ol
In order to avoid impacts to migratory birds, if structures are being used by these birds, any
activities that may destroy active nests, eggs or birds shall be completed between September 1,
and February 28, when nests are not occupied. If seasonal avoidance cannot be accomplished,
structures shall be protected from new nest establishment prior to March 1, by means that do not
result in death or injury to these birds.

6.3 Birds of Conservation Concern
Species Identified on [PaC list Breeding Season
Harris’s Sparrow Breeds elsewhere
The Harris’s Sparrow typically is found in open habitats such as backyards, shrubby pastures, or
agriculture fields, and are rarely found in dense woods. These habitat types are not found within
the NEPA study area, and no work outside of the existing horizontal alignment is proposed for
the project. Therefore, this species is likely to not be affected from the proposed project.
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Federal Candidate Aquatic Species Watersheds of Oklahoma
These watersheds were delinsated using 11 digit Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) watersheds. All watersheds adjacent to water bodies occupied by federal candidate species are included
in the delineation, as well as those 11 digit HUC watersheds within 10 miles of the occupied water body. Please note that not all 11 digit HUG watersheds that feed into sensitive occupied
waier bodies are included in this delineation and effects 1o those wetersheds outside of this delineation could impact sensitive water bodies.
1]
T G
A |
| : . / o
!, Bartlesvile f
Project Location L
Bl i o i1 I
i o 3 o o K.
= ; skogee?‘
TRV e = ] T e
p‘/‘—l
LA
Neosho Mucket
® Verdigris River {upper)
[ Neosho Mucket and Rabbitsfoot B i ' L
— @Verdegris River (lower) @ lllinois River j y SR s
]
Rabbitsfoot J {
@Little River @Glover River @Mountain Fork River { \
Arkansas Darter and Neosho Mucket ‘1
®Neosho River (NM) @Spring River (NM) OFly Creek (AD) I
OFivemile Creek {AD) @Warren Branch (AD) @Flint Branch (AD)
Arkansas Darter
- @ Cimarron River eCottonwood ®Crooked @Fourteanmile @Horse @locust @Lost @Snake ©Spring oTraders
Creeks and their associated tributaries and unnamed tributary of @Spavinaw Creek and eGrand Lake
N
. N Water Bodies Occupied by Federal Candidate Species @
W E
.5
Q 25 50 100
Miles
USFWS - ODklahoma Ecological Services Field Office - April 2010
SH-99
orotect Locati at Cimarron River
roject Location J1P 29829(04)

R

Creek County ===nnr

=

Figure 3A




Federally-Listed Aquatic Dependent Species Watersheds of Oklahoma

These watersheds were delineated using 11 digit Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) watersheds. All watersheds adjacent to water bodies occupied by federally-listed species are included
i1 the delineation, as well as those 11 digit HUC watersheds within 10 miles of the occupied water body. Please note that not all 11 digit HUC watersheds that feed into sensitive occupied
water bodies are included in this delineation and effects to those watersheds putside of this delineation could impact sensitive water bodies.
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Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 2: A northeast-facing view of Wetland A, a forested wetland, along the southside of SH-99
within the study area.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page10of4



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 4: A view looking north along the SH-99 bridge across the Cimarron River.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 2 of 4



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 6: A view looking southeast from the SH-99 bridge at sandbars within the Cimarron River.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 3 of 4



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 7: A view looking southwest at the ROW within the NEPA study area.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 4 of 4



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Oklahoma Ecological Services Field Office
9014 East 21st Street
Tulsa, OK 74129-1428
Phone: (918) 581-7458 Fax: (918) 581-7467
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/Oklahoma/

In Reply Refer To: January 27, 2020
Consultation Code: 02EKOK00-2019-SL1-2922

Event Code: 02EKOKO00-2020-E-02014

Project Name: Creek Co Bridge Replacement

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

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or
designated critical habitat.
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A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Non-federal entities conducting activities that may result in take of listed species should
consider seeking coverage under section 10 of the ESA, either through development of a
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) or, by becoming a signatory to the General Conservation Plan
(GCP) currently under development for the American burying beetle. Each of these
mechanisms provides the means for obtaining a permit and coverage for incidental take of listed
species during otherwise lawful activities.

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/
eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects should follow the wind energy
guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing impacts to migratory birds and
bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at: http://
www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm; http://
www.towerkill.com; and http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/
comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit through our Project Review step-wise process http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/
oklahoma/OKESFO%20Permit%20Home.htm.



http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/oklahoma/OKESFO%20Permit%20Home.htm
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Attachment(s):

Official Species List

USFWS National Wildlife Refuges and Fish Hatcheries
Migratory Birds

Wetlands



01/27/2020 Event Code: 02EKOK00-2020-E-02014

Official Species List

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

This species list is provided by:

Oklahoma Ecological Services Field Office
9014 East 21st Street

Tulsa, OK 74129-1428

(918) 581-7458
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 02EKOKO00-2019-SL.I-2922

Event Code: 02EKOKO00-2020-E-02014
Project Name: Creek Co Bridge Replacement
Project Type: BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION / MAINTENANCE

Project Description: Bridge replacement project over the Cimarron River in Creek Co, OK.

Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/place/36.09659232722993N96.57693060325138W

Counties: Creek, OK


https://www.google.com/maps/place/36.09659232722993N96.57693060325138W
https://www.google.com/maps/place/36.09659232722993N96.57693060325138W
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Endangered Species Act Species

There is a total of 4 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

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

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

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

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

Commerce.
Birds
NAME STATUS
Least Tern Sterna antillarum Endangered

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

Piping Plover Charadrius melodus Threatened
Population: [Atlantic Coast and Northern Great Plains populations] - Wherever found, except
those areas where listed as endangered.
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location is outside the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039

Red Knot Calidris canutus rufa Threatened
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864

Insects
NAME STATUS
American Burying Beetle Nicrophorus americanus Endangered

Population: Wherever found, except where listed as an experimental population
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/66



https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8505
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/66
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Critical habitats

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S
JURISDICTION.
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USFWS National Wildlife Refuge Lands And Fish
Hatcheries

Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a
'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to
discuss any questions or concerns.

THERE ARE NO REFUGE LANDS OR FISH HATCHERIES WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA.


http://www.fws.gov/refuges/
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Migratory Birds

Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act! and the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act?.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to
migratory birds, eagles, and their habitats should follow appropriate regulations and consider
implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described below.

1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
3. 50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

The birds listed below are birds of particular concern either because they occur on the USEWS
Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) list or warrant special attention in your project location.
To learn more about the levels of concern for birds on your list and how this list is generated, see
the FAQ below. This is not a list of every bird you may find in this location, nor a guarantee that
every bird on this list will be found in your project area. To see exact locations of where birders
and the general public have sighted birds in and around your project area, visit the E-bird data
mapping tool (Tip: enter your location, desired date range and a species on your list). For
projects that occur off the Atlantic Coast, additional maps and models detailing the relative
occurrence and abundance of bird species on your list are available. Links to additional
information about Atlantic Coast birds, and other important information about your migratory
bird list, including how to properly interpret and use your migratory bird report, can be found
below.

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures
to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, click on the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE
SUMMARY at the top of your list to see when these birds are most likely to be present and
breeding in your project area.

NAME BREEDING SEASON
Harris's Sparrow Zonotrichia querula Breeds elsewhere
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental
USA and Alaska.

Probability Of Presence Summary

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read and understand the


https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/bald-and-golden-eagle-protection-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
http://ebird.org/ebird/map/
http://ebird.org/ebird/map/
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FAQ “Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report” before using or attempting
to interpret this report.

Probability of Presence ()

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your
project overlaps during a particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-week
months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey effort (see
below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One can have higher
confidence in the presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in
the week where the species was detected divided by the total number of survey events for
that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted Towhee
was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is
0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of
presence is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by the maximum
probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence
in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12
(0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on
week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical
conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the
probability of presence score.

Breeding Season ( )

Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across
its entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project
area.

Survey Effort (/)

Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys
performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The number of
surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe

Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant
information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on
all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.
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probability of presence breeding season | survey effort — no data

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Harris's Sparrow . —Bl-
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Additional information can be found using the following links:

= Birds of Conservation Concern http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/
birds-of-conservation-concern.php

= Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds http://www.fws.gov/birds/

management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/
conservation-measures.php

» Nationwide conservation measures for birds http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/
management/nationwidestandardconservationmeasures.pdf

Migratory Birds FAQ

Tell me more about conservation measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts
to migratory birds.

Nationwide Conservation Measures describes measures that can help avoid and minimize
impacts to all birds at any location year round. Implementation of these measures is particularly
important when birds are most likely to occur in the project area. When birds may be breeding in
the area, identifying the locations of any active nests and avoiding their destruction is a very
helpful impact minimization measure. To see when birds are most likely to occur and be breeding
in your project area, view the Probability of Presence Summary. Additional measures and/or
permits may be advisable depending on the type of activity you are conducting and the type of
infrastructure or bird species present on your project site.

What does IPaC use to generate the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified
location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern
(BCQC) and other species that may warrant special attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian
Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing collection of survey, banding,
and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as
occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which your project intersects, and that have been identified as
warranting special attention because they are a BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act
requirements may apply), or a species that has a particular vulnerability to offshore activities or
development.



http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/conservation-measures.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/conservation-measures.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/conservation-measures.php
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/conservation-measures.php
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/management/nationwidestandardconservationmeasures.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/management/nationwidestandardconservationmeasures.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/management/nationwidestandardconservationmeasures.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/conservation-measures.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/permits.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
http://www.avianknowledge.net/
http://www.avianknowledge.net/
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/eagle-management.php

01/27/2020 Event Code: 02EKOK00-2020-E-02014 4

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your
project area. It is not representative of all birds that may occur in your project area. To get a list
of all birds potentially present in your project area, please visit the AKN Phenology Tool.

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds
potentially occurring in my specified location?

The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data
provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). This data is derived from a growing

collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets .

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information
becomes available. To learn more about how the probability of presence graphs are produced and
how to interpret them, go the Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me
about these graphs" link.

How do I know if a bird is breeding, wintering, migrating or present year-round in my
project area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding,
wintering, migrating or year-round), you may refer to the following resources: The Cornell Lab
of Ornithology All About Birds Bird Guide, or (if you are unsuccessful in locating the bird of
interest there), the Cornell Lab of Ornithology Neotropical Birds guide. If a bird on your
migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it, if that bird does occur in your
project area, there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds
elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?
Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:

1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern
throughout their range anywhere within the USA (including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands,
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands);

2. "BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation
Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA; and

3. "Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on
your list either because of the Eagle Act requirements (for eagles) or (for non-eagles)
potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development or activities
(e.g. offshore energy development or longline fishing).

Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made,
in particular, to avoid and minimize impacts to the birds on this list, especially eagles and BCC
species of rangewide concern. For more information on conservation measures you can
implement to help avoid and minimize migratory bird impacts and requirements for eagles,
please see the FAQs for these topics.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects


http://avianknowledge.net/index.php/phenology-tool/
http://www.avianknowledge.net/
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://www.allaboutbirds.org/guide/search/
https://www.allaboutbirds.org/guide/search/
https://neotropical.birds.cornell.edu/Species-Account/nb/home
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/bald-and-golden-eagle-information.php
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For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species
and groups of bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the
Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides
birds that may be helpful to you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird
model results files underlying the portal maps through the NOAA NCCOS Integrative Statistical

Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic
Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Bird tracking data can also provide additional details about occurrence and habitat use
throughout the year, including migration. Models relying on survey data may not include this
information. For additional information on marine bird tracking data, see the Diving Bird Study
and the nanotag studies or contact Caleb Spiegel or Pam Loring.

What if I have eagles on my list?
If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid
violating the Eagle Act should such impacts occur.

Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report

The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of
birds of priority concern. To learn more about how your list is generated, and see options for
identifying what other birds may be in your project area, please see the FAQ “What does [PaC
use to generate the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location”. Please be
aware this report provides the “probability of presence” of birds within the 10 km grid cell(s) that
overlap your project; not your exact project footprint. On the graphs provided, please also look
carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical bar) and for the existence of the “no
data” indicator (a red horizontal bar). A high survey effort is the key component. If the survey
effort is high, then the probability of presence score can be viewed as more dependable. In
contrast, a low survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a lack of
certainty about presence of the species. This list is not perfect; it is simply a starting point for
identifying what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might
be there, and if they might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list helps you
know what to look for to confirm presence, and helps guide you in knowing when to implement
conservation measures to avoid or minimize potential impacts from your project activities,
should presence be confirmed. To learn more about conservation measures, visit the FAQ “Tell
me about conservation measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory
birds” at the bottom of your migratory bird trust resources page.


http://www.northeastoceandata.org/data-explorer/?birds
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/project/statistical-modeling-marine-bird-distributions/
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/project/statistical-modeling-marine-bird-distributions/
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/project/statistical-modeling-marine-bird-distributions/
http://www.boem.gov/AT-12-02/
http://www.boem.gov/AT-13-01/
mailto:Caleb_Spiegel@fws.gov
mailto:Pamela_Loring@fws.gov
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/permits/need-a-permit.php
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Wetlands

Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section
404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers District.

Please note that the NWI data being shown may be out of date. We are currently working to
update our NWI data set. We recommend you verify these results with a site visit to determine
the actual extent of wetlands on site.

FRESHWATER FORESTED/SHRUB WETLAND
= PFO1A

RIVERINE
= R2UBH


http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
https://fwsprimary.wim.usgs.gov/decoders/wetlands.aspx?CodeURL=PFO1A
https://fwsprimary.wim.usgs.gov/decoders/wetlands.aspx?CodeURL=R2UBH

WATERS AND WETLANDS EVALUATION REPORT
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Road SH-99 Water Body Name Cimarron River
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Project General Location 4.4 miles east of South Payne County Line, just north of Oilton, OK

Project Statement SH-99 Bridge Replacement over the Cimarron River

Prepared for:

Oklahoma Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Division
200 NE 21% Street
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

Prepared by:
Biologist Name Melissa Cross
Company/Agency Name CP&Y, Inc.
Address 2000 N. Classen Blvd
City, State Zip Oklahoma City, OK 73106

Report Date:  August 14, 2019; Revised 10/7/2019
Field Date: July 22, 2019

Form Date: January 24, 2017



Oklahoma Department of Transportation Waters and Wetlands Evaluation Report
Creek County JP 29829(04) SH-99 Bridge Replacement

PROJECT OVERVIEW

Project Type (Choose one) Check V
Bridge and Approaches or bridge widening/structure extension X
Grade, Drain, Surface and Bridge
Grade, Drain and Surface
Asphalt Overlay Resurfacing
Widen and Resurface existing lanes
Pavement Reconstruction or rehabilitation
Bridge Rehabilitation
Safety Improvements (Cable Barrier, Guardrail, signage)
Intersection Modifications
Safe Routes to School (Describe)
Enhancements (Describe)
Other (Describe) Interstate Ramp Modification
Description of the existing bridge/roadway
The existing SH-99 has two 12-foot wide asphalt travel lanes with 10-foot wide asphalt
shoulders. The total bridge length is 771.66 feet, and there are six existing piers to support the
bridge. The existing bridge over the Cimarron River is 28 ft wide continuous steel stringer
girder span bridge and is “at-risk” of becoming structurally deficient. The current Annual

Average Daily Traffic (AADT) is estimated at 2,590 vehicles per day (VPD). The 20-year
projected AADT is 3,550 VPD.

Description of proposed improvements SPECIFIC TO THIS PROJECT
The proposed project will replace the existing narrow bridge with a 44-foot wide bridge on the
existing horizontal alignment. The length of the bridge will not change. The new bridge with
consist of one 12-foot lane with a 10-foot shoulder in each direction. The project would include
the replacement of the guardrails, and the roadway portion will be milled overlaid with asphalt
5 inches to the extents of the new guardrail, then tapered down to existing pavement. The new
bridge will be built one-half at a time in order to maintain through traffic during construction.
Six new piers will be used to support the new bridge at the location of the previous piers, except
new columns spaced 39 feet apart will be constructed and the existing columns removed to a
depth of approximately 1ft below grade. Removal of the columns will require the use of heavy
construction equipment to cut, chisel, and remove the concrete. The new piers will consist of
concrete drilled shaft foundations, drilled through the soil and into the rock below. All
construction will occur within casing that will be driven into the soil and rock, then dewatered
for drilling and pouring concrete. New or temporary right-of-way (ROW) will not be required.




Oklahoma Department of Transportation
Creek County JP 29829(04)

Waters and Wetlands Evaluation Report
SH-99 Bridge Replacement

Project Environmental Study Footprint

Project Location Environmental Study Footprint

(Yb)

Section Range &  Lat/Long (NAD 83) Dimensions Acreage
Township
S28, T1I9N, R7E Start: 36.092°N, -96.581°W  0.67 mi long; width varies 21.15
End: 36.101°N, -96.575°W  between 180 ft and 320 ft
Environmental Study Footprint Soils (NRCS Soil Survey Map)
Map Unit Percent | Drainage Class Hydric Description
Name Slope Rating
YES | NO
Konawa- 3to8 Well drained X Not prime farmland. Loamy
Gullied land and sandy alluvium derived
complex from sedimentary rock and
(Bd) clayey and loamy residuum
weathered from sandstone and
shale.
Collinsville | 12 to 20 Somewhat X Not prime farmland. Residuum
and Talihina excessively weathered from sandstone and
soils (Cf) drained to clayey residuum weathered
moderately well from shale.
drained
Reinach Otol Well drained X All areas are prime farmland.
very fine Calcareous loamy alluvium
sandy loam, derived from sedimentary rock.
rarely
flooded (Ra)
Teller silt 3to5 Well drained X All areas are prime farmland.
loam (Ta) Loamy alluvium derived from
sedimentary rock.
Teller silt 5to08 Well drained X Not prime farmland. Loamy
loam (Tc) alluvium derived from
sedimentary rock.
Yaholavery 0tol Well drained X All areas are prime farmland.
fine sandy Calcareous loamy alluvium
loam, derived from sedimentary rock.
occasionally
flooded
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Environmental Study Footprint General Description and Vegetation Present
Three plant communities dominated the study footprint: riparian woodland, disturbed prairie,
and maintained grassland.

The maintained grassland characterized the areas directly adjacent to the roadway. Dominant
species included bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon), and perennial rye grass (Lolium perenne).

The riparian wooded areas were present along both sides of the Cimarron River. These areas
were primarily dominated by trees such as cottonwoods (Populus deltoides), box edlers (Acer
negundo), hackberries (Celtis occidentalis), and green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica). Woody
vines such as greenbrier (Smilax spp.), poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans), summer grape
(Vitis aestivalis), and muscadine grape (Vitis rotundifolia) were also present.

Areas of disturbed prairie were present at the norther extent of the project area. These areas
may possibly have been used historically for agriculture, but now contained species such as
switchgrass (Panicum virgatum) and bermudagrass and was heavily dominated by eastern
redcedar (Juniperus virginiana). Greenbrier and summer grape vines were also observed in
these areas.

The Cimarron River was observed within the project area. This river flowed from west to east,
and both sides of the river were vegetated by wooded riparian areas. Forested wetlands were
observed on the southwest edge of the river and typified by the species described in the wooded
riparian area described above.

WATERS AND WETLANDS EVALUATION
Data Sources Reviewed (list)

USGS 7.5 NWI Map USACE Wetland Additional
minute Quad Regional Supplement | Resources Reviewed
Oilton Digital NWI data for | Great Plains NHD Data for

Creek County Oklahoma

Wetlands and Ponds Summary Table

Field Sites Type of Wetland Cowardin Potential Acres within
or Pond Classification Jurisdictional Environmental
Status Study Footprint
Wetland A | Forested Wetland Freshwater Likely 1.67

emergent
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Streams and Drainages Summary Table

Field Sites = Stream Name USGS Mapped Potential Acres within Linear Feet within
Status Jurisdictional | Environmental | Environmental
Status Study Study Footprint
Footprint
Stream 1 Cimarron River Perennial Likely 242 240

Streams and other linear aquatic features

Stream 1 is mapped on the USGS topographic map as the Cimarron River, a perennial river, and
is mapped within the NHD. The stream eventually flows to the Arkansas River. As observed in
the field, the feature flowed from northwest to southeast and had flowing water present. The
acreage of the feature within the environmental study footprint was 2.42 acres, the average width
was approximately 434 feet, and it flowed for approximately 240 linear feet within the study area.
Vegetation along this stream consisted mainly of large woody vegetation. A complete description
of the vegetation present is provided in the riparian woodland vegetation description above. This
stream is likely to be considered jurisdictional but USACE due to the fact that it is a USGS and
NHD-mapped perennial feature.

Wetlands and Ponds

Wetland A was observed as a forested wetland adjacent to Stream 1 on the southern bank of the
river. The wetland was observed on both the west and east side of SH-99. This feature is mapped
on the NWI as a Forested Freshwater/Shrub Wetland. Field investigations determined that this
Cowardin class is correct. The feature exhibited all three indicators for wetland sites per USACE
guidelines: the area was dominated by hydric vegetation, the soil indicator fit the loamy mucky
mineral indicator per the USACE Great Plains Supplement for Wetland Delineation, and there was
standing water, high water table, saturation, sediment deposits, algal mats, water-stained leaves,
inundation and saturation visible on aerial imagery, drainage patterns, sparsely vegetated concave
surface, had Geomorphic position, and passed the FAC-neutral test at the sample point. Dominant
vegetation at the site includes cottonwoods, box elder, and smooth alder (Alnus serrulata). The
acreage of this wetland within the study footprint totaled 1.67 acres. This feature is likely
jurisdictional due to its direct hydrological connectivity with a mapped USGS stream.

FIGURES



N~ [o0] [e)] o — N (42} < n [(e] [
Lo To) Tp] O O [{e] O (e} O [(e] [{e)
™ ™ [ep] ™ ™ o™ [ap] ™ (4p] o™ ™
) %] wn %] %] (%)) %] ) n) wn wn
Z 2 zZ 2 P Z 2 Pz Z 2 2
T20N R7E T20N RSE
T20N R6E T19N R7E T19N RSE EW059
T19N R6E
EW060
EwW061
(NN} JNT]
N0
[ 4 |4
2|z EW062
()] [*)]
el
=
EW063
EWO064
Project Location
T19N R7E T19N RSE
T19N R6E T18N R7E T18N RSE EW065
T18N R6E
EW066
EWO067
(NN} U]
~NjOoO
[ 4 |4
zlz EW068
[le] L]
| =l
I
EW069
EWO070
T18N R7E T18N RSE
T18N R6E T17N R7E I T17N RSE EWoT71
T17N R6E el
Z| SH-99
ﬂ ﬂ at Cimarron River

O Project Location

Basemap: ODOT

Township & Range Boundary

®

linch = 1.5 miles

J/P 29829(04)

Creek County

Figure 1 - Project Location Map




“ L teas

Project Area

Basemap: USGS Topographic Map

Env. Study Footprint

= = -.-wpa-i-‘

u
L]
]
]
]
"
]
u
L]
n

-

\

=

SH-99
at Cimarron River

J/P 29829(04)

R

Creek County w==nor

=£

Figure 2 - Topographic Map




SOILS LEGEND

Bd - Konawa-Gullied land complex,
3-8 % slopes

Cf - Collinsville and Talihina soils,
12 - 20 % slopes

Ra - Reinach very fine sandy loam,
0-1 % slopes, rarely flooded

Ta - Teller silt loan, 3 -5 % slopes

Tc - Teller silt loam, 5 - 8 % slopes

W - Water

Yb - Yahola very fine sandy loam,
0 -1 % slopes, occasionally flooded
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Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 1: A view of the NEPA study area facing north.

Photograph 2: A northeast-facing view of Wetland A, a forested wetland, along the southside of SH-99
within the study area.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 1 of 6



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 3: A view of Wetland Determination Point (WP) 1 within Wetland A. This location did meet
the three criteria necessary to be considered a wetland.

Photograph 4: A view of WP 2. This location did not meet the three criteria necessary to be considered a
wetland.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 2 of 6



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 5: A view of Wetland A, a forested wetland, within the project study area.

Photograph 6: A view of WP 3. This location did not meet the three necessary criteria to be considered a
wetland.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 3 of 6



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 7: A view looking at WP 4. This sampled location did meet the three necessary criteria to be
considered a wetland.

Photograph 8: A view looking north along the SH-99 bridge across the Cimarron River.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 4 of 6



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 9: A view looking east along the SH-99 bridge across the Cimarron River.

Photograph 10: A view looking southeast from the SH-99 bridge at sandbars within the Cimarron River.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 5 of 6



Creek County: SH-99 over Cimarron River Bridge Replacement Project
J/P 29829(04)

Photograph 11: A view looking southwest at the ROW within the NEPA study area.

Photographs taken by CP&Y Inc. in July 2019 Page 6 of 6



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Great Plains Region

Project/Site: SH-99 Bridge Replacement

Applicant/Owner: OboT

City/County: Qilton, Creek County

State: OK

Investigator(s): M- Cross (CP&Y), K. Fiddler (CP&Y)

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Bottomland

Section, Township, Range: S28, T19N, R7E

Sampling Point: 1

Sampling Date: /22119

Local relief (concave, convex, none): ‘Concave

Subregion (LRR): LRRH Lat; 36.092988

Long: ~96.580736

Datum: NAD 1983

Slope (%): 0

Soil Map Unit Name: Reinach very fine sandy loam, 0 - 1 % slopes, rarely flooded

NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

Are Vegetation Soail , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation Soil , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

0 N

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

0 No

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

. . O
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes - No Is the Sampled Area
) . »
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? ves U No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes O No
Remarks: iy drophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and wetland hydrology were present. Therefore, the
sampled area is within a wetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: w) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus deltoides 15 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC
2. Acer negundo 30 Yes FAC (excluding FAC-): 2 A
3. Alnus serrulata 10 No OBL Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
_  15fix15 ft 55 =Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: X ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100 (A/B)
1.
5 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3' Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4 OBL species x1l=
5 FACW species X2=
= Total Cover FAC speC|e§ x3=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 15ftx 15t ) FACU species x4 =
1. UPL species x5=
2. Column Totals: (A) (B)
3.
4 Prevalence Index = B/A =
5' Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
6. __1-Rapid Test for Hydrophictic Vegetation
7' E 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
8. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0*
’ ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations® (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
= Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15ftx 15t ) ) ) )
lindicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 100 Present? ves _ U No
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The sampled location was in a sparsely vegetated concave surface that was dominated by a tree
stratum and no understory or shrub cover. Hydrophytic vegetation was present at the sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Great Plains — Version 2.0




SOIL

Sampling Point: WP1

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
0-6 75YR 3/3 93 Loam Silt present

75YR 2.5/1 7 Muck Mucky organic material
6-10 7.5YR 3/3 80 Loam Dual matrix

5 YR 4/6 20 Loam
10-16 5YR 4/6 50 Sandy loam  Dual matrix

75YR 3/3 50 Sandy loam

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR F, G, H)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S2) (LRR G, H)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)

Y Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F3)
Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
(MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H)

SIndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRRI, J)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR F, G, H)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR G)

High Plains Depressions (F16)

(LRRH outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)

Red Parent Material (TF2)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes 0 No

Remarks:

Hydric soil was present at the sampled location.

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)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

__Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
U water-Stained Leaves (B9)

[of=l=l=]a]=]o

___ Salt Crust (B11)

__Agquatic Invertebrates (B13)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where not tilled)

__ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

0 Thin Muck Surface (C7)

__ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Drainage Patterns (B10)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where tilled)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

0
O

g2
0

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes g
Water Table Present? Yes U
Saturation Present? ves U

(includes capillary fringe)

No
No
No

Depth (inches): 1
Depth (inches): 12
Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [

No

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

Remarksi\wetland hydrology was present at the sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Great Plains — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Great Plains Region

Project/Site: SH-99 Bridge Replacement City/County: Oilton, Creek County Sampling Date: 7/22/19
Applicant/Owner: OboT State: OK Sampling Point: 2
Investigator(s): M. Cross (CP&Y), K. Fiddler (CP&Y) Section, Township, Range: S28, T19N, R7E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope (%): 30
Subregion (LRR): LRR H Lat: 36.092828 Long: -96.580351 Datum: NAD 1983

Soil Map Unit Name: Reinach very fine sandy loam, 0 to 1% slopes NWI classification: NON€

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes L No  (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation Soail , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes L 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 5 Is the Sampled Area

) . »
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No = within a Wetland? Yes No 0
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No

Remarks: ydrophytic vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland hydrology were not observed at the sampled
location. Therefore, the sampled area is not within a wetland.

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 15ftx 15 ft ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Celtis occidentalis 10 Yes FACU That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC )
2. Morus rubra 5 Yes FACU (excluding FAC-): £ 00®»W
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 5 (B)
_  15fix15 ft 15 =Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: X ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 40 (A/B)
1. Populus deltoides 5 Yes FAC
5 Morus rubra 10 Yes EACU Prevalence Index worksheet:
3 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4 OBL species x1l=
5 FACW species X2=
15 = Total Cover FAC speC|e§ — x3=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 15 ftx 15 ft ) FACUspecies _ x4=
1. UPL species x5=
2. Column Totals: (A) (B)
3.
4 Prevalence Index =BJ/A =
5' Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
6. __1-Rapid Test for Hydrophictic Vegetation
7' __ 2 -Dominance Test is >50%
8. ___ 3-Prevalence Index is <3.0*
’ ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations® (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
0 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15ftx 15t ) ) ) )
Vitis rotundifolia 10 Yes FAC lindicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2.
10 = Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 2 Present? Yes No O

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation was not observed at the sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers Great Plains — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: WP 2

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

0-1 75YR 3/3 100 Silty Loam

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

Histosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR F, G, H)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redox (S5)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRRI, J)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR F, G, H)
Stripped Matrix (S6) Dark Surface (S7) (LRR G)

Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ High Plains Depressions (F16)

Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) (LRRH outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Depleted Matrix (F3) Reduced Vertic (F18)

Redox Dark Surface (F6) Red Parent Material (TF2)

Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Other (Explain in Remarks)

___ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Redox Depressions (F8) SIndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
__ 2.5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S2) (LRR G, H) ___ High Plains Depressions (F16) wetland hydrology must be present,
__ 5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F) (MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: Riprap

Depth (inches): 1 Hydric Soil Present? Yes____ No l
Remarks:

A soil pit could not be dug due to the amount of riprap present from roadway fill. Hydric soil was not
observed at the sampled location.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
__ Surface Water (A1) ___ Salt Crust (B11) _O Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
___ High Water Table (A2) __Agquatic Invertebrates (B13) __ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

___ Saturation (A3) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Drainage Patterns (B10)

__ Water Marks (B1) ___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) __ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___ Sediment Deposits (B2) __ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) (where tilled)

___ Drift Deposits (B3) (where not tilled) __ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) __ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Iron Deposits (B5) ___ Thin Muck Surface (C7) __ Geomorphic Position (D2)

__Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks) __ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes__ No l Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes__  No i Depth (inches):

Saturation Present? Yes_  No l Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes __ No L
(includes capillary fringe)

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

Rematks\wetland hydrology was not present at the sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers Great Plains — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Great Plains Region

Project/Site: SH-99 Bridge Replacement

Applicant/Owner: OboT

City/County: Qilton, Creek County

State: OK Sampling Point: 3

Investigator(s): M- Cross (CP&Y), K. Fiddler (CP&Y)

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Bottomland

Sampling Date: /22119

Section, Township, Range: S28, T19N, R7E

Local relief (concave, convex, none): ‘Concave

Slope (%): 0

Subregion (LRR): LRRH Lat; 36.092988

Long: ~96.580736

Datum: NAD 1983

Soil Map Unit Name: Reinach very fine sandy loam, 0 to 1% slopes

NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

Are Vegetation Soail , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation Soil , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

S

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

4

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes U No = Is the Sampled Area
) . »
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes No 0
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes O No
R ks: : :
emas: Though hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology were observed at the sampled
location, hydric soil was not. Therefore, the sampled area is not within a wetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 15ftx 15 ft ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Acer negundo 20 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC
2. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 25 Yes FAC (excluding FAC-): A
3. Alnus serrulata 10 No OBL Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
_  15fix15 ft 55 =Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: X ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 75 (A/B)
1. Acer negundo 10 Yes FAC
5 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3' Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4 OBL species x1l=
5 FACW species X2=
10 = Total Cover FAC speC|e§ x3=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 15 ft X 15 ft ) FACU species x4 =
1. UPL species x5=
2. Column Totals: (A) (B)
3.
4 Prevalence Index =BJ/A =
5' Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
6. __1-Rapid Test for Hydrophictic Vegetation
7' E 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
8. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0*
’ ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations® (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
0 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15ftx 15t ) - ) )
1 Toxicodendron radicans 10 Yes FACU Indicators of hydric _son and wetland hydrplogy must
: be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2.
10 = Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 100 Present? Yes __ U No
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
There was no herbaceous cover in the sampled location. Hydrophytic vegetation was observed at the
sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: WP 3

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
0-1 5YR 3/4 100 Clay
1-7 5YR 3/4 35 Clay Loam Dual Matrix
5YR 3/2 65
7-16 5YR 3/2 100 Loam

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR F, G, H)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S2) (LRR G, H)
5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)
Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F3)
Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
(MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRRI, J)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR F, G, H)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR G)

High Plains Depressions (F16)

(LRRH outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)

Red Parent Material (TF2)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

SIndicators 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

Remarks:
Hydric soil was not observed at the sampled location.

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

Surface Water (A1) ___ Salt Crust (B11)

High Water Table (A2) __Agquatic Invertebrates (B13)

U saturation (A3) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
Water Marks (B1) ___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

(where not tilled)
__ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)
__ Other (Explain in Remarks)

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

_O Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
0

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Drainage Patterns (B10)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where tilled)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No U Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No U Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? ves_ U No Depth (inches): 9

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [

No

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

Remarksi\wetland hydrology was present at the sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Great Plains — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Great Plains Region

Project/Site: SH-99 Bridge Replacement

Applicant/Owner: OboT

City/County: Qilton, Creek County

State: OK Sampling Point: 4

Investigator(s): M- Cross (CP&Y), K. Fiddler (CP&Y)

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Bottomland

Section, Township, Range: S28, T19N, R7E

Sampling Date: /22119

Local relief (concave, convex, none): ‘Concave

Slope (%): 0

Subregion (LRR): LRRH Lat; 36.093356
Soil Map Unit Name: Yahola very fine sandy loam, 0 to 1% slopes, occasionally flooded

Long: “96.580571 Datum: NAD 1983

NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes O No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation Soail , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes 0 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.

) . 0
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes - No Is the Sampled Area
) . »
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? ves U No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes O No
Remarks: iy drophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and wetland hydrology were present. Therefore, the
sampled area is within a wetland.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: M) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus deltoides 10 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC
) (excluding FAC-): 1 )
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
_ o0 ftx 20 ft 10 =Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: X ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100 (A/B)
1.
5 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3' Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4 OBL species x1l=
5 FACW species X2=
0 = Total Cover FAC speC|e§ x3=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 20 ftx 20 ft ) FACU species x4 =
1. UPL species x5=
2. Column Totals: (A) (B)
3.
4 Prevalence Index = B/A =
5' Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
6. __1-Rapid Test for Hydrophictic Vegetation
7' E 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
8. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0*
’ ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations® (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
0 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 20 ftx 20 ft ) ) ) )
lindicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
2.
0 = Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 100 Present? ves _ U No
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The sampled location was in a sparsely vegetated concave surface that was dominated by a tree
stratum and no understory or shrub cover. Hydrophytic vegetation was present at the sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers Great Plains — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: WP 4

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
0-4 75YR 3/3 93 Loam Silt present

75YR 2.5/1 7 Muck Mucky organic material
4-9 7.5YR 3/3 85 Loam Dual matrix

5 YR 4/6 15 Loam
9-16 5YR 4/6 60 Sandy loam  Dual matrix

7.5 YR 3/3 40 Sandy loam

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

Stratified Layers (A5) (LRR F)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR F, G, H)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR F)

2.5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S2) (LRR G, H)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)

Y Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrix (F3)
Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions (F8)
High Plains Depressions (F16)
(MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRRI, J)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR F, G, H)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR G)

High Plains Depressions (F16)
(LRRH outside of MLRA 72 & 73)
Reduced Vertic (F18)

Red Parent Material (TF2)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
SIndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Yes

Hydric Soil Present? U No

Remarks:
Hydric soil was present at the

sampled location.

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)
Sediment Deposits (B2)
Drift Deposits (B3)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
Iron Deposits (B5)

[=ofel=]=]=]=]

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)

___ Salt Crust (B11)

__Agquatic Invertebrates (B13)
__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

(where not tilled)
__ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
0 Thin Muck Surface (C7)
__ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
Drainage Patterns (B10)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
(where tilled)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7) (LRR F)

0
O

=]

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes U
Saturation Present? ves U

(includes capillary fringe)

No U Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches): 12
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [ No

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

Remarksi\wetland hydrology was present at the sampled location.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Great Plains — Version 2.0




NRCSCOORDINATION



NRCS Coordination

The project is located completely within existing the ROW used for transportation
and therefore no NRCS coordination was required.
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National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette Legend

36°5'56.28"N SEE FIS REPORT FOR DETAILED LEGEND AND INDEX MAP FOR FIRM PANEL LAYOUT

Without Base Flood Elevation (BFE)

Zone A, V, A99

SPECIAL FLOOD With BFE or Depth Zone AE, A0, AH, VE, AR
HAZARD AREAS Regulatory Floodway

0.2% Annual Chance Flood Hazard, Areas
of 1% annual chance flood with average

depth less than one foot or with drainage
areas of less than one square mile zone x

Future Conditions 1% Annual
N Chance Flood Hazard zone x
v Area with Reduced Flood Risk due to
OTHER AREAS OF Il Levee. See Notes. Zone X
FLOOD HAZARD ',l Area with Flood Risk due to Levee zone D

Area of Minimal Flood Hazard Zone x
[ Effective LOMRs

OTHER AREAS Area of Undetermined Flood Hazard zone D

GENERAL | = === Channel, Culvert, or Storm Sewer
STRUCTURES |11 11111 Levee, Dike, or Floodwall

i Cross Sections with 1% Annual Chance
J P 29829(04) =2  Water Surface Elevation

Coastal Transect

Base Flood Elevation Line (BFE)

Limit of Study

Jurisdiction Boundary

Coastal Transect Baseline

4["]3? CI]]_I]I] D Profile Baseline

FEATURES | Hydrographic Feature
effs 5}'13!2']']9 Wm E

Digital Data Available N

No Digital Data Available
MAP PANELS Unmapped

Q The pin displayed on the map is an approximate
point selected by the user and does not represent
an authoritative property location.

This map complies with FEMA's standards for the use of
digital flood maps if it is not void as described below.
The basemap shown complies with FEMA's basemap
accuracy standards

The flood hazard information is derived directly from the
authoritative NFHL web services provided by FEMA. This map
was exported on 10/9/2019 at 11:59:11 AM and does not
reflect changes or amendments subsequent to this date and
time. The NFHL and effective information may change or
become superseded by new data over time.

o This map image is void if the one or more of the following map
N elements do not appear: basemap imagery, flood zone labels,
USGS Tha @©rtheimagenys 12019 |= legend, scale bar, map creation date, community identifiers,
— - FIRM panel number, and FIRM effective date. Map images for
Feet 1 6,000 36°527.21°N unmapped and unmodernized areas cannot be used for
regulatory purposes.
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HAZARDOUS WASTE STUDIES



OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
CONSULTANT REPORT REVIEW - HAZARDOUS WASTE

Reviewed By: Evan Mace County: Creek
Review Date: 7/30/2019 Project No.: J2-9829(004)
Consultant:  Enercon J/P Number: 29829(04)

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: BRIDGE & APPROACHES: SH-99 OVER THE CIMARRON RIVER, 4.4 MILESE S
PAYNE C/L

2. LEVEL OF INVESTIGATION: X Assessment [JSampling

3. SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATION

A. Relative risk of contamination in study footprint: Low [IModerate [IHigh
B. Potential for contamination, if present, to affect project: Low [IModerate [IHigh
C. Did Consultant recommend additional work? No [IYes (describe below):

4. RECOMMENDATIONS*:

Approval to Proceed (No Further Action)

[] Approval to Proceed, Pending:
[] Avoidance of described site(s)
[] Plan Notes regarding described site(s) (See Section 5)
[] Additional investigation by ODOT

[] Approval NOT Recommended

* - If different from Consultant, explain in Section 6 General Comments

5. PLAN NOTES: None needed.

6. GENERAL COMMENTS: An ISA was performed by Enercon in July 2019 which found utilities within
the project area. These will be handled via standard ODOT procedure and are not considered RECs to the
project.

There are no hazardous waste environmental concerns associated with this project.

ATTACH EXCERPTS FROM REPORT, AS APPROPRIATE.*

*The full document is on file with ODOT’s Environmental Programs Division. Please contact David Edwards at (405) 521-2673 or
daedwards@odot.org for more information.

Revised 04/28/2014


mailto:daedwards@odot.org

INITIAL SITE ASSESSMENT

SH-99: CIMARRON RIVER BRIDGE
CREEK COUNTY, OKLAHOMA

JP No. 29829(04) —Subconsultant Agreement
CP&Y Job Number: ODOT1800513.02
ENERCON PROJECT No. CP&Y~00002

Prepared For:

S0

U L P i S gl o
Travtepar ety

Oklahoma Department of Transportation

Environmental Programs Division
Oklahoma City, OK

T

Prepared By:

Ed ENERCON

An Employee Owned Company

1601 NW Expressway, Suite 1000
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
(405) 722-7693
Fax: (405) 722-7694

July 2019



INITIAL SITE ASSESSMENT

SH-99: CIMARRON RIVER BRIDGE
CREEK COUNTY, OKLAHOMA

JP No. 29829(04) —Subconsultant Agreement
CP&Y Job Number: ODOT1800513.02
ENERCON PROJECT NO. CP&Y~00002

Prepared For:

A

.Fl- - — = ___
'-' -
mmm

Oklahoma Department of Transportation

Environmental Programs Division
Oklahoma City, OK

Prepared By:

EI3ENERCON

An Employee Owned Company

1601 NW Expressway, Suite 1000
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
(405) 722-7693
Fax: (405) 722-7694

"Lauran Drummond
Environmental Specialist

Reviewed by:

Senier-Project Manager
Environmental Consultant License #0384



INITIAL SITE ASSESSMENT

SH-99: CIMARRON RIVER BRIDGE
CREEK COUNTY, OKLAHOMA

JP No. 29829(04) —Subconsultant Agreement
CP&Y Job Number: ODOT1800513.02
ENERCON PROJECT No. CP&Y~00002

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

CP&Y requested an Initial Site Assessment (ISA) along a segment of State Highway 99 (SH-99) covering
northeast bound and southwest bound sides of the bridge crossing the Cimarron River. The segment begins
approximately 0.2 miles northeast of East 6™ Street in Oilton and stretches northeast approximately 0.35
miles to the northeast along SH-99 across the Cimarron River Bridge. The Area of Investigation (AOI) is
generally characterized by native grass and tree covered undeveloped land, the Cimarron River, and a boat
launch ramp. The Oklahoma Department of Transportation (ODOT) requested the ISA realizing the
potential for presence of hazardous waste or soil / groundwater pollution within or adjoining to the proposed
project area could lead to project delays and escalated construction costs.

The purpose of this assessment was to identify potential environmental concerns by reviewing historical data,
regulatory information, and by performing interviews and a visual inspection of the site and surrounding area.

The potential environmental concerns were developed from the available historical information and site work.
A list of contacts (Table 1) and a summary of potential environmental hazards (Table 2) are provided in
Exhibit A. Topographic, geologic, and site maps are provided in Exhibit B. Site photographs are available
in Exhibit C.

Sites with Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) determined by this supplemental ISA to present
a low, moderate, or high environmental risk to the AOI are listed below.

e Utility lines located within the AOI.

2.0 INVESTIGATIVE METHODS AND EVALUATION CRITERIA
2.1 Purpose

CP&Y requested an ISA along a segment of State Highway 99 (SH-99) covering northeast bound and
southwest bound sides of the bridge crossing the Cimarron River. The segment begins approximately 0.2
miles northeast of East 6th Street in Oilton and stretches northeast approximately 0.35 miles to the northeast
along SH-99 across the Cimarron River Bridge. The AOIl is generally characterized by native grass and tree

Initial Site Assessment Enercon Services, Inc.
SH-99: Cimarron River Bridge
Creek County, OK Page |1



by land subject to inundation. Beneath this land are primarily Terrace Sand (Qts) and Dune Sand (Qds).
The Terrace Sand consists of mostly unconsolidated sand, silt, and clay, with little to no gravel-sized
material. This unit former at several levels alone former courses of present-day streams. The Dune Sand
generally consists of windblown, fine- to very fine-grained, unconsolidated sand formed into definite
dune structure and ridges. Deposits of the Dune Sand most likely derived from Aeolian reworking of
modern and older alluvial and terrace deposit. An unconformity separates the underlying Cenozoic
from the Paleozoic Formations. The underlying Paleozoic Formation is the Vamoosa (IPvg). The
Vamoosa consists of locally calcareous, gray-green, blue-green, and maroon shale; siltstone; fine- to
coarse-grained sandstone; and thin limestones.

Mean annual precipitation of the AOI area is approximately 36 inches per year with the wet seasons
recognized as May - June and September - October.

A Geologic Map map of the subject area is included in Exhibit B, Figure 3. A Soil Map of the subject
area is included in Exhibit B, Figure 4.

5.0 FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Summarized below are the major findings from this Initial Site Assessment and appropriate recommendations.

Utility Lines in Corridor
Overhead electrical lines and associated pole-mounted transformers were observed within the AOI.

Recommendation — ENERCON considers the utilities in the corridor to be a low environmental
concern to the AOI. No further investigation is recommended at this time.

Initial Site Assessment Enercon Services, Inc.
SH-99: Cimarron River Bridge
Creek County, OK Page |12



Approximate
Subject Property
Boundal

,\/

Enercon Services, Inc.

1601 NW Expressway, Ste. 1000
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
Www.enercon.com

405.722.7693 405.722.7694 (fax)

Prepared for: ODOT
Project: CP&Y~00002

Site Map

SH-99 CIMARRON RIVER BRIDGE

Creek County, Oklahoma

Figure 1
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Sites at elevations higher than
or equal to the target property

¢  Sites at elevations lower than

the target property

Indian Reservations BIA
Power transmission lines

100-year flood zone
Manufactured Gas Plants

National Priority List Sites
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500-year flood zone
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. National Wetland Inventory
Dept. Defense Sites

This report includes Interactive Map Layers to
display and/or hide map information. The
legend includes only those icons for the
default map view.

SITE NAME: CP&Y SH-99 CIMARRON RIVER CLIENT: Enercon Services, Inc.

ADDRESS: SH-99 and Cimarron River CONTACT: Lauran Drummond
Drumright OK 74030 INQUIRY #: 5701588.2s

LAT/LONG: 36.09478/96.578825 DATE: June 27,2019 7:30 pm

Copyright © 2019 EDR, Inc. © 2015 TomTom Rel. 2015.
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‘ Oklahoma Department

of Transportation

Project Management Division (405)522-7601 Fax (405) 522-7612 Room 1-C6
DATE: July 28, 2016
TO: Distribution List
FROM: Joe Brutsché, Project Management Division

SUBJECT: Final Project Initiation

J/IP Number: 29829(04) County: Creek Highway: SH-99 Division: 8
PS&E Date: 2022 R/W Date: 2019 Drive-out Date: September 29, 2014
Programmed Estimate: $ 6,993,600.00

Project Description: SH-99 over Cimarron River, 4.4 miles E S Payne C/L

.........................................................................................................................................................

EXISTING INFORMATION

Reconnaissance Information Available

m Yes Location - http://plansrv1/0sd/JP2982904/PSEDevelopment/DataReconnaissance/
o No

Functional Classification

Area Type: o Urban m Suburban o Rural

Terrain Type: o Flat m Rolling o Mountainous

Access Control: o Full o Partial m None

Highway Type: o Freeway o Principal Arterial m Minor Arterial o Collector
o NHS m Non-NHS o STRAHNET o Scenic Hwy

Existing Condition

Current ADT: 2400 % Trucks: 15% Number of Lanes: 2 Lane Width: 12’

Outside Shoulder Width: 10’ Inside Shoulder Width: 10’

m Open Section o Curb & Gutter o Divided, median width:

o Other (describe):

Pavement Type: Asphalt overlay on PC Conc.

Pavement Condition: o Good = Fair o Poor

Shoulder Type: Asphalt overlay on PC Conc.

Shoulder Condition: o Good = Fair o Poor

Storm Sewer m No o Yes Storm Sewer Condition: o Good o Fair o Poor

Sidewalks m No o Left Width: ' o Right Width: '

Bridges within Project extents: SEE ATTACHED INSPECTION REPORTS
Bridge One NBI #: 15863
Bridge Two NBI #:



CONSIDERATIONS

Environmental/Right-of-Way

m Historic Properties, list: 15 low NRHP buildings in recon corridor (in Oilton)

o Archeological Sites, list:

o Cemeteries, list:

m Hazardous Waste Sites/ AST’s/ Coal Mines/LUST Sites, list: 2 inactive petroleum tanks, NE

of 41% Street (in Oilton)

m Threatened & Endangered Species, list with seasonal restrictions: ABB, Interior Least Tern,

Piping Plover

o Aquatic Species, list with seasonal restrictions:

m Section 4F or 6F Properties, list: 4(f) Keystone Wildlife Management Area both east and west

o Farmland = Wetlands o Scenic Rivers and Protected Aquifers o Critical Resource/
Sensitive Waters/Impaired Waters (type of impairment), List: Small area of wetlands

associated with the river bank.

FEMA Flood Zone mA OAE oX

Compensatory Flood Storage (possible)

Indian/Tribal/Federal/Wetland Reserve Program Properties, List:

Scenic Byway/Route 66

Ooodm

Alternative Impacts

m Other Agencies  List: USACE, ODWC

o Turnpike Involvement

o Metropolitan Planning Organizations List:

Right-of Way/Uftilities
m Additional RW Anticipated Describe: Possible Temp R/W for detour bridge tie-in
m Utility Conflicts Describe: Telephone and Fiber Optic attached to bridge

Permit Information

Design Exception Anticipated: = No o Asrequired by design o Yes, type:
Maintenance Agreements (Lighting, Signals, etc.): = No o Yes, type:

Permits required: m FAA m USACE o OWRB o Railroad o Other, type:

Comments for required permits: (Name and distance to airport, anticipated USACE permit type, Railroad owner,
active or abandoned rail line, etc.)

Hilltop Airport 2.1 miles NE of bridge; 404 permit will be required for potential jurisdictional
waters and wetlands impact.

Special Considerations

Utilities are attached to the existing bridge. (Telephone & Fiber Optic)

Impacts outside of present R/W will require Section 4(f) coordination with ODWC and USACE
due to Keystone Wildlife Management Area surrounding the existing bridge.

.........................................................................................................................................................



PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT

Project Intent:
Replace the narrow bridge.

Description of Proposed Improvements:

Replace the existing bridge with a 44’ wide (2-12’ lanes with 10’ shoulders) bridge on the
existing horizontal alignment. Replace guardrail, and the roadway portion will be milled
overlaid with asphalt 5” to the extents of the new guardrail, then tapered down to existing
pavement. A shoofly detour will be constructed at approximately a 40’ offset to the west, with a
one lane temporary bridge that is controlled by a signal. All fill and associated items with the
detour will be removed after construction and returned to previous conditions.

Design Speed: Remain as currently posted
Potential to transfer steel bridge beams to County
o No m Yes o N/A

Fully document specific reasons preventing transfer:

Project Termini

Beginning of Project: Approximately 400’ south of the southern end of the existing bridge.
End of Project: Approximately 400’ north of the northern end of the existing bridge.

Limits of Survey: From 600’ south of the southern end of the existing bridge, extending north
along SH-99 to a point 600’ north of the northern end of the existing bridge; 200" RT & LT
Limits of NEPA Survey Area: Same extents as survey and 200’ RT & LT

Typical Section

m Open Section o Curb & Gutter o Divided, median width:

o Other (describe):

Number of Lanes: 2 Lane Width: 12'

Outside Shoulder Width: 10 Inside Shoulder Width: 10’

Storm Sewer m No o Yes

Sidewalks m No o Left Width: ' o Right Width:

Sidewalk decision comments:

Overlay o No m Yes, thickness: 5” minimum to the extent of new
guardrail

Coldmill o No m Yes, thickness: TBD

Add Shoulders m No o Yes, width: '

Bridge Width 44'

Alignment

m Existing

o New, located oNorthor o Southor o Eastor o West of existing

o Parallel Lanes, located oNorthor o Southor o Eastor o West of existing

Alignment decision comments:
o Spot Improvements

o Horizontal, Description:

o Vertical, Description:



Detour

m Shoo-fly, located oNorthor o Southor o Eastor m West of existing
o Widening, located oNorthor o Southor  oEastor o West of existing
o Crossovers

o Close Road o Round Robin Approved

o Signed Detour, Route Description:

Anticipated duration of Detour:

o Public Meeting Required o Agreement Required
o Phased Construction, Description:

Aesthetics = No o Yes
Description of proposed aesthetic treatments:

Traffic Items

Traffic Management Plan o No m Yes

Median Barrier m No O Yes

New Guardrail o No m Yes

End Treatment o No m Type: GET

Highway Lighting m No o QOutside or o Median
Traffic Signals m No o Location(s):

Miscellaneous
Channel Work m No o Relocation o Re-Alignment o Cleanup
Public Involvement m No o Road Closure Letters

o Public Meeting

o Stakeholder Meeting

.........................................................................................................................................................

PROGRAMMING INFORMATION

RW Project Needed o No m Yes

Utility Project Needed o No m Yes

Initiation Estimate

Roadway: $ 300,000.00 Total Construction:  $ 7,602,920.00
Bridge: $ 5,840,000.00

Traffic Control: $ 1,000,000.00 Right-of-Way: $0.00

Signing and Striping: $ 100,000.00 Utility: $ 10,278.00
Highway Lighting:  $0.00

Traffic Signals: $0.00 Total Estimate: $7,613,198.00
Mobilization: $ 354,920.00

Staking: $ 8,000.00

E &C: $

Program Revisions

Estimate: $ Letting Date: Project Length:

Work Type:

Description:



Attendee Name

Representing

Jerry Ragsdale

Field Division Eight

Mark Zishka Field Division Eight
Mohamed Elyazgi Bridge Division
Caleb Austin Roadway Design Division

Steven Bowen

Roadway Design Division - Geometrics

Ben Mazloompour

Roadway Design Division

Randy Woods

Roadway Design Division

Jeffrey Hamilton

Roadway Design Division

Joe Brutsché

Environmental Programs Division

Jack Claxton

Right-of-way Division

Leroy Tackett Survey Division
Ray Sanders Project Management Division
Shelly Moody Project Management Division

Attachments (Aerial with Preliminary RW)

Distribution List:

Director of Engineering

Director of Capital Programs
Bridge Division

Environmental Programs Division
FHWA

Field Division

Project Management Division
Right-of-Way Division

Roadway Design Division
Survey Division

Strategic Asset & Performance Management Division

Traffic Engineering Division




[ OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -

Bridge Inspection Report

Suff. Rating: 61.4 Health Index :
L NBI No.:15863 Structure No.:1935 0635 X Local ID-1 ND 72.0
Description: IDENTIFICATION INSPECTION
6-120' CONT. PLATE GIRDER SPANS WITH 2-18' SAFETY CURBS Type  InspReq. InspDone  Freq: Insp. Date: Next Insp.;
1. State:QOklahoma 2. SHD District: Division 8 NBI: Y 24 4/28/2015 4/28/2017
3. County Code: CREEK 4. Place Code: Unknown FC Freq.: N N NA NA NA
Admin. Area: Unknown UW Freq.: N N NA NA NA
5. Inventory Route (Route On Structure): 1 -3 -1 -00099 - 0 0S Freq.: N N NA NA NA
6. Feature Intersected: CIMARRON RIVER
7. Facility Carried: S.H. 99 SH. 99 CLASSIFICATION
9. Location: 4.4 Ml E S PAYNE C/L 11. Mile Post: 6.349 mi 12. Base Hyvy Network : pn Base Network 20. Toll Facility: 3 Or_] free road
13. LRS Inv. Route./ Subroute.: 1935 0000 o1 21. Custlean: 01State nghwayAgency ) 22. O\.Nner_: 01 Sftate nghw§yAgency
G5 B . o on 17 Longte osesa s | 30, TCl B CI T CTRATIET h 101 Pl Scre: No| bridge xits
98. Border Br. Code: Jnknown (P) % Resp. : 0 99. Border Br. # Unknown . _eense lg way: 0 Noi a_ . Parallel Structure: No || -I ge exists
102. Dir. of Traffic:2 2-way traffic 103. Temp. Structure: Not Applicable (P)
) _ STRUCTURE TYPE AND MATERIALS 104. Highway System: 0 Not on NHS 105. Fed. Land Hwy 0 N/A (NBI)
43. Main Span_ Material and Design Type . i 110. National Truck Network: 0 Not part of na 112. NBIS Length: Long Enough
Steel Continuous Stringer/Girder
44. Approach Span Material and Design Type CONDITION

Unknown (NBI) Unknown (P)
45. No. of Spans Main Unit: 6 46. No. of Approach Spans:

107. Deck Type: 1 Concrete-Cast-in-Place
108A. Wearing Surface: 6 Bituminous
108B. Membrane: 8 Unknown

108C. Deck Protection: 8 Unknown

0

58. Deck: 5 Fair
62. Culvert: N N/A (NBI)
Flowline Notes:

@ S.2, E. SIDE, DOWN STR., TOP OF RAIIL, 48' 6"

59. Super.:5 Fair 60. Sub.: 5 Fair
61. Channel/Channel Protection: 6 Bank Slumping

AGE AND SERVICE

27. Year Built: 1963 106. Year Reconstructed: Unknown
28A. Laneson: 2 28B. Lanes Under: 0 19. Detour Length: 26.1 mi
29. ADT: 2300 30. Year of ADT: 2013 109. Truck ADT %: 16

42A. Type of Service on: 1 Highway
42B. Type of Service under: 5 Waterway

LOAD RATING AND POSTING
31. Design Load: 4 M 18 (H 20) 41. Posting status: A Open, no restriction
63. Op. Rating Method: 1 LF Load Factor-Ton Alt. Op. Rating Meth.: 1 LF Load Factor-To
64. Operating Rating (H/HS/3-3): 32.2 52.9 65.7
66. Inventory Rating (H/HS/3-3): 19.3 317 39.3
65. Inv. Rating Method: 1 LF Load Factor-Tor Alt. Inv. Rating Meth.:1 LF Load Factor-Tol
70. Posting: 5 At/Above Legal Loads Date Rated :  10/19/2010

GEOMETRIC DATA
10. Inv. Rte. Min. Vert. Clr.: 328.1 ft
32. Approach Roadway Width (W/ Shoulders): 44.0 ft
Deck Area: 23,659.1 sq. ft 33. Median: 0 No median
34. Skew: 0 35. Structure Flared: 0 No flare

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
94. Bridge Cost: ~ $1,653,965 75. Type of Work: 31 Repl-Load Capacit:
95. Roadway Cost: $2,729,042 76. Lgth. of Improvment:763.1 ft
96. Total Cost: $4,631,102 114. Future ADT: 3680
97. Year of Cost Est.: 2009 115. Year of Future ADT: 2033

NAVIGATION DATA

38. Navigation Control: Permit Not Required
39. \Vertical Clearance: 0.0 ft
111. Pier Protection: 1 Not Required

40. Horizontal Clearance: 0.0 ft
116. Lift Bridge Vert. Clear.: 0.0 ft

47. Inv. Rte. Total Horiz. Clr.:  28.0 ft
48. Length Maximum Span:120.0 ft 49. Structure Length: 763.0 ft
50A. Curb/Sdwlk Wdth L: 1.5 ft 50B. Curb/Sidewalk Width R: 1.5 ft
51. Width Curbto Curb:  28.0ft 52.  Width Out to Out: 310 ft
53.  Minimum Vertical Clearance Over Bridge: 328.1 ft
54A/54B. Min. Vert. Underclearance : N Feature not hwy or RR 0.0 ft
N/E SIW
Meas. -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1
Post. DONOTL DONOTL DONOTL DONOTL DONOTL DONOT!

55A/55B. Minimum Lateral Undrclearance R: N Feature not hwy or RR 0.0 ft

APPRAISAL

36C. Approach Rail: 0 Substandard
36B. Transition: 0 Substandard 36D. Approach Rail Ends: 0 Substandard
67. Str. Evaluation: 5Above Min Tolerable  68. Deck Geometry: 4 Tolerable
69. Underclearance, Vertical and Horizontal: N Not applicable (NBI)
71. Waterway Adequacy: 6 Equal Minimum

36A. Bridge Rail: 0 Substandard

56.  Minimum Lateral Undrclearance L: 0.0 ft 72. Approach Alignment: 6 Equal Min Criteria
113. Scour Critical: 8 Stable Above Footing
200c. Temperature: 50 214a. Posted Weight Limit: NR 243. Girder Spacing/Number : 10/ 4
200d. Weather: CLOUDY b. Posted Speed Limit : 55 244. Span Lengths :
201. Structural Steel ASTM Desig.: A373 18 ¢. Narrow/One Lane Bridge sign : -1 120 120 -1
202. Waterproof Membrane :-1 d. Vertical Clearance Sign: _ 120 120 -1
Date Installed © 1/1/1901 Advanced Warning Sign : _ 120 120
203. Type Exp. Dev. : Pourable Min. Measured Clearance : -1 245. Girder Depth : -1.000
Pourable Max. Measured Clearance : -1 246. Type of Overlay : ~ AC Over
204. Type of Handrail: Type B Steel Handrail e. Navigation Lights : NO 246. Overlay Thickness : 1.0
205. Material and Quantity : 4088.0 Working/Not Working : 246. Overlay Date : 1/1/1901
208. Type of Abutment : Skeleton 215. Overpass : B - state Highway 246. Overlay Depth Char?ge.d >1"7 No
Type of Foundation : Steel Piling 221. Substructure Cond. (U/W) : - 247. Protective Systems : 1. _
: . 2: 3:
209. Type of Pier / Found.: 2 Piers  Yes 222. Fill over RCB: -1 i 4 - 5: -
No Piling or Drilled Shaft 223. Appr. Slab/Rdwy Cond.: Satisfactory - ) ) - )
i 224, Critical Feature Type: 771 248. No. of Field Splices w/ Corrosion : 0
210. Foundation Elev. 7060.0 7020.0 225. Paint Type : Red Lead Ready 249. Scour Crit. POA exists?: No
73800 74500 10 Overcoat : 0 250. Culvert Headwall Dist.: -1.0
211. Wear. Surf. Prot. System : None 226. Date Painted: 6301 254.ThruTruss Type::
Date Installed : 1/1/1901 227. Paint Coloring: Silver 256. Char_w. Profile Up/Down Stream?: _
213. Utilities Attached : Communication 233. Deck Forming:  Conventional Forming 257a. OkiePROS Auto. Truck Routing  Yes
1 1 1 236. Deck Cleaning : -1 258. Plans w/ found. are in file at ODOT
1 1 1 238. School Bus Rte: Current and Desired Route 259. Scour Eval. is in file at ODOT
B B B 240. Appr. Roadway Type: Asphalt/Bituminous 263. Interchange at Intersection N
264. Interstate Milepoint -1.00
6/3/2015 Page 10f3
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Home > List Projects > Edit Project

; _Environmental__‘ _Design_l‘ ‘Related Projects_{ _Project Cost_|‘ _Project Revision_{ _Commitments_{ _Right-of-Way__‘ 'DOCUMENT VAULT__‘ ‘Local Government_l‘ FHWA Project Status Justification_\_‘ -Survey_|

Edit PROJECT Project Information

JP No. Proj. ID County Div. Maint. HWY Work Desc

Job Piece: 2982904 2982004  J2-9829(004) 19CREEK 8 8 SH099 11 BRIDGE & APPROACHES
Status Report: v/ AP Project: VE Project: Calculated Status: Prepare NEPA Document
Production Targets Planned Finish Actual Finish Status Cond g\?;ﬁ;lts;:s Project Legislative Districts

. e Ctrl. Start End Lgth Cong Senate House
Reconnaissance Data  09/02/2016 03/20/2014 Completed ” 035 6350 6450 0400 3 12 035
Project Initiation 12/01/2016 07/28/2016 Completed |

Project Location

Design Resource CP&Y, Inc. -
EC Solicitation 06/06/2011 07/07/2017 Location
EC Contract 01/06/2012 01/24/2018 EC No 1919A SH-99 OVER THE CIMARRON RIVER, 4.4 MILES E S PAYNE C/L
Survey 10/06/2017 07/21/2015 Completed | 1 SWO5132(1)

Project Status

. —
Hydraulics 01/16/2018 07/30/2018 Completed ” Status 8Year NHS FHWA Comm Fhwa Auth Let .., Award RW RW
/'-- CWP Sys. Oversight Appr. Auth FFY Date Date JP No. Let
Preliminary Field Review 08/10/2018 02/28/2019 Completed ” Programmed  Yes 092012 - NoDate 2024  NoDate _ R
o
RW & Utility Meeting 01/07/2019 12/03/2019 Completed ”
STIP & NEPA Information
&
Plans Submitted to R/W 02/03/2020 04/01/2020 Completed ” STIP STIP Pub ODOT TIP TIP MPO NEPA NEPA NEPA
,'--- FY Page Date Appr. FY Page Appr. Type Appr Re-Eval
NEPA Document 04/03/2020 Behind ” R N R R R i
R/W Phase '
Legal Entry 10/27/2020 On-Time . Project Budget & Plan Resource
X . < Advanced Federal State Other Total Design Consultant NEPA Consultant
Prepare Traffic Plans 10/18/2021 On-Time
$0 $0 $8,000,000  $0 $8,000,000 CP&Y, Inc. CP&Y, Inc.
Final Field Review 11/17/2021 On-Time
ODOT/FHWA Resources Assigned
Utility Out 02/19/2021 On-Time - - - - -
PMD Field FHWA NEPA Survey Materials Roadway Bridge Traffic RW Rail
404 Permit 12/04/2020 On-Time Brutsche ~ White Lairet Saulsberry - - Murphy Brown - -
Plans Complete 03/23/2022 On-Time Comments
Ready to Let 03/23/2022 On-Time _ no data found
Edit Resource and Comments | | Bridge Information| Proposed Bridge
Utility Information NBI# Status Co Ctl Milept Sd
15863  State Bridge 19 035 06350
Latest Utility Out Date 14
http://app-obi01-345:7778/apexBIDB/f?p=484:8:5186243972747::NO::P8§ N PK,P8 JOB PIECE:161438,2982904 4/20/2020



Edit NEPA Document Page 1 of 2

,“‘“‘ OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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#PA~¥ Transportation PROJECT STATUS SYSTEM

Logout

‘Projecl.

Home > List Projects > Edit Project > Edit Environmental Data > Edit NEPA Document

i igi i NEPA
Eglctu?;g?al NEPA | Cancel | | Save NEPA Document | |[NEPA Document Preparation Document
Job P 2082904 NEPA On Hold Memo Sent Date B Navigation
ob Piece
R/W Submittal Plans Recd B + Recon

« Section 4F
Draft Document Target Date I:l@ . Public
Initial
Initiation Report from PMD I:l@ raft Document Actual Date & . Re.

Footprint Review Prior to Start of Studielel == - Evaluation
CE Review

Consultant Notice To Proceed 05/07/2019 =]
L Draft CE Review by ODOT I:l =]
Property Owner Notification S=]

Comments To Consultant I:l
BLM Notification == &=

Revised CE from Consultant
BIA Notifcation = =

CE to FHWA ( if applicable
Consultant CR/Tribal Initiation 06/10/2019 S=] (if app ) =
Date of FHWA / ODOT Approval of CEI:' =B

CE Distribution [ =

Studies

FONSI Distribution

Farmland NRCS Requested I:l £z EA Review
Farmland NRCS Complete &= .

Draft EAReviewbyoODOT [ |5
CR Studies Requested 07/22/2019 =]

Draft EAReviewby FHWA [ |6
CR Studies Due 12/04/2019 =53]

Comments to Consultant I:l =z}
CR Studies Recd 10/25/2019 £

Revised EA from ConsultantlZl £
Biological Studies Requested 07/22/2019 =]

Draft EA to FHWA /=
Biological Studies Due 12/04/2019 [£=]

Draft EA Approval by FHWA B
Biological Studies Recd 02/13/2019 £z

Final EAfrom Consultant [ |E@
Meeting with 404 Permit Coordinator for Delineation I:l £

Final EA Reviewed B
Haz Waste Studies Requested 07/22/2019 =]

Final EA to FHWA /5
Haz Waste Studies Due 10/20/2019 £z

FONSI from FHWA |-
Haz Waste Studies Recd 07/30/2019 £ |:| =

Noise Studies Requested I:l =]

Noise Studies Due

|

i

Noise Studies Recd

i

Relo Studies Requested
Relo Studies Due

http://app-obi01-345:7778/apexBIDB/f?p=484:238:5186243972747::NO::P238 JOB PIECE:2982904 4/20/2020



CE Document Checklist (Updated 4/13/2020)

Should be included in the Other Section of all projects

JP No: 29829(04) Prepared by S. Stegmann
County: Creek Checked by T. Raines
Date
Checked: 4.22.2020
No Description Checked?
1 Project Information _
1.1 Correct Project No? (Check against Oracle info)
X X
1.2
Correct NBI No.? - Check against initiation report, Oracle, and plans
X x
13 Location No. for County projects only?
N/A N/A
1.4 Correct Field District?
X x
15 Correct Project Description? (Check against Oracle info and make sure
it matches project extent on the plans. If it doesn’t match, get the PM to
fix the Oracle)
X x
1.6 Construction Program/STIP/TIP Checked?
X x
2 Existing Conditions _
2.1 If it is a roadway project, is the roadway described first, then mentiona
any bridges mentioned within the project extent
N/A N/A
2.2 Avre the existing bridge type (span or box), width for span bridges (or
length for box) and structural conditions for each bridge correct ? Check
against GRIP info X X
2.3 Correct approach roadway width?
X x
24 Any roadway geometric deficiencies?
N/A N/A
25 Traffic data from plans - existing and pojected?
X x
3 Purpose & Need




3.1 Why is the project needed (NEVER what is proposed — REPLACE
BRIDGE or WIDEN ROADWAY or ADD SHOUDERS is NOT the
Purpose & Need)
X X
4 Alternatives & Proposed improvement _
4.1 Proposed roadway and bridge width
X x
4.2 Existing or offset alignment — reason for offset
X X
4.3 Replacement, Rehab, Removal or new bridge where there was none.
Removal of bridge or wideing of bridge.
X x
4.4 Road open to traffic during construction (If there is a shoofly, it is
considered open to traffic. Closed to traffic is only if there is a posted
detour on a different route) X x
4.5 Mention if everthing is within existing R/W X x
4 Public Involvement _
4.1 Check appropriate public involvement box. Include Road Closure letters
in the "Public Involvement" section and Property Owner letters in the
"Other Section". X X
5 CE Questions & Studies _
5.1 Are the R/W submittal or Final Plans with DATE STAMP included in
the Plans & Footprint Section? X x
5.2 Did the preparer verify that the plans were within study limits? x
X
5.3 Avre the studies arranged in the same order as the CE Questions?
X x
5.4 Is the NEPA on Hold Memo included?
N/A N/A
55 Is the offset alignment far enough away so that R/W not immediately
adjacent to existing R/W is needed?
N/A N/A
5.6 CR Report complete & arranged in the chronological order from latest to
oldest- includes letter to and from SHPO & OAS, CR report, Initial
letters to and responses from Tribes, Final letters to and responses from
Tribes? Do the CR Notes match the report? Are the notes checked in
commitment and included at the end of the CE
X x
5.7 Have the 4(f) properties been identified (from Recon, county map, and
plans)? If there are 4(f) properties, is the complete Section 4(f) N/A (project within
coordination included in the Section 4(f) section? R/W), N/A




5.10

Wias Section 6(f) properties verified with Dept. of Tourism for any
parks?

N/A N/A

511

Is a noise study needed (offset alignments, capacity increase, or major
vertical grade change)? If yes, is it included in the Noise Section and any

N/A N/A

512

Is the biological studies included and any notes for species included in
the commitments.

X x

5.13

Was there a Preliminary 404 Review done by the 404 permit coordinator
for any projects which had > 0.1 streams or > 0.5 AC of wetlands in the
initial study? Is the 404 permit box checked (should be yes for all
projects involving a bridge crossing a blue line).

in process, wetlands over
1.5 acres in footprint x

5.14

Does the project involve navigable waters (check USACE Section 10
waters and then verify wih Coastguard) and requires Coastguard
coordination? If so, it it listed in the Commitment?

N/A N/A

5.15

Does the project involve one of the scenic rivers or streams (Check
Oklahoma Scenic Rivers website)? If so, include coordination with
Scenic Rivers in the "Other Section"

N/A N/A

5.16

Was there coordination done with NRCS for projects involving new
R/W and not in an urban area? Letter to NRCS, AD-1066 Form
completed partlally (|f no response from NRCS) or completely (|f NRCS

N/A (project within
R/W), N/A

5.17

Is the pI’OjeCt Iocatlon C|rcled on the FEMA map or prlntout from FEMA
site saying no map is available included? If the project is in zone A-E, is
the coordination with the Designer to determine the need for map
revision included?

X x

5.18

Is the haz waste note mentioned and included at the end of the CE if
applicable? If the haz waste specialist required plans to complete studies,
were the plans provided and a revised memo obtained?

N/A N/A

5.19

Were the plans checked for road closure? Include sheets (Round Robin)
which say road will not be closed for bridge joint, paint, etc. projects,
letters sent and any responses. If there is road closure, were letters sent
out and all the comments addressed by Field Division?

N/A N/A

5.20

Avre the following early coordination letters and responses included? (1)
Property owner letter with list of property owners or letter from County
Commissioner with list of property owners, (2) BLM Letter and for state
projects, (3) BIA Letters, (4) Small City Letter, (5) Department of Mines

no new R/W, no letters
sent, N/A

521

Were there Tribal or Federal properties identified (from plans and recon
data)? If there are tribal, include all the tribal consent letters, signed
permission letters and any other related permission information. If there
are federal properties identified, include complete coordination
information. If there are federal properties identified as a 4(f) property,
this information will be included in the 4(f) appendix instead. If there are
BIA properties, the project is in Osage Nation or there are federal
properites, it will be an ICE.

N/A N/A




5.22

Does the "Other Section” include (1) initiation report for state projects
or NEPA Checklist for Local Govt. projects, (2) Any additional project
coordination, (3) bridge info from GRIP, (4) Project Oracle information
sheet with NEPA document information, (5) Completed CE Review
Checkilist

X x




Monthly Status Report

NEPA Consultant: CP&Y Eng Contract/Task Order: EC 2016F TO 2
CREEK
29829(04)
Project: SH-99 OVER THE CIMARRON RIVER, 4.4 MILES E S PAYNE C/L
Target Start | Target
Duration in from Task Completion Date Responsible
Step ID Calendar days |Order from Task Order: |Actual Start Date: | Actual Completion| Party Comments
Contract
1.1|Scope Clarification 0 3/8/2019 3/8/2019 3/8/2019 3/8/2019 | Administrator
Contract
1.2|Task Order Request 30 3/8/2019 4/7/2019 Administrator
Contract
1.3|Task Order Approval 30 4/7/2019 5/7/2019 Administrator
Contract
1.4|Notice to Proceed Date 1 5/7/2019 5/8/2019 5/7/2019 5/7/2019 | Administrator
Provided NEPA study area and
Provide NEPA Study location maps to ODOT for
2.1|Footprint 10 5/8/2019 5/18/2019 5/7/2019 5/9/2019 | Designer review on 5/9/19
Approved Study Footprint
2.2|and Location Map 5 5/18/2019 5/23/2019 5/9/2019 5/31/2019|EPD
Send out Property Owner
3.1 [Noatification 10 5/23/2019 6/2/2019 Consultant N/A within ROW
3.2 Tribal Property Notification 0 5/23/2019 5/23/2019 5/31/2019 5/31/2019| Consultant
Cultural Resources & Tribal
4.1 |Coordination Initiation 15 5/23/2019 6/7/2019 5/31/2019 6/10/2019|Consultant
Tribal Coordination 30 Day
Waiting Period prior to Start
4.2|of Specialist Studies 45 6/7/2019 7/22/2019 6/10/2019 7/10/2019|Consultant Tribal letters sent 6/10/19
5.1|Cultural Resources Studies 30 7/22/2019 8/21/2019 7/10/2019 7/26/2019 | Consultant
5.2[T&E & Wetland Studies 30 7/22/2019 8/21/2019 7/10/2019 8/14/2019|Consultant
5.3|Hazardous Waste Studies 30 7/22/2019 8/21/2019 7/10/2019 7/26/2019 | Consultant
5.4[NRCS coordination 60 5/23/2019 7/22/2019 Consultant N/A within ROW
6.1|Receive Preliminary Plans 0 8/15/2018 8/15/2018 8/15/2018 8/15/2018|PMD
6.2 [Review Plans with Footprint 15 8/15/2018 8/30/2018 Consultant
ODOT Review of Cultural ODOT final report email/mailed
7.1|Resources Studies 60 8/21/2019 10/20/2019 7/26/2019 8/16/2019| Specialists 8/20/19
ODOT Review of Biological ODOT sent revised reports to ODOT
7.2|Studies 60 8/21/2019 10/20/2019 8/14/2019 4/10/2020 | Specialists biological 9/11/19
ODOT Review of Haz Waste OoDOT
7.3|Studies 60 8/21/2019 10/20/2019 7/26/2019 7/30/2016 | Specialists
ODOT
8.1|USFWS 45|  10/20/2019 12/4/2019 4/10/2020 4/10/2020 | Specialists under formal consultation
ODOT
8.2[SHPO Coordination 45|  10/20/2019 12/4/2019 8/16/2019 10/25/2019 | Specialists CR avoidance memo
Initial Section 4(f) ODOT No R/W from Section 4(f)
9.1 |Coordination 0 5/23/2019 5/23/2019 Specialists Property needed
Section 4(f) Public ODOT
9.2[Involvement 0 12/4/2019 12/4/2019 Specialists
ODOT
9.3[Section 4(f) Coordination 0| 10/20/2019 10/20/2019 Specialists
Receive R/W & Utility
10.1|Meeting Plans 0 3/15/2019 3/15/2019 7/29/2019 7/29/2019|PMD Needs to be revised
Review Revised Plans with
10.2 [Footprint 15 3/15/2019 3/30/2019 7/29/2019 7/29/2019| Consultant
10.3|Attend Plan In Hand 15 3/30/2019 4/14/2019 12/3/2019 12/3/2019 | Consultant
Receive R/W Submittal
11.1|Plans 0 6/15/2019 6/15/2019 2/17/2020 2/17/2020|PMD Needs to be revised
Review R/W Submittal Plans
11.2|with Footprint 5 6/15/2019 6/20/2019 2/17/2020 2/17/2020|Consultant
12.1|Draft CE Preparation 15 12/4/2019 12/19/2019 4/10/2020 4/22/2020 Consultant
ODOT
Environmental
Contract
12.6[ODOT Review 15 12/19/2019 1/3/2020 4/22/2020 Manager
12.7|Final CE Preparation 5 1/3/2020 1/8/2020 Consultant
FHWA Review of CE
12.8|Document 15 1/8/2020 1/23/2020 FHWA
ODOT
Environmental
Contract
12.9|Distribution of CE Document 5 1/23/2020 1/28/2020 Manager
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