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LEGlslATlVE ENVIRON MENTU 
POLICY OFFICE 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Subject: Cooperating Agency Environmental Documentation 

As a Cooperating Agency under the provisions of 23 CFR 771.11 1 the Montana 
Department of Transportation (MDT) is providing you a copy of this project's 
environmental documentation. 

This environmental documentation complies with the provisions of 23 CFR 77 1.1 17(a) 
and (dl for categorically excluding this proposed project from fbrther National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.) documentation 
requirements. The attached also complies with the provisions of 75- 1-1 03 and 75-1-201, 
MCA (see ARM 18.2.237 and 18.2.261, MEPA "Actions that qualify for a Categorical 
Exclusion" as applicable to the MDT). 

If you have any questions concerning the attached environmental documentation please 
call the MDT Environmental Services Division at (406) 444-7228. 

Sincerely, 

~ n ~ i n e e r i n ~ ~ u r e a u  Chief 
Environmental Services Division 
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Jim Lynch, Director 
sew- m u  wlthpdde 270 1 Pros~ect Avenue Brian Schwe~tzer, Governor 

PO B ~ X  201001 
Helena MT 59620- 100 I 

March 1,2005 

Janice W. Brown, Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
2880 Skyway Drive 
Helena, MT 59602 

Subject: STPS 348-1 (5)7 
West of Phillipsburg -West 
UPN 5087 

This is to request approval of this proposed project as a Cateqorical Exclusion (CE) under the 
provisions of 23 CFR 771 .I 17(d), and the Programmatic Agreement as signed by the MONTANA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (MDT) and the FHWA on April 12,2001. Copies of its combined 
Preliminary Field ReviewIScope of Work Report (January 6, 2005) and Project Location Map are 
attached. This proposed action also qualifies as a CE under ARM 18.2.261 (Sections 75-1-103 and 75- 
1-201, MCA). 

The following form provides the documentation required to demonstrate that all of the conditions are 
satisfied to qualify for a Programmatic Categorical Exclusion Approval (PCE) as initially agreed by the 
(former) MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS (MDOH) and the FHWA on December 6,1989. (Note: 
An "X in the "N/A" column is "Not Applicable" to, while one in the ''W column is "Unknown" at the 
present time for this proposed project.) 

NOTE: A response in  a box wil l  require additional documentation for a Categorical Exclusion 
request in  accordance with 23 CFR 771 .I 17(dl. 

Y E S N O E M  
1. This proposed project would have (a) significant environmental 

impact(s) as-defined under 23 CFR 771 .I 17(a). 0 2  
2. This proposed project involves (an) unusual circumstance(s) as 

described under 23 CFR 771 .I 17(b). 

3. This proposed project involves one (or more) of the following 
situations where: 

A. Right-of-way, easements, andlor construction permits would be 
required. - X 

1. The context or degree of the Right-of-way action would 
have (a) substantial social, economic, or environmental 
effect(s). 

2. There is a high rate of residential growth in this proposed 
project's area. 

Environmental Sewices 
Phone: (406) 4447228  
Fax: (406) 4447245  
S:\PROJECTSPvllSSOULA\5087\5087ENPCE.DOC 

Web Page: www.mdt.state.mt.us 
Road Report: (800) 2267623  

TTY: (800) 335-7592 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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3. There is a high rate of commercial growth in this proposed 
project's area. 

4. Work would be on and/or within approximately 1.6 
kilometers ( I&  mile) of an Indian Reservation. 

West of Phillipsburg -West 
STPS 348-1 (5)7 

UPN 5087 

YES NO N/A UNK 

5. There are parks, recreational, or other properties 
acquiredlimproved under Section 6(I9 of the 1965 National 
Land & Water Conservation Fund Act (16 U.S.C. 460L, et 
seq.) on or adjacent to proposed the project area. -- X 

The use of such Section 6(I9 sites would be documented 
and com ensated with the appropriate agencies. (e.g.: 
MDFW&B, local entities, etc.). O X  

6. Are there any sites either on, or eligible for the National 
Register of Historic Places with concurrence in 
determination of eligibility or effect under Section 10.6 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act ( I 6  U.S.C. 470, et 
seq.) by the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), 
which would be affected by this proposed project. 

7. There are parks, recreation sites, schoolgrounds, wild-life 
refuges, historic sites, historic bridges, or irrigation that 
might be considered under Section 4(I9 of the 1966 U.S. 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Act (49 U.S.C. 303) on 
or adjacent to the project area. - - X 

a. "Nationwide" Programmatic Section 4(I9 Evaluation 
forms for these sites are attached. - o x  

b. This proposed project requires a full (i.e.: DRAFT & 
FINAL) Section 4(13 Evaluation. X 

B. The activity would involve work in a streambed, wetland, 
and/or other waterbody(ies) considered as "waters of the 
United States" or similar (e.g.: "state waters"). - -  X 

1. Conditions set forth in Section I 0  of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act (33 U.S.C. 403) and/or Section 404 under 33 

a CFR Parts 320-330 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 
1251 -1 376) would be met. - o x  

2. Impacts in wetlands, including but not limited to those 
referenced under Executive Order (E.O.) #11990, and their 
proposed mitigation would be coordinated with the 
Montana Inter-Agency Wetland Group. - o x  
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3. A 124SPA Stream Protection permit would be obtained 
from the MDFW&P? 

4. There is a delineated floodplain in the proposed project 
area under FEMA's Floodplain Management criteria. 

The. water surface at the 100-year flood limit elevation 
would exceed floodplain mana ement criteria due to an 
encroachment by the propose f project. 

5. Tribal Water Permit would be required. 

West of Phillipsburg - West 
STPS 348-1 (5)7 

UPN 5087 

6. Work would be required in, across, and/or adjacent to a 
river which is a component of, or proposed for inclusion in 
Montana's Wild and/or Scenic Rivers system as published 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, or the U.S. 
Department of the Interior. - -  X 

The designated National Wild & Scenic River systems in 
Montana are: 

a. Middle Fork of the Flathead River (headwaters to 
South Fork confluence). 

b. North Fork of the Flathead River (Canadian Border 
to Middle Fork confluence). 

c. South Fork of the Flathead River (headwaters to 
Hungry Horse Reservoir). 

d. Missouri River (Fort Benton to Charles M. Russell 
National Wildlife Refuge). 

In accordance with Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1271 - 1287), this work would be 
coordinated and documented with either the Flathead 
National Forest (Flathead River), or U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management (M~ssouri River). 

C. This is a "Type I" action as defined under 23 CFR 772.5(h), 
which typically consists-of highway construction on a new 
location or the physical alteration of an existing route which 
substantially changes its horizontal or vertical alignments or 
increases the number of through-traffic lanes. 

1. If yes, are there potential noise impacts? 

2. A Noise Analysis would be completed. 

3. There would be compliance with the provisions of both 23 
CFR 772 for FHWA's Noise Impact analyses and MDT's 
Noise Policy. 
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D. There would be substantial changes in access control involved 
with this proposed project. 

If yes, would they result-in extensive economic and/or social 
irr~pacts on the affected locations? 

E. The use of a temporary road, detour, or ramp closure having 
the following conditions when the action(s) associated with 
such facilities: 

1. Provisions would be made for access by local traffic, and 
be posted for-same. 

2. Adverse effects to through-traffic dependant businesses 
would be avoided or minimized. 

3. Interference to local events( e.g.: festivals) would be 
minimized to all possible extent. 

4. Substantial controversy associated with this pending action 
would be avoided. 

F. Hazardous wastes /substances, as defined by the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and/or the Montana 
Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ), and/or (a) 
listed "Superfund" (under CERCLA or CECRA) site(s) are 
currently on and/or adjacent to this proposed project. 

All reasonable measures would be taken to avoid and/or 
minimize substantial impacts from same. 

G. The Montana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System's 
conditions (ARM 16.20.1314), including temporary erosion 
control features for construction would be met. 

H. Permanent desirable vegetation with an approved seeding 
mixture would be established on exposed areas. 

I. Documentation of an "invasive species" review to comply with 
both E.O.#13112 and the County Noxious Weed Control Act 
(7-22-21, M.C.A.), including directions as specified by the 
county(ies) wherein its intended work would be done. 

West of Phillipsburg - West 
STPS 348-1 (5)7 

UPN 5087 

YES NO N/A UNK 
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West of Phillipsburg - West 
STPS 348-1 (5)7 

UPN 5087 

YES NO N/A UMK 

J. There are "Prime" or "Prime if Irrigated" Farmlands designated 
by the Natural Resources Conservation Service on or adjacent to 
the proposed project area. - -  X 

If the proposed work would affect Important Farmlands, then 
an AD-1 006 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating form would 
be completed in accordance with the Farmland Protection 
Policy Act (7 U.S.C. 4201, et seq.). 

K. Features for the Americans with Disabilities Act (P. L. 1 01 -336) 
compliance would be included. 

L. A written Public Involvement Plan, would be completed in 
accordance with MDT's Public Involvement Handbook. 

4. This proposed project complies with the Clean Air Acts Section 
176(c) (42 U.S.C. 7521(a), as amended) under the provisions of 
40 CFR 81.327 as it's either in a Montana air quality: 

A. "Unclassifiable"/attainment area. This proposed project is not 
covered under the EPA's September 15, 1997 Final Rule on 
air quality conformity. 

and/or 

B. "Nonattainment" area. However, this type of proposed project 
is either exempted from the conformity determination 
requirements (under EPA's September 15, 1997 Final Rule), 
or a conformity determination would be documented in 
coordination with the responsible agencies: (Metropolitan 
Planning Organizations, MDEQ's Air Quality Division, etc.). 

C. Is this proposed project in a "Class I Air Shed" (Indian 
Reservations) under 40 CFR 52.1 382(c)(3)? 

5. Federally listed Threatened or Endangered (TIE) Species: 

A. There are recorded occurrences, and/or critical habitat in this 
proposed project's vicinity. 
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West of Phillipsburg -West 
STPS 348-1 (5)7 

UPN 5087 

YES W/A UNK - 

B. Would this proposed project result in a "jeopardy" opinion 
(under 50 CFR 402) from the Fish & Wildlife Service on any 
Federally listed TIE Species? E l - -  X 

The proposed project would not induce significant land-use changes, nor promote unplanned growth. 
There would be no significant effects on access to adjacent property, nor to present traffic patterns. 

This proposed project would not create disproportionately high and/or adverse impacts on the health or 
environment of minority and/or low-income populations (E.O.#12898). It also complies with the 
provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d) under the FHWA's regulations (23 
CFR 200). 

In accordance with the provisions of 23 CFR 771 . I  17(a), this pending action would not cause any 
significant individual, secondary, or cumulative environmental impacts. Therefore, the FHWA's 
concurrence is requested that this proposed project is properly classified as a Categorical Exclusion. 

Engineering Section Supervisor 
MDT Environmental Services Bureau 

Concur , Date: 
~ederal%ghwa~ Administration 

THIS DOCUMENT WILL BE PROVIDED ON 
REQUEST." 

Attachments 

cc: Dwane Kailey, P. E. MDT Missoula District Administrator (acting) 
Paul R. Ferry, P.E. - MDT Highways Engineer 
John H. Horton, Jr. - MDT Right-of-way Bureau Chief 
Suzy Althof, - MDT Contract Plans Section Supervisor 
David W. Jensen, Supervisor - MDT Fiscal Programming Section 
Susan Kilcrease - MDT Environmental Services 
Environmental Quality Council 
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= Montana Departn~nt  of Jransportat~on 
serving you wlrh pnde PO Box 201001 

Helena, MT 59620-1001 

RECEIVED 
Memorandum 

JAN 1 2 2005 

To : Drstr~bution 

From: Paul R. Ferry, PE 
H~gliways Engineer 

Date: January 6,2005 

Subject: STPS 348-1 (5)7 
West of Phillipsburg - West 
UPN 5087 
Work Type 181 Asplialt (1'11i11 Lift <= 0.2 ft.) (Scheduled Maintenance) 

The attached Combined Preliminary Field Re~lie~vIScope of Work  Report  was signed 
on / G ,  2 06 . We request that those on 1:lie distribution review this repol-t and 
submit your con&~rrence within three weeks of the signed date. 

Your comments and recommendations are also requested if you do not COIICUI., or c011cur s~~b-ject to 
certain conditions. When all the personnel on the distribution list have submitted theil- co~icu~-l-ence, ~liis 
Report will be submitted to the Chief Engineer, Engineering Division for final approval. 

Distribution (with attachment) 

D. M. Kailey, Missoula 
K. Barnes, Bridge 
M. Strizicli, Materials 
J .  13. Horton, Right-of-way 
D.J. Blacker,  maintenance 

VSIped,, Planning 
Riley, En\lirotimelital 

M .  MacArthur, Construction Engineering Services 
D.E. Williams, Traffic & Safety 

- - 

Copy (wlattacliment): D. MI. Jensen S .  Ro\vel l 
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- -- -- - Montana Depa(tn7 ent of Transportation 
ser14ng you with pride PO 60x 201001 

Helena, PlT 59620-1 001 

STPS 318-1(5)7 
Mjcst of I'hillipsburg - M7est UPN 5087 

W o r k  Type 181 Asphalt (Thill Lift <= 0.2 St.) (Scheduled Maintenance) 

A n  on site field review was held 011 No\/ember. 5, 2003. The follo\ving people attended 

Bill Sqirircs P.E., Area Engineer, MDT I-lrlena 
C31;lir Nordi~~igen IJ.E., Civil Engineer Specialist IV, MDT I-lelena 
K.C. \'ahvaIi P.E., Civil Engineer IV, I-lydraulic Section, MDI' Helena 
Sh:ine Staclc P.E, Dislric~ Desigri IJrojecl Manager, h4DT Missoilla 
Kevin Bro\vn. MDT Maintenance. Pl~illipsbir~~g 

I .  ) f  II'ot-k-The project has been nominated to extend the life of the 
11avemeiit by placing a full width plant mix overlay for the length of the project, 
followed by seal and cover and striping. Other work will iilclude guardrail 
impro\/ements and some ditch grading. 

P r a j ~ r t  1 In(-- 2 .  -The project is located in Granite County 011 Secondary 
High\~/a!/ 348 (S-348). l'he pro-ject begins at Reference Post (RP) 7.167, which is 
5, l67t n~rlcs no r t l~ \~~cs t  of thc  S-348 jiinct~on \+i th  Montana I-lighway I (P-19) near 
Phillipsburg. The project extends southwesterly 6.81 2 miles to the end of the 
pavement at RP 13.979, 179 feet southwest of the Rock Creek Bridge at RP 13.935. 

The project stationing is English Station 60+00 (RP 7.167) on S-127(1) to Station 
I S+S5.65+_ (RP 13.979) on S-127(3). Stationing increases fsoni west to east, while 
mile post signing increases east to west. 

(Note: The equivalent station to PIP 14 is Station 17+75.3, about 340 feet soutI~\vest 
of the bridge. The true mileage log and the bridge log ~rsed a different as-built 
Slation 17+75.3 that is 1,377.9 feet northeast oftlle bridge to determine the 
niilepnst/stationing equi\lalerit. Therefore, the bridge is actually at IU' 13.935, not RP 
13.36. The l~hysical location of Mile1,ost 14 is about 190 feel \vest of the bridge 
bccause Stalion 17+75.3 is \ z / i t h i ~ ~  a pirblic apj~roach ) 

,!4cljacenl land use is rural includirlg r-angeiand, hayfields, and forest \ v i t l ~  some home 
s i~es .  l'he pr.oject is located \vithiri rolling terrain. 



9 > 
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- ,  lstirs - S-338 is filnctionally classified as a rura l  major 
colleclor. This scgment o f  road was construcled under S 127 (1 ) and S 127 (3) and 
iml ,~ -o \~x l  utider PI-ojcct RS-345-1(2)7. Tlie adjacent terrain is steeply rolling, and 
is moslly used for Earlmi~lg and grazing. 

I'hc scgmcnt from [he beginning of the project to RP 7.914 was constructed in 1950. 
i~nclcl  pro-iecl S 127(1). The gravel road \?/as ge~iesally built 24 ft. wide, \villi 
incremental widening o f  2 to 3 feet as fill heights increased to 5 to 10 feet. The road 
surillced consisted of 0 .5 ft. of cruslied compacted select surface ~ i~a te r ia l ,  with 4:l  
inslopes. 

1::  sting till slol3es are: 0 [o 5 feet - 4 :  I ? 5 to 10 feet - 1%: 1 ~ 1 2 '  fill widen, 

and ;. 10 1i.c~ - 1 E : l  1 ~ 1 3 '  till widen. 

' 1 ' 1 1 ~  c l i ~ c l i  section 113s a 3:  1 inslope 1.1iat extends 14 feel beyond tile edge ofdriving 
lane. ~ ~ n d  L! Il:~t-bottom ditch 101- feet \vide. Bacl~slopes are 0 to 5 feet - 5:1, 
5 to 20 ice[ - 3 :  I,  and > 20 feet - %: 1 .  

'The segment from liP 7.914 to the end of the route at RP 14.298 was built under 
l~roject S 127(3) in  1959. Similar to S 127 ( I ) ,  tlie gravel road was generally 24 fi. 
wide, becoming incrementally wider with increasing fill heights. Tlie surfacing 
consisted of 0.5 feet of  crushed selected base borrow course, with 5 : l  inslopes. 

I_zistii~g lill slopes are: 0 lo 5 feet - 5:1, 5 to 10 feet - 3:1, 
1 O to 15 Seet - 2%: 1 ~ ~ 1 3 '  fill widen, 15 to 2 0  feet - 2:  1 wI3' fill widen, and 
> 2 0  feet - 1 %: 1 ~ 1 3 '  f i l l  widen. 

Tlie ditch section has a 5 :  1 inslope that extends 20+ feet beyond the edge of driving 
lane. Backslopes o f  the v-dilcli are 0 to  5 feet - 5 :  1, 5 to  10 feet - 4:1, 
10 to 15 fee t -3 .1 ,  15 to  20  feet - 2 . 1 ,  and > 2 0  feet - % : I .  

In 1981 the.section from RP 7.914 to RP 13.96 was il~iproved under project RS-348- 
1!2)7. 'Tlie project included a chip seal, 0.5 ft. plant mix base, and 0.2 ft. of crushed 
top surface upon the existing gravel road. Tlie paved surface was24 feet wide, wit11 
surfacing 4 :  1 inslopes. 

In 1 9C.4. pnvement cracks were sealed illider RTS 348-1 (3)O; Phil1 ipsburg - Rock 
Creek [35O4], 

. . 
I I ~ c ' I . c  ;lsr se\'e11 1101-izontal curves that do not meet tlie 50 mpli design speed 
minimu111 I-adius o f 7 5 5 2  feet. The radii o f t he  seven curves range froln 409.3 fi, to 
716.3 ft. 

'1-liere are ~l isee \/eltical cur\Jes thal do not provide desirable stopping sight distance at 



thc 50 ml~li dcsign specd. These curves are located at RP 7.5+, 7.5+, and 8 . 0 ~ .  They 
pro \ ,~dc  dcs~rablc (1iiinirnun1) stopping distance at 43 (49). 40 (45), and  45 (50) mph, 
rcsl~ctrvely.  

,411 grades meet tlie 7% nlaxi~ilunl grade criteria. The t\ifo steepest ~ r a d e s  are located 
a[ RP 7 . 3 1  2nd RP 7 .71  wit11 7% and -7% grades, respecti\/ely. 

-1'11c1-c is guardrail loca~ed tlirougho~~t 1 . 1 1 ~  j>~.o.jcct. All ~ L I ~ I - d r a i l  end sections consist 
of ~ I . c x I < - ~ \ ~ ! : I ! !  cable ter~llinal (BCI') elid s e c t i o ~ ~ s .  

-1. 
. - 

- The l'raflic Data Collection Section provided the jnformation 
hummnrizc'd belo\v. 

2003 ADI' = 120 
2005 ADT = 130 (Letting Year) 
1035 ADT = I90 (Design Year) 

Dl-IV = 30 
T = 38.3% 

EAL= 19 
AGR= I .9 

20-Year Design EAL= 135,58 1 

. , 5 .  Acci - An accideel~t history was co~npleted for the ten-year period of 
S a n ~ ~ a l - y  1 .  1993 through December 3 1 : 2002 bet\veen RP 7.1 60 to 14.298. l-'lle~.t. 
\.\icl.e tlirce investigated accidents. 'Two oftlle crashes resulted in three non- 
incapxitating injuries. There were no accidents involving t r ~ ~ c k s .  Crash indices are 
su~iilliarized in tlie following table: 

Statewide Avet-ages - Rural 
Secondary System Study Area 

All Vel~icle Accident Rate 1.71 0.96 

All Vehicle Severity Index 2.40 

All Vehicle Severity Rate 4.12 

There is a n  insul'ficient alnount of crasl~es to make comparisons to statewide average 
occurrences. 
TIIEI-c are no I-IES clusters or saret)~ projects \\li~hin the project Ii~nits. 
. - \ I 1  thrci- o l ' ~ h e  repul-ted accidents occurred \\.hen road conditions \ vex  icy or wet. 
S:~let), i\/Ianage~i~ent reco~iimends t l i a~  the signing and delineation along  lie route be 
Ise \; ~c\\jc.d 
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6. l)C'Ci,,n I;- r - 
'.- 1 his pi-oject ~ v i l l  be de\feloped in accordance \vith the 

f i ~ ~ i ( . l t x l ~ ~ l ~ - c  K r  I'avriiirni P r r u \ ~ : l i i o n  Pi.n;a~s. Tlie pl.ojcct is considered to be 
pre\.entati\.r maintenance by means o f  scheduled treatment. Glen Cameron will 
he thc design pro.ject Ilianagel.. and h e  A4issoula Road Design cre\v ~vill  de\:elop 
the pl~ins.  

3 .  , ' I r  b + + S p d -  The existing road generally meets 50 mph design speed 
critcria. Design speed is not an al~plicablc dcsign criteria for pl-e\~e~\~ati\le 
mai~itenance t),[,c projects. 

b .  H t : ~ l  , A I i ~ y ~ r ~ - ~ l ' l ~ c  existing horizontal alignment is adequate for 
I ? I - ( : I I I O S C ~  11)1.e\.uitati\;c muinten:lnce resi~l.facitig. 

7 .  

C. \.(*~.t~c:tI : \ I i ! rnm- 'I 'hc existing \:erticaI alignment is adequate for. tile 
1~1.oprl~ec1 l?~.i.\~entati\:e m~lintrnance ~-es~r~.facir~g.  

, .  . 
8 .. > .  c1 . I- \\!e I I ) I . O I I O S ~  to place a 0.20 - A .  plant mix o\!eslay and chip 

S C ~ I  ; I ~ U J I  the csisting pa\'elment. l'he ma-jority of  the existing pavement is 
wider than the as-built width of 24.0 fi., with steep inslopes. We propose to 
riiaintain a minimum 24.0 fi. top lvidtll, with 6:l illslopes. 

l'lie connection to [lie PT\V at R P  7.1 94 and the collnections to Rock Creek 
bridge cnds \ $ < i l l  be cold milled 011 a 100 ft..taper. We also propose 10 11iill 

~ h c  13n\ic.mcnt :I 111ininlum of 0.1 f. deep bct\\ieen runs of guardrail at Stations 
1 < ) i + G - l  to 2 0 3 ~ 7 5 :  22 11-00 to 2481-00 and 2741-00 and 254+25. Milling at 
these Iocatiolls will maintain adequate guardrail height afier the o\lerlay, and 
eliminate the need for raising the existing guardrail. 

e Su&uug- Due to the nature of the project, a surfacing design was not 
requested, Tlie plant niix surfacing quantity will exceed 10,000 tons. We 
propose a 0.20 fi. Grade S plant mix overlay. The Surfacing Design Section 
r-econillie~ldcd a 64-28 PG asphalt binder. We  propose a Seal Coat - Type I 
(gracie 3A cover material): wit11 CRS-2P seal oil. 

The 3003 Pa\!enieiit h4nnage1nellt Systenl (PvMS) reconln~endation (based on 
2003 data) for the seglnent from RP 7.17 to 14.30 is "AC Minor 
Rell~bilitatiorlt. Tlie pe~.fosnlance indexes \yere Ride - 55.0, Rut - 63.4, 
Alligator Crackiilg Index (ACI)  - 71.5: and Miscellancous Cracking Index 
("\ICl! - 98.0. The indiccs col.relate to condition ratings of Pool-, Fair, 
Fair. and Good. res]~ectivel!l. 

I-iil~ding fbr a A,linor Rellabili~atioil project u!ould likely no1 be available 
for si.\:eral years. Tlie p r o ~ ~ o s e d  treatment (0.20' overlay) is a ~ ~ p r o l ~ r i a t e  
~ l i \ , en  tllr a;'ailable fullding, the low ESAL's  (1 9): and the expected delays 
&at :I ininor r e l i ab i l i~a~ io~ l  project \vould entail. An over-lay placed in 



?Or37 should extend the service life of the 11avement long enough to 
dc\!elo11 a more cornprehensi\~e pro,ject that addresses other conccrns on 
this corridor. 

1-ir adclrcss the poor ride, \vc propose a le\/eling quantity of450  tons pel- mile, 
\vliicli is close to the r n a x i r n ~ ~ n ~  considered appropriate for- a pave~nent 
l~rescr\!a~ion 11roject. 

f. Slor,c: 'lie esis t i~ig cut and fill slopes \vill not be disturbed. 

Q .  
-. 

Lkiuhq: hlinor grading \viII be required at RP 9.5 and 9.6 lo pro\/ide 
aclecluaic. dl-ainagc 21-acles ill the I-ight rortdside ditch. 

, .. I I d u x  - At AIRI) 9.5k and 9.6+ there are 24" cuI\/erts draining from the 
~l~r~-tlierI\ ,  ~.c?;~clside 10 t l ~ e  soutlierl!~ side. During ri1110ff e \ / e ~ ~ t s ,  particularly 
~ l ~ e  >;l?~-irlg sno\vmelt. \.\later li-om these pipes erodes the outlet cl~annels \ z . i t l ~ i n  
I I I C  I . ~ ~ I ~ I - C ~ ~ . - \ \ ~ ~ ! J  and C I I ~  l~ri\tate 1311d beyond. 

A4DT ma i~~ tenance  cre\vs have tried to mitigate the problern by d ~ i m p i n ~  
ripriip over [he guardrail onto the proble~n area but this has not been 
successful. 'To eli111inate the damage, \ye propose to plug and abandon the 
34" cul\/erts arid grade the ditch to drain to a 30" cu1ve1-t located ill a natural 
drainage channel at PV' 9.7i. The drainage ditch on the right roadside slopes 
31 6 O 4  Fro111 the 23" cul\~erts to the 30" culvert. 

I .  - An eroding area is present i n  a steep fill 
slope 011 tlie southerly side of  the road near station 230+00. The area is 
approximately 10 fi, x 20 ft. and extends up under the edge of the plant mix, 
beneath the guardrail. M D T  maintenance crews 11ave dumped rocks into the 
area, but the erosion is continuing and could beco~ne  a significant problem. 
Iioadway runoff appears to be causing the erosion. 

I f t l ~ e  Geotecl~r~ical  Section determines the erosion is due to runoff, we will 
considei- tile placement of  bituminous curb. If they determine 11101-e extensive 
\vork is required to stabilize the slope, the district will consider a separate 
project to colnl>Iete 1.1ie work. 

_ I (  f i r i ( l ~ ( ~ s -  There is one bridge \vitl~in the project l i~ui ts .  The bridge is oilel- 
I'\i:lck Cscc'k: Bridge Num her S0034SOl4+02001, located at RP 13.2i .  1-lie 
sir-ucti~re \Alas built i n  1959 and \\)as inspected in No\#eii~ber 2002 and Sound 
LG be "Sot Dcficicnt." Scc: &I- P r W  for additional information. 



li . S.afct\a K n i m u x m m h -  Major safety upgrades are beyond the intent and 
a~:ailable liundin~ Ibr this scheduled ~nail~tenance projec[. The new chip 
seal should pro\!ide inci-eased skid resistailce. The longer-lastin@ epoxy 
pa\wnent markings \vill also be an inherent enhance safety. 

We ~~ropose  to upgrade tlie bridge approacl~ rail on all four corners of tlie 
Rock Creelc Bridge. Tlie BCT terminals on tlie rest of tlie pro.ject \ \ / i l l  be 
1.eplaced \vitli Ol~tional l'erliiinal Sections. 

I ... Cl,lf- Tlie ecxistilig pavement marking layout \ \ / i l l  be used to 
,- 

I-e-stril~c tlie road\vay. 1 I-arfic Engineering \ ~ / i l l  provide the cluantities, 
dct:lils, ;in? specifications Sol. interim paint and final epoxy. These items \ \ / i l l  
bc i~icludcd in  the road plans pacl;age. 

\4:.. e ~cconimcncl ... .. that the roaclsicle be delineated, as s~lggesle,d by Safety 
I\l;~n~lscmcnt. \Ve also ~.ecom~iiend the signing be ~.e\/~e\ved and tipgraded 
\\:Iicrc ~~?j?l.o]?riate. 

111. - No features are prol~osed to accoln modate 
j~eclest~.ians or bicyclists. N o  features considered to be context sensitive are 
proposed. 

( 1  ( '  J 7 .  v- - The design exception process does not apply to pavellle~lt 
preservation proj ects. 

8. l i q I ~ t - n f - \ ? ' i ~ -  There will be no right-of-way invol\/ement. 

9. - There \ \ / i l l  be 110 railroad or utility in\/olvement. 

10. Sumq- No sur\/ey is required. 

. . 1 1 .  E n v i r - o n m c n t a l  - No significant environmental impacts or 
issues \\'ere identified. No significant environmental impacts or issues were 
identified. Lnviro~~mental  Services will prepare the env i ro~~nen ta l  evaluation and 
docul~~enta t io i~  appropriate for a 111-ogrammatic categorical exclusion. This report 
~ l i l l  not be subinitted for final scope approval until the FI-IWA has approved the 
en\~ironmental document. 

1 2 ~1 , . I > .  I o~cct ! ,  ' - The 0111)~ h4D1' 111-oject in the \licinit)l is I313 348-1 (7)14, l iock 
Creek - \\'. of' 1'hilipsl)urg [5597000]. It is scol~ed to I-epair and extend the 
r-ipr;!p L ~ I I  111e \vest bank oi'thc bridge at RP 13.25. 'The project is cu1.1-ently in tlie 
c!\,l-11.1.1de pl-clcess. so a l-eady date lias not been established. The anticipated 
constructic2n dale could be 2006. 

1 3 ,  ontr-01- I'rarfic \v i l l  be maintained tlirougli the constrtiction o f  the projecl 
?\.it11 311111-~1j)riatr sig~iilig. flagging: detours; etc., iri accol-dance \?/it11 t h e  Manual on 



Lirlilbl-lli T1.3fiic Corit1.01 Dc\;ices. Tlicre 1ii3!: bc per-iods of single Iaar~c closur-es 
duri~iy \\:orI;ing hours. 

11. I ' I~n.ol\crncllt- A I-.c\lel A puhlic in\~ol\!c~iient plan is approprin{c. Ne\\:s 
releases \ \ ; i l l  be distributed 10  he lclcal nledia iri Janual-1, 2005. 

15. Cost Estinlatc - The 12spjec.t estimate \?.as $588,000 \.\/lien nominatecl in 2001. 
TIlc C ~ L I I . I . C I I ~  C S I I I I I ; ~ L C  is $ S 2 3 ; O 0 O z  \~Iiic11 i~ifl;~tes (at 3'j.i) ; L I ~ I ~ L I ~ I ~ I ) : , I  t o  S SGQ.000 at 
111c proposed 13!2006 lelling dale. All estimates i ~ ~ c l u i l e  S?;6 conslruction 
~ n ~ i n e c r i u ~ ,  1-111s es~imatc. dcres not iiicludc i~iciil-ect costs. 



FEDERUL AID PROJECT STPS 348-1(5)7 
ST' OF PHILIPSBURG - WEST [5087000] 

OVERMY, SEAL AND COVICR 
I 

LENGTH 6.812 Miles 
NO S C U  

R.P. 7.167 +A BEGIN STPS 35@-11517 
,-- 

! ; STA 60+00 ON 5-127(1) 
1 

STA 18+E5.7 O N  5-127113) 

R.P. 13.979 +,: END STPS 35@-1(5)7 


