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Date: January 11, 2016 


To: Ryan Walkowiak, Highway Environmental/NEPA Specialist, Planning and Project 
Development 


From: Will Packard, Highway Environmental Specialist, Planning and Project 
Development 


Subject: Hazardous Materials Review Memo for the NDOR Project Ashton West 
(CN 42721) 


Overview 


A hazardous materials review (HMR) was completed by NDOR for the Ashton West project.  A 
The purpose of the HMR is to identify environmental concerns associated with hazardous 
materials and petroleum products which could potentially be encountered during the 
construction project.  The scope of work consisted of reviewing the NDEQ Interactive Mapping 
System and the EPA Enviromapper databases. 


Hazardous Material Site Discussion 


The HMR did not identify any release within 0.1 miles of construction.  Two unlicensed landfills 
(Ashton Landfill West and Ashton Landfill East) were identified about ¾ of a mile South of N-92.  
Because groundwater is not expected to be encountered (> 9 feet bgs), there is a low potential 
of encountering contamination originating from these landfills during construction.  


Asbestos and Lead 


The scope of bridge work requires updating the bridge rail of structure S092 32884.  No 
asbestos commitments are required.   The lead shims under the bridge rail posts were tested for 
lead and the results were negative.  No Lead commitments are required. 


Unexpected Waste Commitment 


If contaminated soils and/or water or hazardous materials are encountered, then all work within 
the immediate area of the discovered hazardous material shall stop until NDOR/FHWA is 
notified and a plan to dispose of the Hazardous Materials has been developed. Then NDEQ 
shall be consulted and a remediation plan shall be developed for this project. The potential 
exists to have contaminants present resulting from minor spillage during fueling and service 
associated with construction equipment. Should contamination be found on the project during 
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construction, the NDEQ shall be contacted for consultation and appropriate actions to be taken. 
The Contractor is required by NDOR's Standard Specification section 107 (legal relations and 
responsibilities to the public) to handle and dispose of contaminated material in accordance with 
applicable laws (NDOR District, Contractor).   
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
________________________________________    __________________ 
Name                  Date 
 
Will Packard, Highway Environmental Specialist 
Planning and Project Development 
NDOR 
 


1/11/16
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service


PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency)


1. Name of Project


2. Type of Project


PART II (To be completed by NRCS)


3. Date of Land Evaluation Request


5. Federal Agency Involved


6. County and State


1. Date Request Received by NRCS


YES                NO  


4.
Sheet 1 of


NRCS-CPA-106
(Rev. 1-91)


2.  Person Completing Form


4.  Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size


7.  Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA


Acres: %


FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS


6.  Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction


Acres: %


3.  Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local important farmland?
     (If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form).


5.  Major Crop(s)


8.  Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9.  Name of Local Site Assessment System 10.  Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS


Alternative Corridor For Segment
Corridor A            Corridor B              Corridor C            Corridor D


PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency)


A.  Total Acres To Be Converted Directly


B.  Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services


C.  Total Acres In Corridor


PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information


 A.  Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland


B.  Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland


C.  Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted


D.  Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value


PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative 
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c))


1.  Area in Nonurban Use


2.  Perimeter in Nonurban Use


3.  Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed


4.  Protection Provided By State And Local Government


5.  Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average


6.  Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland


Maximum
Points


15
10


20


20
10


25
57.  Availablility Of Farm Support Services


8.  On-Farm Investments


9.  Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services


10.  Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use


20


25


10


160TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS


PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)


Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100


Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) 160


TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260


1.  Corridor Selected: 2.  Total Acres of Farmlands to be
     Converted by Project:


5.  Reason For Selection:


Signature of Person Completing this Part:


3. Date Of Selection: 4.  Was A Local Site Assessment Used?


YES                 NO


DATE


NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor
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NRCS-CPA-106 (Reverse)


CORRIDOR - TYPE SITE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA


            The following criteria are to be used for projects that have a linear  or corridor - type site configuration connecting two distant
points, and crossing several different tracts of land.  These include utility lines, highways, railroads, stream improvements, and flood
control systems.  Federal agencies are to assess the suitability of each corridor - type site or design alternative for protection as farmland
along with the land evaluation information.


           (1)      How much land is in nonurban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from where the project is intended?
More than 90 percent - 15 points 
90 to 20 percent - 14 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points


           (2)      How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurban use?
More than 90 percent - 10 points
90 to 20 percent - 9 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points


           (3)      How much of the site has been farmed (managed for a scheduled harvest or timber activity) more than five of the last
10 years?
More than 90 percent - 20 points
90 to 20 percent - 19 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points


           (4)      Is the site subject to state or unit of local government policies or programs to protect farmland or covered by private programs 
to protect farmland?
Site is protected - 20 points
Site is not protected - 0 points


           (5)      Is the farm unit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average - size farming unit in the County ?
(Average farm sizes in each county are available from the NRCS field offices in each state.  Data are from the latest available Census of
Agriculture, Acreage or Farm Units in Operation with $1,000 or more in sales.)
As large or larger - 10 points
Below average - deduct 1 point for each 5 percent below the average, down to 0 points if 50 percent or more below average - 9 to 0 points


           (6)      If the site is chosen for the project, how much of the remaining land on the farm will become non-farmable because of 
interference with land patterns?
Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of acres directly converted by the project - 25 points
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 1 to 24 point(s)
Acreage equal to less than 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 0 points


           (7)      Does the site have available adequate supply of farm support services and markets, i.e., farm suppliers, equipment dealers, 
processing and storage facilities and farmer's markets?
All required services are available - 5 points
Some required services are available - 4 to 1 point(s)
No required services are available - 0 points


           (8)      Does the site have substantial and well-maintained on-farm investments such as barns, other storage building, fruit trees
and vines, field terraces, drainage, irrigation, waterways, or other soil and water conservation measures?
High amount of on-farm investment - 20 points
Moderate amount of on-farm investment - 19 to 1 point(s)
No on-farm investment - 0 points


           (9)      Would the project at this site, by converting farmland to nonagricultural use, reduce the demand for farm support
services so as to jeopardize the continued existence of these support services and thus, the viability of the farms remaining in the area?
Substantial reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 25 points
Some reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 1 to 24 point(s)
No significant reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 0 points


         (10)      Is the kind and intensity of the proposed use of the site sufficiently incompatible with agriculture that it is likely to
contribute to the eventual conversion of surrounding farmland to nonagricultural use?
Proposed project is incompatible to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 10 points
Proposed project is tolerable to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 9 to 1 point(s)
Proposed project is fully compatible with existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 0 points
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NDOR Section 4(f) Initial Assessment Form  1 


                                                                                          
 
 


Section 4(f) Initial Assessment Form 


May 29, 2015 


 


Project Name   Project Number 


Ashton West  STP-92-4(116) 


 
Control Number   Date Completed 


42721  5/11/2016 


 
Project Location (Town, County)   Name of Preparer 


N-92 east of Loup City at MM 323.40 to Ashton at MM 
331.28 


 Ryan Walkowiak 


 


 
 
 


The following form was developed as an initial assessment of potential Section 4(f) properties within a project 
area.  The number of each question block corresponds directly to the NDOR Section 4(f) Guidance section 
with the same number.  One Initial Assessment Form per PROJECT must be included as an attachment 
to the CE Form or incorporated into the appropriate chapter in the EA/EIS. 
 
NOTE: At the time the Section 4(f) Initial Assessment Form is filled out, the Section 106 process must be 
sufficiently complete that historic properties have been identified.  A Section 106 Finding of Effect (No Adverse 
Effect, Adverse Effect) must be completed prior to determining whether the project results in a ‘use’ of an 
historic property.  All Section 106 determinations and findings must be made and documented by NDOR 
Professionally Qualified Staff (PQS).  


 


 
 
 


1. Identification of Section 4(f) Properties 


 A. For historic properties, based on the NDOR Section 106 Tier Review Form, are there properties that 
are listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places? 


   Yes   No   N/A (Section 106 Tier I) 


  If Yes, provide the name, Finding of Effect, and any other pertinent information from the Section 106 
review for each identified property. 


 


During the review no properties were found, and based on the NDOR review from January, 2013 
(SHPO concurrence on February 7th, 2013) and re-evaluation on March 20, 2015, in which a 
determination of "no historic properties affected" was found, there are no historic properties in the 
study area. 
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NDOR Section 4(f) Initial Assessment Form  2 


 B. Are there existing or planned parks, recreation areas, or wildlife/waterfowl refuges present within a 
¼ mile of the project area? 


   Yes   No 


  


 C. In consultation with the online resources identified in the Section 4(f) Guidance, list the resources 
used to determine if parks, recreation areas, or wildlife/waterfowl refuges are present. 


 


Google Earth  


NGPC Public Access Atlas 


Sherman County Comprehensive Plan:  http://www.loupcity.com/wp-
content/uploads/2013/03/Sherman-County-Comp-Plan-Draft-3.17.2013.pdf 


 


  


 D. Identify all potential Section 4(f) parks, recreation areas, and wildlife/waterfowl refuges (include 
property name(s), location(s) along project, etc.). 


  If No parks, recreation areas, or wildlife/waterfowl refuges are present, AND no historic properties 
need consideration from 1.A., indicate in the box below that no potential Section 4(f) properties are 
present.  DOCUMENTATION IS COMPLETE. 


 


Polish Heritage Center, Inc 


 
 
 


2. Applicability Criteria for Section 4(f) Parks, Recreation Areas, and Wildlife/Waterfowl Refuges (not 
Historic Properties) 


 A. List all properties from 1.D. that are (1) NOT publicly owned, or (2) NOT privately owned and leased to 
a public entity, for a Section 4(f) protected purpose, and how this was determined. 


 


Polish Heritage Center, Inc is open to the public, but not publicly owned. 


 


 B. List all properties from 1.D. that are NOT open to the public, and how this was determined. (This does 
NOT apply to wildlife/waterfowl refuges.) 


   


N/A 


 


 C. List all properties from 1.D. that are considered multiple-use properties, and what those uses are. 


   


N/A 


 


 D. List all properties from 1.D. that were NOT called-out in 2.A. or 2.B.; these properties will be carried 
forward in the Section 4(f) process. Also be sure to carry forward any multiple-use properties 
from 2.C. or historic properties from 1.A. that have temporary or permanent right-of-way 
acquisition or vibratory effects. If no properties are carried forward, note below and 
DOCUMENTATION IS COMPLETE. 







 
NDOR Section 4(f) Initial Assessment Form  3 


     


N/A 


 


 
 


3. Determination of Section 4(f) Use 


 A. Is there a potential use of the Section 4(f) applicable properties from 2.D. above?  Will the properties 
be impacted by the project, including access restrictions?  (See Guidance Section 3 for definition of 
use.) 


   Yes   No Is there a potential permanent use? 


   Yes   No Is there a potential temporary use (including exceptions)? 


   Yes   No Is there a potential constructive use? 


 
  Any Yes: complete the appropriate Section 4(f) analysis for each impacted property 


  No:  state impact avoidance measures below, then DOCUMENTATION IS COMPLETE 


 


 B. List impact avoidance measures (for “No” answer only). If justification is needed to support a “No” 
answer in 3.A., describe below. 


 


N/A 
 
 


 
 
 


NDOR Reviewer Approval Signature: Date: 


             


FHWA Environmental Signature: Date: 
FHWA signature is only required in the following circumstances: 


 If the property is leased 


 If the property is considered multiple-use 


 If the Official(s) with Jurisdiction claims that the property is NOT significant 
 


             


 





				2016-05-11T14:14:43-0500

		Anthony Marshall












NDOR PQS Project Review Memo
Section 106 - Tier II Project


Review Date 


Project Location 


Control Number   Project Number   


Project Name 


 Date of Project Description Reviewed


No YesTHPO/Tribal Consultation? CLG Consultation?


CLG:


Date Correspondence Sent:


CLG response date:


THPO/Tribes(s):


Date Correspondence Sent: 


THPO/Tribal response date: 


THPO/Tribal comment: CLG comment:


No Yes


Tier II Project


Other Consulting Parties Identified:


Project Results in no historic properties affected YesNo


(See attached)


Area of Potential Effects (APE)


APE considered is consistent with 36 CFR 800.16(d): Yes


Summary of Archeological Investigations


Summary of Above Ground Resource Investigations


03/09/2016







Construction Commitments: YesNo


If Yes, detail here:


YesProject would result in no historic properties affected: No


Tier II Project Evaluation Complete


NDOR PQS Review Date 


YesIs Right of Way Required from ANY Historic Property Listed Above? No    


If Yes, describe:


YesIs Temporary Easement Required from ANY Historic Property Listed Above? No


YesIs Permanent Easement Required from ANY Historic Property Listed Above? No


Please list:Please list:


Above Ground ResourcesArcheological Resources


Are NRHP listed or eligible properties present within the APE? Are NRHP listed or eligible properties present within the APE?


No Yes No Yes


03/09/2016


This undertaking has been reviewed under the programmatic agreement entitled Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway 
Administration, the Nebraska State Historic Preservation Officer, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and the Nebraska Department 
of Roads to Satisfy the Requirements of Section 106 for the Federal Aid Highway Program in the State of Nebraska (July 2015) and meets the 
requirements to be considered a Tier II Project. Tier II projects result in a project effect recommendation of no historic properties affected.







Nebraska Department of Roads 
Project Description 


 
Project Name:  Ashton West 
Project No:    S-92-4(116) 
Control No:    42721 
Date of Last Revision: 04/13/16 
 
This 3R (Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation) project would resurface 7.86 miles of N-92 located in 
Sherman County, starting just east of the south junction of N-92 and N-58 at mile marker (MM) 323.39, and 
extending east to MM 331.25, 0.44 miles east of the northwest corporate limits of Ashton. Construction may 
begin and/or end approximately 200 feet ahead of or beyond the actual project limits to accommodate 
transitioning the pavement. 
 
N-92 MM 323.39 – MM 331.25 
The existing roadway on this segment of N-92 consists of two 12 foot wide asphalt lanes and 9 foot wide 
shoulders, of which 1½ feet is paved with asphalt.   
 
The improvements on this project consist of widening and resurfacing the existing 27’ roadway and installing 
underdrains, removing and replacing guardrail, and bridge repairs.  The strategy would result in a 28’ top 
roadway.  The irrigation access roads would be realigned around the new guardrail layout, attached to the 
irrigation canal bridge. 
 
Scope details include: 


• The existing asphalt across the entire surfaced width would be milled prior to in-place recycling, and 
then resurfaced with asphalt. 


• Grading beyond the hinge point would be required for the following work: 
 Removal of several existing guardrail locations by grading.   
 The remaining guardrail locations would be removed and replaced, requiring some minor 


grading. 
 For culvert extensions 
 Mailbox turnouts 
 Correction of superelevation 
 Earth shoulder construction 
 Access road realignment at the Farwell South Irrigation Canal Bridge. 


• The scope of work for the Farwell South Canal Bridge (Structure Number S092 32884) would have 
updated bridge rails.  The existing guardrail would be removed and replaced. 


• Install Underdrains perpendicular to the roadway centerline in several short segments within the project 
limits. 


• Culvert extensions 
• The Farwell South Irrigation access roads at approximately MM 328.84 would be realigned around the 


new guardrail layout.  
• Existing surfaced driveways and intersections would be resurfaced. 
• Beveled edges would be placed. 
• Rock or gravel would be placed behind driveways and intersections to match the new asphalt. 
• Mailbox turnouts would be constructed. 
• Surfacing would be placed under the guardrail.   







• The existing earth shoulders would be brought up to match the new asphalt. 
• Project surveying and staking would be required. 
• Areas disturbed during construction would be stabilized utilizing methods of erosion control as shown in 


the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).  
• Permanent pavement markings would be applied to all new surfacing. 
• Additional property rights would be required to build this project. 
• Access to adjacent properties would be maintained during construction but may be limited at times due 


to phasing requirements.   
• This project would be constructed under traffic with lane closures controlled with approved temporary 


traffic control.  
• There would be on-site mitigation for wetland impacts.  A mitigation site would be constructed on the 


south side of Highway 92 near Reference Post / Mile Marker 327.86. 
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Biological Assessment
PQS Memorandum


 


1 
 


DATE 6/1/2016 
 
TO Ryan Walkowiak, NEPA Project Manager 
   
Cc Pat Sward, EPU Project Manager 
 
FROM Melissa Marinovich, T&E Species Biologist 
 
SUBJECT Ashton West; STP-92-4(116); CN 42721 
 Threatened & Endangered Species Concurrence 
 
 
The biological assessment final approval on: 5/31/2016 
 
Date of Project Description used for this review: 4/13/2016 
 
Threatened and Endangered Species Effect Determination: 
 


 The Project(s) will have “No Effect” to all state or federally listed species or their designated critical 
habitat (Level 1). 


 
 A “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect” determination is made for the following species/critical 


habitat with the conservation conditions listed below:        
 
  This BA required FHWA Review and Approval. 
 
 FHWA Concurrence Date:  
 


  This BA required further consultation with the resource agencies (Level 2). 
 
USFWS Concurrence Date:  


 
 NGPC Concurrence Date:  
 
  Unique conservation conditions were developed and are included below (Level 3). 
 


 A “May Affect, Likely to Adversely Affect” determination is made for the following species/critical habitat 
with the conservation conditions listed below:       (Level 3).  


 
 
Additional Coordination with Other Tribal or Federal Agencies:       
 
Description of Coordination:       
 







 


2 
 


Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act: 


This project was reviewed for potential impacts to bald and golden eagles.  NDOR believes the project site 
does not have appropriate habitat for eagles.  Due to the lack of suitable habitat and information that there are 
no known bald or golden eagle nests within the project area, NDOR has determined that there will be no 
impact to these species. 
 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act: 
 
NDOR has developed an Avian Protection Plan (APP) to reduce conflicts between construction of NDOR 
projects and the laws governing migratory birds.  This procedure is designed to protect and conserve avian 
populations and reduce avian conflicts through changes in project scheduling (i.e. tree clearing outside of 
primary nesting period), increased migratory bird surveys, and changes in project construction timelines.  
NDOR will utilize its APP to reduce conflicts with migratory birds on this project. 
 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: 
 
A wetland delineation was completed in May 2013.  Based on current project design, there will be 
approximately 0.640 acres of wetland impacts (these numbers may change slightly as coordination with design 
is ongoing).  This project will require a NPDES permit and Nationwide 3 and 14 Section 404 permits from the 
US Army Corps of Engineers. An onsite mitigation site is being planned and designed. A proposed site location 
map is attached. 
 
Any impacts to vegetated areas would be re-vegetated per Best Management Practices (BMPs) included in the 
erosion control plan. A Temporary Erosion Control Plan shall be developed prior to the commencement of 
construction in order to avoid impacts to fish and other aquatic organisms. This plan would show the BMPs 
necessary at the beginning of the projects and would be updated as BMPs are added or modified throughout 
the construction process. When land disturbances are greater than or equal to one acre, the Temporary 
Erosion Control Plan will be a component of the NDOR’s Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 
 
Comprehensive and effective erosion and sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout the 
construction process to minimize the likelihood of sediment discharges. NODR promotes the use of sediment 
and erosion control techniques in combination with each other, rather than as stand-alone BMPs to improve 
the effectiveness of these BMPs. Please refer to NDOR’s “Construction Stormwater Best Management 
Practices” Pocket Field Guide for additional information concerning NDOR’s recognized BMPs. 
(http://www.transportation.nebraska.gov/environment/guides/Const-Strmwtr-Pocket%20Guide.pdf) 
 
BMPs are considered during all stages of the Project’s planning and design. They are implemented and 
maintained for the duration of the construction project and until the vegetation on the project sites has been re-
established. Per the plans, the site will be vegetated with a perennial seed mixture containing native species. 
Most of the vegetated areas to be disturbed consist mainly of non-native cool season grasses, therefore, the 
use of the native grass species in the seed mixture should have a beneficial effect to terrestrial resources. An 
inspection and maintenance schedule is being developed and implemented on all projects that require a 
SWPPP to help ensure effectiveness of the BMPs. The SWPPP also requires the contractor must provide a 
spill prevention plan. The spill prevention plan is reviewed during each inspection, as required by the 
Construction Stormwater Permit. 
 
NDOR is committed to protecting Nebraska’s water resources. Through design, construction, and 
establishment phases on each project, erosion and sediment control BMPs are being considered, installed, 
and maintained to help ensure that sediment discharges are minimized to the maximum extent practicable. 
 
Any impacts to fish and wildlife resources from this project would be minimal and considered discountable as 
this is a preservation type project working on the existing roadway corridor and would not be increasing traffic 
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capacity or building new alignment in unaltered habitat. there are no migratory routes or unique habitats 
bissected by this project.  
In addition, NDOR would build a wetland mitigation site within NDOR ROW which would provide beneficial 
habitat values for fish and wildlife resources in the area, as it would be creating a larger ratio of habitat than 
that being impacted by the Project. 


 


Conservation Conditions: Responsible Party for conservation condition shown in parentheses. 


Listed below are the required Conservation Conditions that apply to this project. These measures are not 
subject to change without the prior written approval of the Federal Highway Administration. Copy and paste 
the conditions listed below verbatim in the NEPA document, the Green Sheet, and in the contract 
documents: 
 
A-1 Changes in Project Scope. If there is a change in the project scope, the project limits, or 


environmental commitments, the NDOR Environmental Section must be contacted to evaluate potential 
impacts prior to implementation. Environmental commitments are not subject to change without prior 
written approval from the Federal Highway Administration. (District Construction, Contractor) 


 
A-2 Conservation Conditions. Conservation conditions are to be fully implemented within the project 


boundaries as shown on the plans. (District Construction, Contractor) 
 
A-3 Early Construction Starts. Request for early construction starts must be coordinated by the Project 


Construction Engineer with NDOR Environmental for approval of early start to ensure avoidance of 
listed species sensitive lifecycle timeframes. Work in these timeframes will require approval from the 
Federal Highway Administration and could require consultation with the USFWS and NGPC. (District 
Construction, Contractor) 


 
A-4 E&T Species. If federal or state listed species are observed during construction, contact NDOR 


Environmental. Contact NDOR Environmental for a reference of federal and state listed species. 
(NDOR Environmental, District Construction, Contractor) 


 
A-5 Refueling. Refueling will be conducted outside of those sensitive areas identified on the plans, in the 


contract, and/or marked in the field. (Contractor) 
 
A-6 Restricted Activities.  The following project activities shall, to the extent possible, be restricted to 


between the beginning and ending points (stationing, reference posts, mile markers, and/or section-
township-range references) of the project, within the right-of-way designated on the project plans: 
borrow sites, burn sites, construction debris waste disposal areas, concrete and asphalt plants, haul 
roads, stockpiling areas, staging areas, and material storage sites. 


  
            For activities outside the project limits, the contractor should refer to the Nebraska Game and Park 


Commission website to determine which species ranges occur within the off-site area.  The contractor 
should plan accordingly for any species surveys that may be required to approve the use of a borrow 
site, or other off-site activities.  The contractor should review Chapter 11 of the Matrix (on NDOR’s 
website), where species survey protocol can be found, to estimate the level of effort and timing 
requirements for surveys. 


             
Any project related activities that occur outside of the project limits must be environmentally 
cleared/permitted with the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission as well as any other appropriate 
agencies by the contractor and those clearances/permits submitted to the District Construction Project 
Manager prior to the start of the above listed project activities.  The contractor shall submit information 
such as an aerial photo showing the proposed activity site, a soil survey map with the location of the 
site, a plan-sheet or drawing showing the location and dimensions of the activity site, a minimum of 4 
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different ground photos showing the existing conditions at the proposed activity site, depth to ground 
water and depth of pit, and the “Platte River depletion status” of the site. The District Construction 
Project Manager will notify NDOR Environmental which will coordinate with FHWA for acceptance if 
needed.  The contractor must receive notice of acceptance from NDOR, prior to starting the above 
listed project activities.   These project activities cannot adversely affect state and/or federally listed 
species or designated critical habitat. (NDOR Environmental, District Construction, Contractor). 


 
A-7 Waste/Debris. Construction waste/debris will be disposed of in areas or a manner which will not 


adversely affect state and/or federally listed species and/or designated critical habitat. (Contractor) 
 
A-8 Post Construction Erosion Control.  Erosion control activities that may take place by NDOR 


Maintenance or Contractors after construction is complete, but prior to project close-out, shall adhere to 
any standard conservation conditions for species designated for the project area during construction. 
(NDOR Maintenance, District Construction, Contractor) 


 
S-2 Platte River Depletions.  All efforts will be made to design the project and select borrow sites to 


prevent depletions to the Platte River.  If there is any potential to create a depletion, NDOR (during 
design) and the contractor (for borrow sites) shall follow the current Platte River depletion protocols for 
coordination, minimization, and mitigation.  In general the following are considered de minimis 
depletions, but may still require agency coordination; a project which: a) creates an annual depletion 
less than 0.1 acre feet, b) creates a detention basin that detains water for less than 72 hours, c) any 
diverted water will be returned to its natural basin within 30 days, or d) creates a one-time depletion of 
less than 10 acre feet.    


 
S-3 Revegetation. All permanent seeding and plantings (excluding managed landscaped areas) shall use 


species and composition native to the project vicinity as shown in the Plan for the Roadside 
Environment.   However, within the first 16 feet of the road shoulder, and within high erosion prone 
locations, tall fescue or perennial ryegrass may be used at minimal rates to provide quick groundcover 
to prevent erosion, unless state or federally listed threatened or endangered plants were identified in 
the project area during surveys.   If listed plants were identified during survey, any seed mix 
requirements identified during resource agency consultations shall be used for the project.  (NDOR 
Environmental) 


 
S-4 Sensitive Areas.  Environmentally Sensitive Areas will be marked on the plans, in the field, or in the 


contract by NDOR Environmental for avoidance. (NDOR Environmental, District Construction) 








From: Wells, Julie
To: Walkowiak, Ryan
Cc: Barber, Jon; Donahoo, Kevin
Subject: CN 42721 Ashton West S092 33116 Functionally Dependent Use
Date: Tuesday, June 14, 2016 2:34:53 PM


Ryan,
No work will be done to the triple 10 foot by 10 foot concrete box culvert (S092 33116) located at
MM 331+16.  The floodplain certification states that the 100 year storm even is conveyed by the box
and does not overtop the highway, and that the overlay of the roadway will not cause the base flood
elevation to increase.  This falls within the Zone A floodplain regulations for changes in the
floodplain.  The overlay of the roadway over the top of the box is a functionally dependent use and
cannot perform its intended use without being located in close proximity to the floodplain.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks!
 
Julie A. Wells, P.E.


Roadway Design Division
Hydraulics & Environmental Liaison Section
1500 Highway 2 Room 252
PO Box 94759
Lincoln, NE 68509-4759
Phone: (402) 479-3992
E-mail: julie.wells@nebraska.gov
 
Confidentiality Notice:  This e-mail, including all attachments is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged
information.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited unless provided under the Nebraska Public Records Act.  If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of this message.
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From: Krolikowski, Kevin
To: Matt Lukasiewicz
Cc: Walkowiak, Ryan; Barber, Jon; Dittmer, Dillon; Geschwender, Rich
Subject: RE: Farwell Irrigation District Ashton West S-92-4 (1015) CN42721
Date: Friday, June 17, 2016 9:37:33 AM


Thank you Mr. Lukasiewicz. 
 
I appreciate you quick response and comments.  We are adding a special provision within our
construction contract that will inform the contractor that any work on the bridge and/or rider roads
will not adversely interfere with the operations of the canal.  We also included language that states
the irrigation season lasts from approximately April 15 – September 15, thus if any work needs to be
done under the canal bridge it will be done outside those given dates.
 
Thank you again.
 
Kevin Krolikowski
402-479-4618
 


From: Matt Lukasiewicz [mailto:mluk@qwestoffice.net] 
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2016 9:19 AM
To: Krolikowski, Kevin
Subject: RE: Farwell Irrigation District Ashton West S-92-4 (1015) CN42721
 
Kevin
 
Thanks for sharing the plans with us.  I have reviewed them, as well as my Foreman and Water
Master for that section of canal.  It appears that the NDOR has a good awareness of what needs to
be done to satisfy adjacent property owners.  As stated in our phone conversation, the only concern
would be if this project were to impede on our daily operation.  Since your project is scheduled for
this fall, I don’t anticipate any issues. 
 
Thanks again for communicating with us.
 


Matt Lukasiewicz
General Manager
     Loup Basin Reclamation District
     Farwell Irrigation District
     Sargent Irrigation District
PO Box 137
Farwell, NE 68838
Phone:  308-336-3341
Cell:  308-750-2768
 


From: Krolikowski, Kevin [mailto:Kevin.Krolikowski@nebraska.gov] 
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2016 11:07 AM
To: mluk@qwestoffice.net
Cc: Geschwender, Rich; Walkowiak, Ryan
Subject: Farwell Irrigation District Ashton West S-92-4 (1015) CN42721
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Mr. Lukasiewicz,
 
Thank you for visiting with me last week.  Attached are our proposed plans for the work on S092
32884.  The scope of work is to update the existing bridge rails to meet current NDOR standards.  As
a result of this update the guardrail also has to be modified/brought up to standard.  These
necessary changes will require the realignment of the 4 ditch rider roads as well as some minor
grading/culvert work.
 
Could you please look these plans over and provide your comments and/or concurrence.
 
Thank you for taking the time to visit with me the other day.  And thank you for taking the time to
review the plans submitted within this email.
 
Kevin Krolikowski
402-479-4618








 


        Wetlands 
        PQS Memorandum 


 
 
 
DATE  6/14/2016 
 
TO  Ryan Walkowiak, NDOR EDU 
 
FROM  Brett Harbison, NDOR EPU 
 


SUBJECT Wetlands PQS Memo 
Project No: STP-92-4(116)  
Control No: 42721  
Project Name: Ashton West  


 
☒A wetland delineation was completed 9/18/2012  
Or 
☐A desktop review was completed on Click here to enter a date. 
 
Are there wetlands, stream channels, or other waters within the study area?  
☒ Yes  ☐ No 
 
Will the action result in wetland impacts in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
and/or Nebraska State Title 117? 
☒ Yes  ☐ No  ☐ Not Applicable 
 
If the project is processed with a Nationwide Permit, is a Pre-construction Notification required? 
☒ Yes  ☐ No  ☐ Not Applicable 
 
Describe resources, potential impacts and anticipated permit type (Include estimated permanent wetland 
impacts (acres). If known, also provide estimated temporary wetland impacts (acres), estimated channel impacts (linear 
feet/acres), special wetland areas, cause of impacts, and any Nationwide Permit information.):   Wetland impacts from 
fill associated with culvert extensions/replacements, guardrail work, and roadside grading total to no more 
than .5 acres of permanent impacts. Wetland impacts are generally located adjacent to the roadway 
alignment. Wetland impacts can be broken down into approximately .4009 acres of Palustrine Emergent 
(PEM) Waters of the US (WOTUS) wetland, 0.0264 acre of Palustrine Scrub Shrub (PSS). Channel impacts 
would include approximately 109 linear feet of channel permanently impacted by structure improvement and 
roadside grading, across nine locations. This project will require NWP 14 and impacts will be mitigated at a 
on-site, permittee responsible site. 
 
Cowardin Class Impacted (Select all that apply) 
☒ Palustrine  ☐ Riverine      ☐ Lacustrine ☐ Not Applicable 
   
Describe any coordination conducted to date with officials/agencies  (Include: Any coordination with 
USACE): CN 42721 was permitted and submitted for NWP14, mitigation bank site was not approved, and 
the permit is being prepared again for re-submittal. 
 
Wetlands/Waters of the U.S. Mitigation 







 
 
☒ On-Site/Permittee Responsible  ☐ USACE Approved Mitigation Bank Site      ☐ Not Applicable 
 
Wetlands/Waters of the U.S. Commitments: 
The Contractor shall not stage, store, waste or stockpile materials and equipment in undisturbed 
locations, or in known/potential wetlands and/or known/potential streams that exhibit a clear “bed and 
Bank” channel. Potential wetland areas consist of any area that is known to pond water, swampy areas or 
areas supporting known wetland vegetation or areas where there is a distinct difference in vegetation (at 
lower elevations) from the surrounding upland areas.  
 
☒ All wetlands/waters within the project area that are not permitted for impacts will be marked on the 
2W aerial sheets for the contractor as avoidance areas. 
 
Select the following that apply: 
☐ No wetland impacts are anticipated for this project; however, if impacts are found during design, the 
required permits shall be obtained prior to letting. NDOR Environmental shall reevaluate the project for 
the change in impacts. All wetlands within the project area shall be marked on the project plans or listed 
on Attachment 1 of the Environmental Commitment for the Contractor as avoidance areas. (NDOR 
Design, NDOR Environmental) 
 
☐ The project qualifies under Nationwide Permit # Non-notifying Nationwide Permit Number. The 
contractor shall adhere to the permit conditions, including regional and general conditions, during 
construction. (Contractor)  
 
☒ The project will require a Nationwide Permit for impacts to waters of the U.S.  The permit shall be 
obtained prior to project letting. The contractor shall adhere to all permit conditions, including regional 
and general conditions, during construction. (NDOR Environmental, Contractor)   
 
☐ The project will require a Title 117 Letter of Opinion for impacts to waters of the State.  (NDOR 
Environmental, Contractor)   
 
Project Description: 
This 3R (Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation) project will resurface 7.86 miles of N-92 located in Sherman County, 
starting just east of the south junction of N-92 and N-58 at mile marker (MM) 323+39, and extending east to MM 331+25, 
0.44 miles east of the northwest corporate limits of Ashton. Construction may begin and/or end approximately 200 feet ahead 
of or beyond the actual project limits to accommodate transitioning the pavement. 
 
N-92 MM 323+39 – MM 331+25 
The existing roadway on this segment of N-92 consists of two 12 foot wide asphalt lanes and 9 foot wide shoulders, of which 
1½ feet is paved with asphalt.   
 
The improvements on this project consist of widening and resurfacing the existing 27’ roadway and installing underdrains, 
removing and replacing guardrail, and bridge repairs.  The strategy will result in a 28’ top roadway.  The irrigation access 
roads will be realigned around the new guardrail layout, attached to the irrigation canal bridge. 
 
Scope details include: 


• The existing asphalt across the entire surfaced width will be milled prior to in-place recycling, and then resurfaced 
with asphalt. 


• Grading beyond the hinge point will be required for the following work: 
o Removal of several existing guardrail locations by grading.   
o The remaining guardrail locations will be removed and replaced, requiring some minor grading. 
o For culvert extensions 
o Mailbox turnouts 
o Correction of superelevation 







 
 


o Earth shoulder construction 
o Access road realignment at the Farwell South Irrigation Canal Bridge. 


• The scope of work for the Farwell South Canal Bridge (Structure Number S092 32884) will have updated bridge 
rails.  The existing guardrail will be removed and replaced. 


• Install Underdrains perpendicular to the roadway centerline in several short segments within the project limits. 
• Culvert extensions 
• The Farwell South Irrigation access roads at approximately MM 328+84 will be realigned around the new guardrail 


layout.  
• Existing surfaced driveways and intersections will be resurfaced. 
• Beveled edges will be placed. 
• Rock or gravel will be placed behind driveways and intersections to match the new asphalt. 
• Mailbox turnouts will be constructed. 
• Surfacing will be placed under the guardrail.   
• The existing earth shoulders will be brought up to match the new asphalt. 
• Project surveying and staking will be required. 
• Areas disturbed during construction will be stabilized utilizing methods of erosion control as shown in the Storm 


Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).  
• Permanent pavement markings will be applied to all new surfacing. 
• Additional property rights will be required to build this project. 
• Access to adjacent properties will be maintained during construction but may be limited at times due to phasing 


requirements.   
• This project will be constructed under traffic with lane closures controlled with approved temporary traffic control.  
• There will be on-site mitigation for wetland impacts.  A mitigation site will be constructed on the south side of 


Highway 92 near Reference Post / Mile Marker 327.86. 
 


 







