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This is to request approval of this proposed project as a Cateqorical Exclusion (CE) under the provisions of 
23 CFR 771 .I 17(dl, and the Programmatic Agreement as signed by the MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION (MDT) and the FHWA on April 12, 2001. A Copy of its Preliminary Field Review Report 
(8/11/05) is 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 ' i n  the "N/An 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 will require additional documentation for a Categorical Exclusion request 
in accordance with 23 CFR 771 . I  17(dl. 

1. This proposed project would have (a) significant environmental impact(s) n m  as-defined under 23 CFR 771 .I 17(a). 

2. This proposed project involves (an) unusual circumstance(s) as o m  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 €4 
required. 

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

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

3. There is a high rate of commercial growth in this proposed €4 q 
project's area. 

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

Environrnentoi Services Bureau 
Phone. (406) 444-7228 
Fox- (4061 444-7245 

Engrneering Division 
rrU. j800) 335-7592 

Web Page: www.mdt mt gov 

A n  Equal Oppor tun i ty  Emplover 
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B M N / A M  
[XI 5. There are parks, recreational, or other properties 

acquired/improved under Section 6(f) of the 1965 National 
Land & Water Conservation Fund Act (16 USC 460L, et seq.) 
on or adjacent to proposed the project area. 

The use of such Section 6(f) sites would be documented and 
compensated with the appropriate agencies. (e.g.: MDFWP, 
local entities, etc.). 

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 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act ( I 6  USC 470, et seq.) by the State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO), which would be affected by this 
proposed project. 

7. There are parks, recreation sites, school grounds, wildlife 
refuges, historic sites, historic bridges, or irrigation that might 
be considered under Section 4(f) of the 1966 US DEPARTMENT 
OF TRANSPORTATION Act (49 USC 303) on or adjacent to the 
project area. 

a. "Nationwide" Programmatic Section 4(f) Evaluation forms 
for these sites are attached. 

b. This proposed project requires a full (1.e.: DRAFT & 
FINAL) Section 4(f) Evaluation. 

[XI 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"). 

1. Conditions set forth in Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act 
(33 USC 403) and/or Section 404 under 33 CFR Parts 320-330 
of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1251 -1 376) would be met. 

2. Impacts in wetlands, including but not limited to those 
referenced under Executive Order (E.O.) # I  1990, and their 
proposed mitigation would be coordinated with the US Army 
Corps of Engineers and other Resource Agencies (Federal, 
State and Tribal) as required for permitting 

[XI 

[XI 

3. A 124SPA Stream Protection Authorization would be obtained 
from the MDFWP? 

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 management criteria due to an encroach- 
ment by the proposed project. 

5. Tribal Water Permit would be required 

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 US Department of Agriculture, or the US Department of the 
Interior. 



Janice W. Brown 
Page 3 
September 20, 2006 

Rock Slope W of Basin 
I M 1 5-3(64) 1 55 

CN 5102 

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

a. lbliddle 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 USC 1271 - 1287), this work would be coordinated and 
documented with either the Flathead National Forest (Flathead 
River), or US Bureau of Land Management (Missouri 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. 

[XI 

[XI 

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 NIDT's 
Noise Policy. 

[XI 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 impacts 
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 
fac~lities: 

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. 

[XI F. Hazardous wastes /substances, as defined by the US 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 andlor adjacent to this 
proposed project. 
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All reasonable measures would be taken to avo~d 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. 

[XI 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 
EO # I  31 12 and the County Noxious Weed Control Act (7-22-21, 
MCA), including directions as specified by the county(ies) wherein its 
intended work would be done. 

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

If the proposed work would affect Important Farmlands, then an 
AD-1006 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating form would be 
completed in accordance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act 
(7 USC 4201, et seq.). 

K. Features for the Americans with Disabilities Act (PL 101-336) 
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 AcPs Section 176(c) 
(42 USC 7521(a), as amended) under the provisions of 40 CFR 81.327 
as it's either in a Montana air quality: 

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

andlor 

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 52.1382(~)(3)? 

[XI 

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

[XI A. There are recorded occurrences, and/or critical habitat in this 
proposed project's vicinity. 

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? 
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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 (EO #12898). It also complies with the provisions of Title VI 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 USC 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 Cateqorical Exclusion. 

I 
Thomas G Gocksch P.E. 

Date: Y/?ro/o C 

Project Development Engineer 
MDT Environmental Services Bureau 

Env"ro mental Services Bureau u IP 
Concur 

l /-ilghway Adrn~n~strat~on 

Date: 4/d/ /c& 

Attachments 

cc: Jeffrey M. Ebert, P.E. - District Administrator-Butte 
Paul R. Ferry, P.E. - Highway Engineer 
John H. Horton - NlDT Right-of-way Bureau Chief 
Suzy Price - MDT Contract Plans Section Supervisor 
David W. Jensen - MDT Fiscal Programming Section Supervisor 
Jean A. Riley, P.E.- Environmental Services Bureau Chief 
Tom Gocksch P.E. - Environmental Services Bureau 
Deb Wambach - Environmental Services Bureau 

gnvironmental Quality Council 
Jefferson County (P.O. Box H, 201 Centennial, Boulder, MT 59632-0249) 

MDT attempts to provide accommodation for any known disability 
that may interfere with a person participating in any service, 

program or activity of the Dept. Alternative accessible formats of 
this information w ~ l l  be provided upon request. For further 

information, call 406-444-7228 or TTY (800-335-7592), or call 
Montana Relay at 71 1. 



To Paul  Ft ' l~y, P E 
I-Iigliways Engineer 

n 

Road Design Engineer 

I) ate A u ~ u s l  1 1 ,  7004 

Subject lNI 15-3(64)155 
Rock Slope-14' of Basiu 
CN 5102 
M ork Type 310 

PI-elirninary Field Review Report 

We request that you approve the Prelimir~a~y Ficld Revlew fcjr the sublect project 

, 1 L, ~:~i-  Date- Approved ,;' .,.. ,.. ( .  {]>[\ { 

/ ~ a ; i  terry; P.E. 
'4 Higtiways Engrneer 

We are requesti~lg conllnents from the followlilg indrvlduals, who have also rece~sled a 
copy of the Report We will assume thelr coilcurrences if no comnlents are recelved b y  
two weeks f ~ o m  the above, sl_sed date 

Distnbutlon 
P Ferry, Higl~ways 
Damian Knngs, Road Design 
M r", Goodman, Hydraulics 
Danielle Bolan. Traffic 
P A Jomlnl, Safety 
B A Larsen, Sulvey 
Susan Rov~ell, Proj Mngnx~t  
B F Juvan, Pro1 l ~ l i ~ , m n ~  
Jeff Ebert, Pistrlct Engineer 
Paul Jagoda, Construction 
Zacfi Cunmn~harn Butte W W  

qeturn To When 'Initial9 .. 

Zolumn" Complefed 6y ?- 7-of/  
Comments? Y N in~tialsIDate 

cc D ',V Sensen, Fiscal P ~ n g a ; m n l , i ~ ~  
FI le 
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Pr-e1irninarj; Field IievIe\v Report 

A preiim~iiary f;,eli! re,vlew was 1le:d hlay ! 8. 20d4 for thls projcct The i ' o l i o ~ l r ~ ~ g  peopie attended 

Jim Davles; Prol e,c! Design Man3ge:--Iielcna 
Kevi~i Glll~ert, Road Design-Helena 
Chns .Tan; Road Il)eslg~-Heleria 
Scott Gerken, Road Desi511-Helena 
Roge.: Scliultz. Road D e s l s - H e l e n a  
Scott Iielm: P G Geotech-Helena 
Deb Wambacli. Eiivironn-ie,ntal-Helena 
Joe Olien, D ~ s t n c t  Projects Enguleer-Butte 
Leon E!bert, Maintenance- Butt.€ 
Quei~trn Mllln- Manltenance-Bulk 

PI-oposed Scope of M:ork 
Thls project has been norniliated cis Rock Scallng, and will be developed ln E.ngllsh u n l ~ s  The  
projecl uiill be des~sned  111 H.elena The fc~llom~lng work IS proposed 

Scalu~g-remove loose rack from rock slope 
e Netting-replace tom ilettlng on rock slope 

Project Location and L,imlts 
LOCATION Jefferson County, 'T 6 N, K 5 W.  Section 18, on N a t ~ o l ~ a l  Hi_e,l~\vd~ S y c r t m  h t e r s t a t e  
15 See map on page ? 

I,Ih1ITS The prdject bsglrLs and ends at app~oxi~na te ly  MP 155 Engl~sh  as-bullt s ta t~on 1 i O S + O O  to 

1109+50 ~ p p r o x i i ~ ~ a t e l y  Stationing runs s3uth to north In acccrdance with the ieference posts on 
I Z  rhls prolect The functional classification is p n n c ~ p a l  artsnal-interstate The as-bullt drawmgs for 

the roadway are FAP J 15-?(42)150 U3 dated 1986 

Phj~sical Characteristics 
The physlcal charactenstlc,~ for t h ~ s  project are llsted below: 

0 Exlstlng Roadslde Geornetncs. The hor~lz.ontal and venlcal alignments wlll he 
perpetuated for this project. The terrain is mounta~nous In a rural se t t~ng.  

Q Slnce this is a rock scallng project and a11 work to he  done will be on the rock slope, no 
surfaiillg information 1s necessary 
Due to the nature of thls projec't, no w o ~ k  wlll be done to the mainline; theretore, Pv.24S 
Index numbers are 1101 applicable. 

Traffic Data 
TI-affic data at W 1 5 5  

2004 ADT = - 2,S50 Prescilt 
2004 ADT - - 2,350 Lettlng Date 
2024 AD?' = _ -  1 240 D e s l p  ( F ~ t u r r )  

DHV = 590 
D = 0 

-- / 3 
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(Traffic data coiitinued) 
26 Q ",;, T = 

46 1 EM, = 

30 %, AGR = 

.4ccident Histor! 
The following inforrt~ation is surnma~izcd from Safety Management's memo dated July 28.  
2004: 
'The a ~ a l ? ~ s l s  is for State Interstste 15; I-eference posts 154.5  to 155.5. fc,r rhr dates Januaq'  1, 1994 
:ilrough Deceniber 3 1 2003 

ENGINEERING SrR.,TIY EVALUATION DATE J u l y  28 ,  20134 

DESCFJPT1C)N ROCK SLOPE-\47 OF B.ASlN 

DATA TL-NIE FItAhlE 01-Ol-I994 TO 12-31-2003 

STiZTEMilDE AVERAGE FOR RUK,X STATE TnTTERSTATE STlJDY AREA 

ALL VEHICLES ACCIDENT RATE: 1 1 1 ' )  7 77 

ALL \'EETICLES SEVERITY 1hVE): 1 972\ 3 52 

,4LL VEI-IICLES SEVENTY RATE 2 18~' 19 5 8  

TRUCK ACCIDENT RATE 0 8 j4 )  5.72 

TRUCK SEI'ERITY TXTDEX 2 014) 3 70 

TRUCK SEVERITY RATE 1 714) 21 16 

TRUCK ACCDEhTTS 10 

TOTAL, FECORDED ACCIDENTS 7 1 J c 

",%c.c~denr ~.ates are defined as [he liurnber of accidents per nllllion ;!ellicle-niiles 

7 )  Severlty index is de f~ned  ds the ratlo of the sum of fatal and ~ncdpacitating injury acLidents 
times 8 plus the nulllber of other i ~ ~ j u r y  accidents times 3 plus the number of preperty damage 
accldellts to  the Iota! number of accidents 

3 '~ever i ty  1~ai.t 1s defined as the accldelit rate rnultlplled by the seventy :ndex 

4)~13te\l;ide average truck accident I-ate, truck sevi?l:tji ~nciex; m(! t ~ ~ i k  se:lt.~-lty rate are fcjr the 
years 1995 t l u o ~ ~ g h  1999 

Pa.,(: 3 of 7 
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r VARIATIONS I-~i OM AVERAGE P:OWRRCNCE 

u Si, 70); biiZed;an barnr-I (fils? I1;l1rn:1~!! ?l.;enl) v: 4 45'; slztewlde 1-1.1:ai lnter:,rstt: 1 1 1 ~ k , \ r j ~ ) ~  

S j'Stem 
u 28.0°io M e d ~ a ~ l  bar~iel- (,i~iost l~a imiu l  event) \:s 4 1 'YO stalewicie rural L:ters.tate i l l_~hwaj~  

systein. 
u 4 2  794 Cr~iardrall face (fil-st 11anl:f~ll event'i 11: 10 (I?:, starewi;lr !via1 Interstate l~ighway 

system. 
u 4C).094 (31;al-Lrail face (nlost liarmful everltj ~ s .  9.291 state\v:ce r-ural hl~erstatc lligliway 

sy"te11. 
o 57 3 %  Ic:y (Road colidit~on) vs  30 6% statewide lural Lrllersta~e 111gh\vajl rystem 
o 68.094 11a~l1~11t (Lighl conditiori) bs 56 3% statewlcie rural Irlters:ale highway systein 

n A C C D E N ~  CLUSTERS ,4?.1r1 SAFETY PRC?JECTS 

A safely iinj~rovement project, Pd 013OZ(il j Soutli of Boulder l . .PN 1992 (Clie-vro~is') was 
completed in Juile 1994 Yrolect D1 0002(62) Si~utll of Boulder IJPN 1 S 1 5  1nst:iiled 
flaslle,rs, sig~ls aiid a h ~ g h  c,oilcrete 1-211 for the curves between R P 1 54.0 and R P I 56 O 
and was completed 111 1998 

I11 REMARKS 

Tliis section of roadviay had 7.5-recorded a c c ~ d e ~ ~ l s  behveen  he dates 31-01 -1093 and 12- 
3 1-2003 The accident rate for 1111s sectlon 1s npproxlmately 7.0 tlmes geate,r than the 
stat.ew~ile average for state 1-ural ~n re~s t a t e  systems. The seventy rate for t h ~ s  sec,tion I S  

a l ~ p r o x ; ~ ~ ~ a t e l y  9 .3  tlmcs s ea t e r  than the statev*iiclc average for state r-ilral ii.tei-state 
hlghway systems ln addition, 49 out of tlie 75-recorded zraslles occurred when the road 
cond~tlons were icy, snow).'? or slushy 
With these crash statistics, the field revlew tcam should discuss the feas~bility (IS a 
reconstruction projcit or other str~ategies. 

Tcn crashes out cf the '75-~ccoi-ded crashes were Truck crashes. 'I'he truck accident rate 
for this sect~on 1s approximately 6 7 t1rlle.s greater than the statewide allerage for stale 
iural lrlierstale h~ghway systems. 
The truck seventy rate for this sect1011 is approximately 12 2 times greater than the 
state\vide average for state rural interstate highway syste~ns.  

The accident trend in the last 10 years has cont~nued to be siilgle veh~c le  collls~ons w~t l i  
guardrd~l!median, dunng adkerse road cond~tions 

M a j o r  Design Fea tu re s :  
DeslLgn Speed - The deslgn speed ib: this project 1s 50 lnph based on the MDT Standards Scrr tlie 
NHS Interstate 111 mountainous terraii?. 

Honmntal  and Vertical .Allgrunentc - Engllsh As-Bullt Stdt~o~urig goes normal from south to nortl~iil 
accoldancc wit11 refcreil~c: P C I S ~ S  The proleit is on a cuive s t a ~ t i ~ l g  1~1th a beanng of N 22"  2 5 '  30" 
\Y and end~n: w ~ t h  ~i bear~ng of N 58' 19'  30" E The cum? 1s on a grade of '0 20% Both the 
hor i~c) i~ ta l  ancl vertical ahgnrnents *111 remain as-is on thls p r q e ~ t  

Typical Sectlo~ls - The typical section \ ~ i l !  reixaln as is and no M ) ( I : : ~  will be done tc? tlie suriace 

Geotec~lu~ical Considerations - T 1 2 ~ ~ s  projec,t 1s primal-11y geotec.lxlica1 111 nat;ire, as :he ad] accnt i~ocE: 
slope has loose mcks that liave cascaded do\vn onto tlie ~nlerstate The ge,oteclln~cal 
reco:~nl-lcndatlo:~ is :o lrel;.lovc the existliig netting znd loose rock p ~ - : o ~  10 ~nstalliii: -11e :12ni 11iesl-1 

Page 3 lor 7 
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Geoteill also recori~meuds us11.1g a single layer 0:' t\vistrii wtl-e ~ileri l  lo l.ei~lacr, the ex;s'ung toin 
niesh Tlicir rec,om~ii.eridation also ~i?cludes anchi)nr-~g 1 1 1 ~  nies!~ only a! tile top Thls di.sigri \1:111. 

allow loose illaterla! to [all into Ihe catc!xnc~;: di:ch il-1 a contl-ollcsii rn3ii;le;; thus kee;~iiig d e b ~ i ;  o u t  
of 1:lir roadway 

Hydraulics - No hydraulic conslcieratlor~s 2:. ~n:islpateil on tills ~ i o j e c t  

Bndges - There are no bndges are on thls projec! 

Design Except ions  
I'uTi] design except~ons 'ire I equlred for 1111s pr (JJ ect 

IL1ght-oi-\3~ay 
No new 1-igl~l-of-way is arit~c.:pated for tills projec~ 

CJtilities/RaiJr-oads 
Altl-iough no ovei-head uttlilies were 11otcd al tlie P.FR, a utililji locate sl-iould tic perfomled for an;: 
undergrou~ld utll~ties that m a y  exlst at the base of ihe rock slope 

'There are  no ralli-oads on this projsct 

Enviroumental  Cons idera t ions  
No adverse B lolcg~cal  or Cul~uraliHistoncal impacts are a n t ~ c ~ p a t e d  at tlus rime. A cate,goncsl 
exc,lusion is ant~clpated for [his project Fltrtller evaluation and impact ailalysis will b e  completed 
after the rezonlnlended fix is approved No  water quality permits or wetland ~rnpacts are anticipated 
at 1111s tlnie. 

Traffic C o n t r o l  
'4 traffic contiol plan will be developed as the design of the project progresses Traffic wrll be 
inaiiltained d u r s ~ ~ g  constiuctioi~ act~vit  ies tllroughout the project 

Appropnate traffic control dev~ces  and s ~ g r l i i ~ g  will be used throughout the project In accordance 
with the h.la~iua1 of U~.izfo~-~n Traflc Co~i':roi Dcvzces 

Surve.y 
Tliis projcct survey will be conducted by using conveti t io~~sl  survey in cornblriation 1~~1th GPS control 

e Tlie following sun1ey should be performed 6-om El~glish STA 1 105+C)O and sllould pi-oie,ed 
east to English S T A  1 1 O9+5O (Engltsh as-bullt drawings FM I1 5-3(42)150 U3, 1986; Extra 
Work Orderj. 
Pickup all utilities, fences and all other topog~aphy ltems 
Lnclude [lie access road at the base of the rock slope. 
Pickup tlie rock slope and the netting, extending 50 feet beyond the exlstii-13 nett lng 

Publrc lnvnlvemeut 
P, news release to the appiopnate newspapers txpl~i~ii!!g the project and incl udlii: a po~ilt of contart 
:v111 be produced Th:s \1ri11 be Lc\~cl  A publlc 1111 olvtment 



Prelirninarv Cost Estimate 

P Est ln~ated  CN Cost S325:000 
2 3 Estimated CE Cost $32,500 

Read\ Tlate 
Tlze leady dzte for this prc7ject ~ 5 ~ 1 1 1  be d e ~ e i m i l ~ e d  once t h t  ovemde.; i la \~e  been set 
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