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Table 3: Wetland Summary Table
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101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121 | Indianapolis, IN 46204
pAnsoNs Direct: +1 317.616.1000 | Fax: +1 317.616.1033 | www.parsons.com

[NAME]
[STREET]
[CITY, ZIP]

RE: Des. No. 1382874
Salt Creek Trail Phase 3B
Brown County, Indiana

Notice of Entry for Survey or Investigations
May 9, 2019
Dear Property Owner,

Our information indicates that you own property near the above proposed transportation project.
Representatives of the Indiana Department of Transportation will be conducting engineering and/or
environmental surveys of the project area in the near future. It may be necessary for the INDOT Representatives
to enter onto your property to complete this work. This is permitted by Indiana Code § 8-23-7-26. Anyone
performing this type of work has been instructed to identify him or herself to you, if you are available, before
they enter your property. If you no longer own this property or it is currently occupied by someone else (i.e.
rental, sharecrop), please let us know the name of the new owner or occupant so that we can contact them
about the survey.

Please read the attached notice to inform you of what the “Notice of Entry for Survey or Investigation” means.
The design and environmental surveys are needed for the proper planning and design of this highway project.
Engineering survey work would include mapping the location of features such as trees, buildings, fences, drives,
ground elevations, etc. Environmental survey work may include the identification and mapping of wetlands,
architectural surveys, archaeological investigations (which may involve the survey, testing, or excavation of
identified archaeological sites), and various other environmental studies. It is our sincere desire to cause you
as little inconvenience as possible during this survey.

At this stage we generally do not know what effect, if any, our project may eventually have on your property. If
we determine later that your property is involved, we will contact you with additional information.

If any problems occur, please contact the field crew or one of the following;:

Roy Carlsgaard, PE Daniel J. Miller Harry S. Nikides
President IXOYE Engineering Principal Environmental Planner ASC Group, Inc.

P.O Box 48 101 West Ohio Street, Suite 2121 9376 Castlegate Drive
Bargersville, IN 46106 Indianapolis, IN 46204 Indianapolis, IN 46256
(317) 840-0026 (317) 616-4663 (317) 915-9300 x100
roy@ixoyeengineering.com daniel.j.miller@parsons.com

Please be aware that IC 8-23-7-27 and 28 provides that you may seek compensation from INDOT for damages
occurring to your property (land or water) that result from INDOT’s entry for the purposes mentioned above in IC
8-23-7-26. In this case, a basic procedure that may be followed is for you and/or an INDOT employee or
representative to present an account of the damages to one of the above named INDOT staff. They will check
the information and forward it to the appropriate person at INDOT who will contact you to discuss the situation

and compensation.
Parsons PLUS envision more I M

Des. 1382874 Appendix G Page G-2



J Port
Text Box


In the event that property damage occurs as a result of work performed during survey, the Greenfield District
Real Estate Manager can provide you with a form to request compensation for damages. You may contact:

Donald Ballard

Greenfield District Real Estate Manager
32 South Broadway

Greenfield, IN 46160

317-467-3941

doballard@indot.in.gov

After filling out the form, you can return it to the District Real Estate Manager for consideration. Please contact
the District Real Estate Manager if you have questions regarding the matter, rights, and procedures.

If you are not satisfied with the compensation that INDOT determines is owed to you, Indiana Code 8-23-7-8
provides the following:

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

Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,

Daniel J. Miller

Parsons, Principal Environmental Planner
101 W. Ohio St., Suite 2121
Indianapolis, IN 46204
daniel.j.miller@parsons.com

Attachment

PARSONS 2
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Mailed May 9, 2019

State Parcel No.
07-07-30-200-100.000-004

07-07-30-200-111.000-004
07-07-19-400-153.000-004
07-07-19-400-634.001-005
07-07-19-400-639.000-005

Des. 1382874

Owner Name

Charles W. Snyder

Charles W. Snyder

Charles W. Snyder

Brown County Maple Leaf Building Corp.
Brown County Community YMCA, Inc.

Owner Address

26 SNYDER RD, NASHVILLE, IN 47448

26 SNYDER RD, NASHVILLE, IN 47448

26 SNYDER RD, NASHVILLE, IN 47448

26 SNYDER RD, NASHVILLE,IN 47448

105 WILLOW STREET, NASHVILLE,IN 47448

Appendix G

Location Address

SNYDER RD (REAR)NASHVILLE,47448
STATE ROAD 46NASHVILLE, 47448

STATE ROAD 46NASHVILLE,47448

200 MAPLE LEAF BLVDNASHVILLE,47448
105 WILLOW STNASHVILLE,47448
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Salt Creek Trail negotiations continue

ra Chifford

By SUZANNAH COUCH and SARA CLIFFORD, scouch@bcdemocrat.com,
sclifford@bcdemocrat.com

The Indiana Department of Transportation has offered Brown County Schools
$13,700 for an easement that would allow the placement of two bridges on
either end of Eagle Park as part of the Salt Creek Trail.

The school board did not vote right away; they took the matter under
advisement after it was presented to them at the Oct. 4 meeting. They did not
specify when they would vote.

The steel-truss highway bridges are to go over Salt Creek and help link Brown
County State Park with downtown Nashville — eventually, when the 3-mile-
long trail is finished. In addition to a spur to the Brown County Schools
campus, it could extend to the county-owned Deer Run Park as well.

Eagle Park houses the schools’ cross-country course, baseball and softball
diamonds. The east bridge will connect the state park with Eagle Park, and the

west bridge will connect Eagle Park with the Parkview Road area.

Story continues below gallery

o 10/19/salt_creek_trail_ ;_connuel L]

272020 Sall Cresk Trall negotations continue

Part of the west bridge will go on land formerly owned by Gary and Sheila
Oliver off Parkview Road. Eight months after being contacted by INDOT, in
early February, the couple sold a quarter-acre of their yard for an undisclosed
sum.

Brown County Highway Superintendent Mike Magner, the trail project manager,
attended the school board meeting to help answer questions.

Later that evening, Magner also talked with a group after the League of
Women Voters' candidate forum about how the land acquisition process has
played out. That topic had come up during commissioner candidate speeches
at the forum.

Backaground

ning in October 2002. The first three-
e Brown County YMCA and Nashville

wnwe/ 29
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CVS, opened in the fall of 2013.

In 2014, it was announced that a two-section, 400-foot-long, vehicular bridge
owned by the state was coming to Brown County for use on the trail. INDOT
offered to pay to rehab the bridge sections for their new use and place them
on the trail.

least 25 years at an unspecified cost.

The other bridge section will go on state park property, so the Indiana
Department of Natural Resources would be responsible for maintaining it,
Magner said at the trail meeting last October.

The DNR is in charge of building the trail section on Eagle Park and state park
property. INDOT is enly handling the easements and placement of the bridge

for that section.

Much of the funding to build the trail is coming from INDOT and the DNR.

e, 10/ 197salt_creak_trail_s y_consnual ]
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INDOT. INDOT offered them $7,800 for a quarter-acre; the Olivers initially said
no.

Last week the couple said that that wasn't the final price; INDOT kicked in
more to allow for fencing and landscaping, which the couple will have to do
themselves if they want it to shield their yard from trail users.

The Olivers have said that they aren’t against the trail; they just didn't want it
in their yard, and they didn’t want to part with their land for this bridge, but
felt like they had no choice.

"As you can guess, we're trying to get over it, but it's just really difficult,” Gary
Oliver said last week.

“We had said before we would give you land to put a bridge there that fits, but
not this big, ugly iron big-span bridge that’s going to be taller than our house.”

Gary Oliver said he talked briefly with members of the Brown County
Beautification Committee and they think something can be done to make the
bridge look better than it does now. "They thought it would work out, even
though the bridge really didn't fit the Brown County look,” he said.

"Sp, it's amazing what's happened to us, but we said we're too old to fight it,
and we negotiated and it's over.”

The Brown County school board gave some consent for the use of its land
nearly 10 years ago, allowing wetlands that were disturbed during the building

Eagle Park and parallel the schools’ cross-country course in places.

o 10/19/salt_creek_trail_ connuel 4m
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The school board may end up dealing with the bridge agreement and the trail
easement paperwork at the same meeting, Hammack said.

INDOT's $13,700 offer to the school board includes $2,500 for the land itself
where the bridge will be placed, and $4,400 for the perpetual easement on
0.459 acres, since the bridge will be there forever. The offer also included
$6,800 for a temporary right-of-way on 2.477 acres for job site access. The
values were were determined by an appraiser.

Eminent domain?

The acquisition offer the school board received states that if the board does
not accept the offer and cannot come to an agreement with INDOT, INDOT has
the right to “file suit to condemn, and acquire the property and easement in
the county in which the real estate is located.”

Last summer, the Olivers received a similar letter from INDOT which
mentioned eminent domain.

What that language meant was part of what Magner was discussing with
members of the Birkemeier family, Brown County Republican Party Chairman
Mark Bowman and others after the Oct. 4 candidate forum.

During commissioner candidate Kyle Birkemeier's speech that evening, he
claimed that the Olivers’ land had been taken by eminent domain and that the
county had a “transparency problem” in the way this project was handled. He
pledged to complete the trail without using “threats.” Bowman had interjected
in Biddle’s defense; she was not at the forum.

Public hearings which INDOT conducted in January and August 2015 about
moving the bridge here were done in Clay County, where the bridge has stood
for decades. The project was talked about in public meetings of the county
commissioners and Salt Creek Trail Committee in Brown County.

o 10/19/salt_creek_trail_ ;_connuel 59
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Several groups of commissioners have come in and out of office since trail
planning started in 2002. At least twice, previous commissioners had promised
to not use eminent domain in acquiring land for the trail.

Over the past 16 months. neither INDOT nor the commissioners have said that

People who'd supported the Olivers thought that that vote meant they didn't
have to part with their land, but the acquisition process had already been
started months before, Sheila Oliver said. When the acquisition process is over,
eventually, the trail will be turned over to the county, Magner said at the Oct. 4
school board meeting.

Sheila Oliver asked him if the school property was being acquired through
condemnation or eminent domain. Magner said no to both because the district
received a cash offer.

"We had a cash offer too,” Oliver said, "but in our signing, it clearly states that
it was condemnation and eminent domain claimed. I know many people have
been confused about that, but that's exactly what our offer said that we
signed.”

Legally, eminent domain is the taking of private property for public use, with
fair compensation.

Magner told the school board audience that there is a difference between the
Olivers’ property and the school property because the Olivers’ property was
actually purchased by INDOT, whereas the schools are only considering
allowing INDOT an easement.

o 10/19/salt_creek_trail_ connuel ]

Appe_ndix G

Page G-7



Des. 1382874

2nTR00 San Crook Tral nogosations continug
Hammack also said that the school property envisioned for the trail will be an
easement, and that will be in writing.

"What we've been really intentional about making sure is that everything we
want to have established in the easement is codified, because really when we
go way back — which is why I think so many folks have been frustrated
throughout this process — that initial easement was never signed, never
recorded, but we have a recollection of it,” she said.

Magner said as documents are signed, he will have them recorded at the
county recorder's office and get copies back to the district.

School board president Steve Miller Jr. said he was "bothered” by the perpetual
easement term.

"It's perpetual as long as there’s a trail,” Magner said. He said if some point in
the future, the trail stops existing, the school district could file with the state
after a certain number of years to reclaim the property as long as it's not
being used for a trail.

Sheila Oliver, a former elementary school principal, said last week that she still
has concerns about the wisdom and safety of putting a public trail on school-
owned land, especially considering measures the school district has taken to
boost security at its buildings.

How to keep children safe on the trail was asked of candidates for school board
at their forum on Oct. 3. Suggestions included having a person patrol the trail
and/or installing facial-recognition cameras.

When is the bridge coming?

The bridge in question is still being used on State Road 46 near Bowling
Green. Work to build a new road section and bridge is under way.

o 10/19/salt_creek_trail_ ;_connuel k]
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Magner told the school board there’s “kind of a need to move forward” as soon
as possible.

He said the goal is to get construction for the bridge placement started this
winter, in the off-season for outdoor sports that use Eagle Park, like cross-
country. Winter is also when trees can be legally cleared because of bat habitat
season in the spring, he said. It could be about a year before the bridges
would be moved, he said.

Putting in the foundation could also “coincide with building the rest of trail in
the same off-season,” he said.

"Unfortunately, we just went through the process of making the course all
muddy (with cross-country events), so since we already had some
disturbance, it would be a good time to come in and build the base for the rest
of it {the trail),” Magner said

"Then, we can clean it all up at one time and reseed it, so by the time cross-
country comes along next year, you have a perfect bed of grass on the whole
project.”

Biddle said Oct. 9 that the volunteer Salt Creek Trail Committee still exists, but
it had not been meeting since INDOT was in the process of securing multiple
easements. At the trail information forum last October, she had pledged to
reorganize the committee; Birkemeier had volunteered to be on it. Current
members include Ellen Carter, Brian Howey and Mark Shields, Biddle said last
week.

The committee is responsible for completing the trail section that goes
between the Brown County YMCA and the bridge in question at Parkview Road.

"I think once the acquisition happens with the schools and we get confirmation
from INDOT that the bridges are coming, then we will recircle the wagon,”
Biddle said last week.

o 10/19/salt_creek_trail_ connuel 1]
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es not here, but some work

done on park phe

Earth-movers have arrived at Brown County Schools’ Eagle Park to prepare to
build another segment of the Salt Creek Trail.

Since 2013, planned expansions of the trail to connect downtown Nashville
with Brown County State Park have been on hold while the Indiana
Department of Transportation worked to secure easements from property
owners in the path.

The necessary agreements have now been made with owners in the section
that will run from the state park to Parkview Road, in the area of the former
RedBarn Jamboree and Hesitation Point bicycle shop.

In February, the school board approved the sale of real estate interests to
INDQT so that a bridge can be placed for the trail. It will go on the northwest
corner of the school district’s Eagle Park property spanning over to the
Parkview area, Superintendent Laura Hammack said.

The parties settled on a price of $161,000. The original offer INDOT made to
the school board was $13,700.

A second bridge over Salt Creek will be installed on land owned by the Indiana
Department of Natural Resources in the state park, Hammack said.

In 2014, it was announced that a two-section, 400-foot-long, vehicular bridge
owned by the state was coming to Brown County for use on the trail. INDOT
offered to pay to rehab the bridge sections for their new use and place them

on the trail.
e, L on_sall_creek_{ral_project! 104
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Last week, Brown County Highway Superintendent Mike Magner, the trail
project manager, said he didn't know when the bridges will be delivered
because they are still in use in Clay County; they're currently part of State
Road 46 while INDOT builds a new road. Those crews are running behind
because of conflicts with weather and utilities, he said.

On March 28, the school board also approved an access easement agreement
between the school corporation and the county, which allows for the actual
trail to be in Eagle Park.

This also allowed the county to begin removing trees in the area of the trail
and where the bridges will be dropped. That work had to be completed by April
1 before the beginning of the bat habitat season.

Hammack said the school board was intentional about knowing which trees
would be removed. “We were really intentional about making sure the plans
were fundamentally mapped so that we understood where trees would be
removed. It was extraordinarily important to the board to make sure those
plans were detailed and defined,” she said.

Erosion control was also used, Magner said at the March 20 Brown County
Commissioners meeting.

A date on when trail surface construction will begin at Eagle Park has not been
finalized, as final revisions to plans are being made, Magner said last week.

The school district is still supposed to be notified when the property is being
worked on, but they are not a part of the trail development conversation, as
Magner is the lead on all of the trail work, Hammack said.

For example, if the cross-country trail at Eagle Park is damaged during
construction of the Salt Creek Trail, the school district will participate in
“collaborative conversations” with the county on how best to mitigate the
damage. The county would then pay for that mitigation, Hammack said.

o on_sai_creek_tral_project! 24
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What's next?

The 3-mile-long Salt Creek Trail project started with route planning in October
2002. The first three-quarter-mile paved section, between the Brown County
YMCA and Nashville CVS, opened in the fall of 2013.

A Salt Creek Trail Committee of local people was formed before the project
became a county project with the involvement of INDOT and the DNR, which
offered the Clay County bridges. The county then had to sign off as the
recipient.

"Then, honestly, it becomes no different than a paving state highway kind of
thing. INDOT does it,” commissioner Diana Biddle said. "While having a trail
committee is good for fundraising and that sort of stuff, basically, all of the
decisions that are required now are required as votes by the commissioners,”
she said. This means that a trail committee is not needed right now to oversee
the phases yet to be finished, since funding has been secured through grants
and donations, she said.

Easements have not been secured for the middle phase of the trail, which
would connect Parkview Road with the YMCA. Last week, Magner said that
survey work was in process for a preliminary design of that route. Biddle said
that only possible routes have been identified for that phase, but nothing
official.

One option would require working with landowners to secure land along Salt
Creek for the trail. That would require building another pedestrian bridge over
the creek, Biddle said. A bridge could be funded with future trail grants from
the state, she said.

Another option could be using a sidewalk alongside Maple Leaf Boulevard that
would then go out to State Road 46 East, use existing highway easements to
the Sgt. Jeremy R McQueary Memorial Bridge, then take the trail down to
creek level at that point.

o on_sai_creek_tral_project! W4
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From there, the trail would connect back up to the donated highway bridge
that will be placed near Parkview Road to go into Eagle Park.

"I think we get need to get the bridges done. We need to finish the (Brown
County) Music Center. Then, by the time we get all that done, towards the end
of the year, we will be ready to look at, 'This is the last piece, and how we are
going to connect?™ Biddle said about the middle phase.

Biddle said a committee of community members would be needed to look into
the fourth phase of the Salt Creek Trail once the other phases are completed.

"Would we go to the school (campus in Nashville)? Would we try to go out to
Deer Run? Where does the community want it to go? At that point, we would
probably turn it back to a community committee to investigate different
alternatives,” she said.

A committee could also be formed to raise money for that phase of the trail,
she said.

Suzannah Couch
Suzannah Couch grew up in Brown County, reading the Brown County Democrat. A 2013
Franklin College graduate, she covers i county g ., cops/ , education
and arts/entertainment.
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Leaders See Light At The End Of Tunnel For
Brown Co. Salt Creek Trail

By LINDSEY WRIGHT
Posted October 26, 2018

Sign Up to see what your friends like.
Support For Indiana Public Media Comes From

Become an Indiana Public Media supporter

Mike Magner points to a 2008 layout of the Salt Creek Trail, which will run in its entirety from Nashville
to Brown County State Park. (Lindsey Wright, WFIU/WTIU News)

Brown County leaders say they’re closer to breaking ground on the next phase of the Salt Creek
Trail.

The Indiana Department of Transportation reached settlements this month with three property H d I. |
owners. The state will pay them a total of more than $481,000 for access to their land. ea lne

- Delivered fi
Some of those negotiations started more than a year ago. toeyoﬁreigb;ef
Phase 1 of the trail is already complete. The end goal is to see the trail run from Nashville all the every weekday.

way to Brown County State Park. SUBSCRIBE NOW
Brown County Highway Superintendent Mike Magner is a project manager for the trail.

Magner says the project, which started about 15 years ago, is complicated because there are
multiple phases and funding sources. So, he says there’s a lot of misinformation.

"Uninformed people were throwing out that all the county, the commissioners and myself are all
bad people because we condemned and stole people’s property; that didn’t happen," Magner

says. "So that’s upsetting to us."

Magner says all funding is secured for the project, including through the Department of Natural
Resources and federal highway funds. But he says there are additional sections to the trail being
considered, including one that would connect to the high school.

httﬁgépqggﬁg;)i&media.org/news/leaders-see-light-at-theAeFSEécﬁawngI-for-brown-co.-salt-creek-trail.php Page G-1 11 2
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Leaders See Light At The End Of Tunnel For Brown Co. Salt Creek Trail | News - Indiana Public Media

The DNR’s portion of the project, which extends to the state park, should be complete this
spring. Magner says he expects the entire trail will be finished no later than 2021.
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Fw: RedBarn Proposal for Salt Creek Trail-Phase III

Subject: Fw: RedBarn Proposal for Salt Creek Trail-Phase I1I
From: "Bob Kirlin" <bob.kirlin@sbcglobal.net>

Date: 3/7/2017, 3:12 PM

To: "Roy Carlsgaard - IXOYE" <roy@ixoyeengineering.com>

For your information. Bob

From: Jacqueline Watson

Sent: Tuesday, March 7, 2017 2:48 PM

To: shieldsma@browncounty-in.us ; bob.kirlin@sbcglobal.net
Subject: RedBarn Proposal for Salt Creek Trail-Phase III

Hey Mark and Bob,

From my conversation with Mark today, | would like to share this proposal from the RedBarn for the Salt
Creek Trail, transverse across the RedBarn property, please let me know that you have in fact received
the documentation along with 3 drawing. | have much enthusiasm for seeing this Trail being completed,
and | welcome your feed-back.

Ms. Watson
— Attachments:
RedBarn-be-sctrail.odt 26.6 KB
sct-dr-1.jpg 400 KB
sct-dr-2.jpg 336 KB
sct-dr-3.jpg 336 KB
Des. 1382874 Appendix G Page G-13
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Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT)
State Preservation and Local Initiated Projects FY 2020 - 2024

SPONSOR CONTR [ sTIP | ROUTE WORK TYPE LOCATION DISTRICT MILES FEDERAL Estimated PROGRAM PHASE FEDERAL MATCH 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
ACT#/ | NAME CATEGORY Cost left to
LEAD Complete
DES Project*

Brown County

Indiana Department 1800762 | Init. [SR46  |Bridge Thin Deck 00.11 mile W of SR 135 over N Seymour O[NHPP Bridge CN $315,555.20 $78,888.80 $394,444.00

of Transportation Overlay Fork Salt Creek Construction

Brown County 1902078 | A07 |[IR1001 |Bridge ion: Countywide Bridge ion 0|STBG $203,575.00|Local Bridge PE $143,801.60 $0.00 $67,101.60 $18,351.20 $58,348.80
and Inventory Program for Program
Cycle Years 2021-2024

Local Funds PE $0.00| $35,950.40 $16,775.40] $4,587.80 $14,587.20

Comments:No MPO. Add $67,101.60 federal and $16,775.40 local funds to FY 2022. Add $18,351.20 federal and $4,587.80 local funds to FY 2023. Add $58,348.80 federal and $14,587.20 local funds to FY 2024.

e —
Brown County 37105 / Init. VAVARI |Bike/Pedestrian Salt Creek Trail - Phases 2 & 3 Seymour 0[STPBG Local CN $1,559,424.00 $0.00 $1,559,424.00
1382874 Facilities Transportation
Alternatives
Local Funds CN $0.00 $389,856.00 $389,856.00
Brown County 38170 / Init. VAVARI |Bridge ) C: ywide Bridge ion 0|STPBG Local Bridge PE $67,309.92 $0.00 $50,737.70| $16,572.22
1500200 land Inventory Program for Program
Cycle Years 2017-2020
Local Funds PE $0.00 $16,827.48 $12,684.42 $4,143.06
Indiana Department 39866 / Init. | SP PARK |Covered Bridge Covered Bridge at North Gate Seymour 0[STPBG DNR/INST CN $93,802.52 $23,450.63 $117,253.15
of Transportation 1601821 Rehabilitation of Brown County State Park off Construction
of SR 46
Indiana Department  [39878 / Init. | SR 46 Small Structure 4.0 miles E of SR135E Seymour O|NHPP Eridge ROW RW $64,000.00 $16,000.00 $80,000.00
of Transportation 1600668 Replacement Junction
Bridge CN $1,329,131.20]  $332,282.80 $1.661414.00
Construction
Indiana Department  [40058 / Init. |SR 46 Bridge Deck Overlay 1.24 mile E of W Jct of SR 135 Seymour O[NHPP Bridge CN $1,200,117.60 $300,029.40(  $1,500,147.00
of Transportation 1602105 over North Fork Salt Creek Construction
Indiana Department  [40313 / Init.  |SR 135 |Replace 14.64 miles S of SR 46 at Seymour 0[sTPBG Bridge CN $1,458,021.60 $364,505.40 $1,822,527.00
of Transportation 1500022 Superstructure Pleasant Valley Creek Construction
Indiana Department ~ [40939 / Init. ISR 135 |HMA Overlay, 0.95 miles N of W Jct SR 46 (Ri Seymour 11.596(STPBG Road CN $4,094,630.40|  $1,023,657.60 $5,118,288.00
of Transportation 1801065 Preventive [dgeway Dr) to 0.33 miles S of Construction
Maintenance E Jct of SR 252
Bridge CN $3,200.00 $800.00 $4,000.00
Construction
Indiana Department  [41459 / Init. ISR 135 |Replace 7.11 mi S of SR 46, at Br Salt 0[STPBG Bridge ROW RW $64,000.00 $16,000.00 $80,000.00
of Transportation 1800293 Superstructure Creek
Bridge Consulting PE $761,680.00]  $190,420.00 $933,000.00 $19.100.00
Bridge CN $2.139,904.00  $534,976.00 $2,674,880.00
Construction
Indiana Department  |42298 / A13 [SR46  |HMA Overlay Minor SR 446 to W Jet of SR 135 Seymour 15.24NHPP $15,135,279.00(Road ROW RW $60,000.00 $15,000.00 $75,000.00
of Transportation 1900331 Structural
Page 29 of 401 Report Created:2/14/2020 2:33:59PM

*Estimated Costs left to Complete Project column is for costs that may extend beyond the four years of a STIP. This column is not fiscally constrained and is for information purposcs.
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U.S.'-—'Censﬁs Bureau

AMERICAN | 14
FactFinder (|
C02003 DETAILED RACE

Universe: Total population
2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Technical Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities, and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Brown County, Indiana Census Tract 9749, Brown County,
Indiana
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 15,007 kokok 4,466 +/-397
Population of one race: 14,781 +/-103 4,451 +/-393
White 14,537 +/-70 4,405 +/-396
Black or African American 80 +/-40 16 +/-25
American Indian and Alaska Native 0 +/-18 0 +/-11
Asian alone 119 +/-86 0 +/-11
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 +/-18 0 +/-11
Some other race 45 +/-47 30 +/-45
Population of two or more races: 226 +/-103 15 +/-17
Two races including Some other race 38 +/-30 0 +/-11
Two races excluding Some other race, and three or 188 +/-98 15 +/-17
more races
Population of two races: 226 +/-103 15 +/-17
White; Black or African American 34 +/-30 9 +/-13
White; American Indian and Alaska Native 141 +/-89 6 +/-11
White; Asian 0 +/-18 0 +/-11
Black or African American; American Indian and 13 +/-23 0 +/-11
Alaska Native
All other two race combinations 38 +/-30 0 +/-11
Population of three races 0 +/-18 0 +/-11
Population of four or more races 0 +/-18 0 +/-11

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2013-2017 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural populations, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census

1 of 2 02/25/2020
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https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/technical-documentation/code-lists.html
https://www.census.gov/acs/www/methodology/sample_size_and_data_quality/
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FactFinder \ ._)\
B17001 POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS BY SEX BY AGE

Universe: Population for whom poverty status is determined
2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Technical Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities, and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 9749, Brown County,

Brown County, Indiana
Indiana

1 of 2

Des. 1382874

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 14,841 +/-94 4,300 +/-377
Income in the past 12 months below poverty level: 1,566 +/-434 300 +/-165
Male: 721 +/-220 159 +/-88
Under 5 years 29 +/-37 0 +/-11
5 years 0 +/-18 0 +/-11
6 to 11 years 54 +/-46 31 +/-42
12 to 14 years 0 +/-18 0 +/-11
15 years 0 +/-18 0 +/-11
16 and 17 years 15 +/-23 0 +/-11
18 to 24 years 78 +/-62 0 +/-11
2510 34 years 142 +/-62 49 +/-37
35 to 44 years 72 +/-67 40 +/-46
45 to 54 years 157 +/-88 0 +/-11
55 to 64 years 114 +/-64 38 +/-38
65 to 74 years 53 +/-39 0 +/-11
75 years and over 7 +/-11 1 +/-4
Female: 845 +/-296 141 +/-104
Under 5 years 2 +/-9 0 +/-11
5 years 13 +/-24 0 +/-11
6 to 11 years 54 +/-57 32 +/-49
12 to 14 years 42 +/-41 0 +/-11
15 years 1 +/-5 0 +/-11
16 and 17 years 66 +/-46 0 +/-11
18 to 24 years 136 +/-101 0 +/-11
2510 34 years 101 +/-58 22 +/-30
35 to 44 years 105 +/-77 24 +/-39
45 to 54 years 55 +/-33 0 +/-11
55 to 64 years 136 +/-65 35 +/-36
65 to 74 years 72 +/-78 3 +/-5
75 years and over 62 +/-37 25 +/-24
Income in the past 12 months at or above poverty level: 13,275 +/-436 4,000 +/-417
Male: 6,637 +/-201 1,916 +/-248
Under 5 years 242 +/-50 75 +/-73

Appendix |
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https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/technical-documentation/code-lists.html
https://www.census.gov/acs/www/methodology/sample_size_and_data_quality/

Brown County, Indiana Census Tract 9749, Brown County,

Indiana
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
5 years 110 +/-86 58 +/-83
6 to 11 years 408 +/-95 164 +/-93
12 to 14 years 220 +/-75 85 +/-60
15 years 107 +/-58 36 +/-40
16 and 17 years 200 +/-60 99 +/-76
18 to 24 years 404 +/-62 9 +/-12
25 to 34 years 514 +/-55 138 +/-93
35to 44 years 785 +/-76 287 +/-113
45 to 54 years 939 +/-73 233 +/-67
55 to 64 years 1,194 +/-61 373 +/-92
65 to 74 years 1,046 +/-25 291 +/-69
75 years and over 468 +/-22 68 +/-38
Female: 6,638 +/-303 2,084 +/-253
Under 5 years 281 +/-13 60 +/-49
5 years 107 +/-74 0 +/-11
6 to 11 years 414 +/-103 158 +/-83
12 to 14 years 189 +/-83 103 +/-77
15 years 49 +/-38 7 +/-14
16 and 17 years 134 +/-59 55 +/-51
18 to 24 years 357 +/-101 40 +/-36
25 to 34 years 532 +/-65 123 +/-63
35 to 44 years 640 +/-72 238 +/-90
45 to 54 years 1,036 +/-46 385 +/-133
55 to 64 years 1,264 +/-69 393 +/-116
65 to 74 years 1,064 +/-38 383 +/-64
75 years and over 571 +-77 139 +/-54

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2013-2017 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural populations, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

1. An** entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An'-'entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.

3. An - following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An "** entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

6. An "*****'aentry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.

7. An'N'entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.

8. An'(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.

2 of 2 02/25/2020
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https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/technical-documentation.html/

Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) County Property List for Indiana (Last

Updated December 2019)

ProjectNumber SubProjectCode County Property
1800078 1800078 Brown Brown County State Park
1800106 1800106 Brown Brown County State Park
1800161 1800161B Brown Brown County State Park
1800171 1800171A Brown Brown County State Park
1800175 1800175 Brown Brown County State Park
1800305 1800305A Brown Brown County State Park
1800306 1800306 Brown Yellowwood State Forest
1800312 1800312A Brown Brown County State Park
1800327 1800327A Brown Brown County State Park
1800363 1800363C Brown Brown County State Park
1800374 1800374 Brown Brown County State Park
1800405 1800405X Brown Whip-Poor-Will Woods Nature

Preserve
1800413 1800413l Brown Brown County State Park
1800428 1800428A Brown Brown County State Park
1800428 1800428B Brown Yellowwood State Forest
1800627 1800627 Brown Yellowwood State Forest
Source:

https://www.in.gov/indot/2523.htm
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