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From: Boben, Carolyn (DOT)

To: Gombold. Brigid (DOT); Adams. Jerome (DOT)

Cc: Carlson, Christine R (DOT)

Subject: M TH10 SP6205-39 - CMMT ENM Response - No Further Work
Date: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 6:17:05 AM

Attachments: imaqge001.png

TOWO076

Letting: 442647July 2018

Report Writer: Brigid Gombold
Project Manager: Jerome Adams
Project Designer:

M TH10 SP6205-39

This state-funded construction project on eastbound U.S. 10 will create a two-lane exit from
southbound I-35W onto eastbound U.S. 10 by adding a second exit lane left of the existing exit
lane. An auxiliary lane will be constructed on eastbound U.S. 10 from the County Road 10
entrance ramp to the exit onto County Road 96, in Ramsey County, in the city of Arden Hills,
Minnesota.

The Environmental Investigation Unit (EIU) reviewed the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
(MPCA) and Minnesota Department of Agriculture (MDA) databases to check for known
contaminated sites in the project area. The databases searched included: leaking underground
storage tank facilities, landfills, salvage yards, voluntary investigation and cleanup (VIC) sites,
Superfund sites and dump sites. A review of these MPCA files is a component of a Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment (Phase | ESA). A complete Phase | ESA includes at least two other
components: research on historic land use, and site reconnaissance. It should be noted that the
MPCA database files are continually being updated. Although this information is the most up-to-
date available, some of the information may be incomplete or inaccurate. There is also a
possibility that undiscovered contaminated and/or regulated materials exist in the project area.

Based on the database review, there are five inactive leaking underground storage tank
facilities, one inactive leaking underground storage tank/petroleum brownfield site, one active
state assessment site, one inactive petroleum brownfield site, one active VIC site, and one
inactive VIC site within 500 feet of the project area. VIC sites are sites with known or potential
releases of non-petroleum contamination.

Given the nature and location of the project area, and based on the HPDP threshold criteria as
summarized below, this project has a low to medium risk of impacting potentially contaminated
sites. Therefore, additional evaluation of the project area for potential contamination may be
necessary depending on planned activities:

1. The project may involve acquisition of new right-of-way. An EDD-1 form has been completed
for the project and a determination made that an EDD-2 is needed.

2. Project involves grading and/or excavation, including minor work (e.g., turns lanes, signal
footings, sign posts, culvert replacement). Preliminary project information indicates that a
stormwater pond may be constructed. This increases the chances of encountering
contaminants that may have originated from an off-site source and migrated into project areas
requiring excavation.

3. The project is in urban area, within the city of Arden Hills. More specifically, the project is near
the Twin Cities Army Ammunition Plant. This increases the chances of encountering
contaminants that may have originated from an off-site source and migrated into the right of
way.
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4. The project may require groundwater dewatering.

A Phase 2 drilling investigation was completed at the location of the stormwater detention pond
is to be included as part of this project. Based on the findings of the Phase 2 drilling investigation
did not identify conditions in soil or groundwater which would prohibit siting a pond in this
location. If new information obtained during project development or construction indicates a
contaminated site may be impacted by the project, the property will be evaluated, and soil
and groundwater testing completed, as appropriate. If necessary, a plan will be developed for
properly handling and treating contaminated soil and/or groundwater during construction in
accordance with all applicable state and federal requirements.

Carolyn L. Boben, MS, PG

Hydrogeologist

Office of Environmental Stewardship (MS 620)
Environmental Investigative Group

Minnesota Department of Transportation

395 John Ireland Blvd

St. Paul, MN 55155

Office: 651-366-3621

Cell: 651-226-1271

carolyn.boben@state.mn.us

|_.E_.
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From: Leete, Peter (DOT)

To: Gombold, Brigid (DOT)

Cc: Smith. Christopher E (DOT); Straumanis. Sarma (DOT); Joyal. Lisa (DNR); Orne, Benjamin G MVP; Horton. Becky (DNR);
DeBates, TJ (DNR); Sorensen. Jenifer (DNR); Hoaglund. Erica (DNR); Noland. Scott (DNR)

Subject: DNR Comments on MnDOT Early Notification, TH10 Rehabilitation (SP6205-39) Ramsy Co.

Date: Thursday, July 27, 2017 10:20:31 AM

Attachments: Ebflyer&factsheet2008 9.pdf
re review ENM.pdf
DNRbasemap(July2017).pdf

Brigid,

This email is the DNR response for your project records. This is a re-review of the project (originally reviewed in 2015). | have not

sent this Early Notification Memo (ENM) out for full DNR review. However, based on the information in the submitted documents
regarding the proposed rehabilitation of TH10 between |-35E and TH96. Please consider the following comments as final designs

and special provisions are developed:

For MnDOT planning purposes, attached to this email is a map of the project area (DNRbasemap.pdf)
showing nearby locations of DNR areas concern (if they exist), such as Public Waters (in blue),
waterbodies designated as infested with aquatic invasive species (AIS), snowmobile Trails (in pink), and
various green shaded polygons for Sites of Biodiversity Significance. This map may be shared or included
in project documentation, as all information is from publically available data layers. Most of this
information is also available on the MnDOT georilla website (http://georilla/metrogis/#) in the natural
resources catalog (DNR ENM). The Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS) database has been
reviewed, though in order to prevent the inadvertent release of a rare features location, those details
are not shown on the map. Comments on potential impacts to rare features listed in the NHIS
comments are below. If you have questions regarding proposed work near any of the data shown,
please give me a call.

The project has numerous culvert repairs or replacements. Rice Creek and Round Lake are the only Public Waters near
the project area. Please take appropriate sediment containment and contaminant prevention measures in areas that
drain to these waters. As proposed, a Public Waters Permit is not required. Should plans change to include work in these
Public Waters, please contact me as further review may be required.

A general comment on CIPP lining projects is that installation methods may temporarily alter the
chemical or thermal properties in the receiving water during the installation process, curing process, or
initial flush. These by-products of installation have potential for adverse impacts to receiving waters. In
extreme cases, impacts may result in a localized fish kill. To help assure that suitable containment or
treatment prior to discharge to Public Waters is conducted, the following is recommended:

a. Special Conditions to construction specifications should be written to prevent hot water
precipitate or chemical containing precipitate (e.g. styrene or cement waste) from discharging
into receiving waters. This will be a requirement for locations that would fall under Public
Waters jurisdiction (#2 above).

Please remind contractors that a separate water use permit is required for withdrawal of more than
10,000 gallons of water per day or 1 million gallons per year from surface water or ground water.
GP1997-0005 (temporary water appropriations) covers a variety of activities associated with road
construction and should be applied of if applicable. An individual appropriations permit may be required
for projects lasting longer than one year or exceeding 50 million gallons. Information is located at:
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/waters/watermgmt_section/appropriations/permits.html

The Minnesota Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS) has been queried to determine if any rare
plant or animal species, native plant communities, or other significant natural features are known to
occur within an approximate one-mile radius of the project area. There are records of a dozen rare
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BLANDING’S TURTLES

MAY BE ENCOUNTERED
IN THIS AREA

The unique and rare Blanding’s turtle has been found in this area. Blanding’s turtles are state-listed
as Threatened and are protected under Minnesota Statute 84.095, Protection of Threatened and
Endangered Species. Please be careful of turtles on roads and in construction sites. For additional
information on turtles, or to report a Blanding’s turtle sighting, contact the DNR Nongame Specialist
nearest you: Bemidji (218-308-2641); Grand Rapids (218-327-4518); New Ulm (507-359-6033);
Rochester (507-280-5070); or St. Paul (651-259-5764).

DESCRIPTION: The Blanding’s turtle is a medium to large turtle (5 to 10 inches) with a black or dark
blue, dome-shaped shell with muted yellow spots and bars. The bottom of the shell is hinged across
the front third, enabling the turtle to pull the front edge of the lower shell firmly against the top shell to
provide additional protection when threatened. The head, legs, and tail are dark brown or blue-gray
with small dots of light brown or yellow. A distinctive field mark is the bright yellow chin and neck.

BLANDING’S TURTLES DO NOT MAKE GOOD PETS
IT IS ILLEGAL TO KEEP THIS THREATENED SPECIES IN CAPTIVITY





Environmental Review Fact Sheet Series |

Endangered, Threatened, and Special Concern Species of Minnesota

Blanding’s Turtle

(Emydoidea blandingii)

Minnesota Status: Threatened State Rank': S2
Federal Status: none Global Rank': G4

HABITAT USE

Blanding’s turtles need both wetland and upland habitats to complete their life cycle. The types of wetlands used
include ponds, marshes, shrub swamps, bogs, and ditches and streams with slow-moving water. In Minnesota,
Blanding’s turtles are primarily marsh and pond inhabitants. Calm, shallow water bodies (Type 1-3 wetlands) with
mud bottoms and abundant aquatic vegetation (e.g., cattails, water lilies) are preferred, and extensive marshes
bordering rivers provide excellent habitat. Small temporary wetlands (those that dry up in the late summer or fall)
are frequently used in spring and summer -- these fishless pools are amphibian and invertebrate breeding habitat,
which provides an important food source for Blanding’s turtles. Also, the warmer water of these shallower areas
probably aids in the development of eggs within the female turtle. Nesting occurs in open (grassy or brushy) sandy
uplands, often some distance from water bodies. Frequently, nesting occurs in traditional nesting grounds on
undeveloped land. Blanding’s turtles have also been known to nest successfully on residential property (especially
in low density housing situations), and to utilize disturbed areas such as farm fields, gardens, under power lines, and
road shoulders (especially of dirt roads). Although Blanding’s turtles may travel through woodlots during their
seasonal movements, shady areas (including forests and lawns with shade trees) are not used for nesting. Wetlands
with deeper water are needed in times of drought, and during the winter. Blanding’s turtles overwinter in the muddy
bottoms of deeper marshes and ponds, or other water bodies where they are protected from freezing.

LIFE HISTORY

Individuals emerge from overwintering and begin basking in late March or early April on warm, sunny days. The
increase in body temperature which occurs during basking is necessary for egg development within the female turtle.
Nesting in Minnesota typically occurs during June, and females are most active in late afternoon and at dusk.
Nesting can occur as much as a mile from wetlands. The nest is dug by the female in an open sandy area and 6-15
eggs are laid. The female turtle returns to the marsh within 24 hours of laying eggs. After a development period of
approximately two months, hatchlings leave the nest from mid-August through early-October. Nesting females and
hatchlings are often at risk of being killed while crossing roads between wetlands and nesting areas. In addition to
movements associated with nesting, all ages and both sexes move between wetlands from April through November.
These movements peak in June and July and again in September and October as turtles move to and from
overwintering sites. In late autumn (typically November), Blanding’ s turtles bury themselves in the substrate (the
mud at the bottom) of deeper wetlands to overwinter.

IMPACTS / THREATS / CAUSES OF DECLINE
loss of wetland habitat through drainage or flooding (converting wetlands into ponds or lakes)
loss of upland habitat through development or conversion to agriculture
human disturbance, including collection for the pet trade* and road kills during seasonal movements
increase in predator populations (skunks, raccoons, etc.) which prey on nests and young

*1t is illegal to possess this threatened species.
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR AVOIDING AND MINIMIZING IMPACTS
These recommendations apply to typical construction projects and general land use within Blanding’s turtle habitat,
and are provided to help local governments, developers, contractors, and homeowners minimize or avoid detrimental
impacts to Blanding’s turtle populations. List 1 describes minimum measures which we recommend to prevent harm

to Blanding’s turtles during construction or other work within Blanding’s turtle habitat.

List 2 contains

recommendations which offer even greater protection for Blanding’s turtles populations; this list should be used in
addition to the first list in areas which are known to be of state-wide importance to Blanding’s turtles (contact the
DNR’s Natural Heritage and Nongame Research Program if you wish to determine if your project or home is in one
of these areas), or in any other area where greater protection for Blanding’s turtles is desired.

List 1. Recommendations for all areas inhabited by
Blanding’s turtles.

List 2. Additional recommendations for areas known to
be of state-wide importance to Blanding’s turtles.

GENERAL

A flyer with an illustration of a Blanding’s turtle should be
given to all contractors working in the area. Homeowners
should also be informed of the presence of Blanding’s
turtles in the area.

Turtle crossing signs can be installed adjacent to road-
crossing areas used by Blanding’s turtles to increase public
awareness and reduce road kills.

Turtles which are in imminent danger should be moved, by
hand, out of harms way. Turtles which are not in
imminent danger should be left undisturbed.

Workers in the area should be aware that Blanding’ s
turtles nest in June, generally after 4pm, and should be
advised to minimize disturbance if turtles are seen.

If a Blanding’s turtle nests in your yard, do not disturb the
nest.

If you would like to provide more protection for a
Blanding’s turtle nest on your property, see “Protecting
Blanding’s Turtle Nests” on page 3 of this fact sheet.

Silt fencing should be set up to keep turtles out of
construction areas. It is critical that silt fencing be
removed after the area has been revegetated.

Construction in potential nesting areas should be limited to
the period between September 15 and June 1 (this is the
time when activity of adults and hatchlings in upland areas
is at a minimum).

WETLANDS

Small, vegetated temporary wetlands (Types 2 & 3) should
not be dredged, deepened, filled, or converted to storm
water retention basins (these wetlands provide important
habitat during spring and summer).

Shallow portions of wetlands should not be disturbed
during prime basking time (mid morning to mid- afternoon
in May and June). A wide buffer should be left along the
shore to minimize human activity near wetlands (basking
Blanding’s turtles are more easily disturbed than other
turtle species).

Wetlands should be protected from pollution; use of
fertilizers and pesticides should be avoided, and run-off
from lawns and streets should be controlled. Erosion
should be prevented to keep sediment from reaching
wetlands and lakes.

Wetlands should be protected from road, lawn, and other
chemical run-off by a vegetated buffer strip at least 50'
wide. This area should be left unmowed and in a natural
condition.

ROADS

Roads should be kept to minimum standards on widths and
lanes (this reduces road kills by slowing traffic and
reducing the distance turtles need to cross).

Tunnels should be considered in areas with concentrations
of turtle crossings (more than 10 turtles per year per 100
meters of road), and in areas of lower density if the level
of road use would make a safe crossing impossible for
turtles. Contact your DNR Regional Nongame Specialist
for further information on wildlife tunnels.

Roads should be ditched, not curbed or below grade. If
curbs must be used, 4 inch high curbs at a 3:1 slope are
preferred (Blanding’s turtles have great difficulty climbing
traditional curbs; curbs and below grade roads trap turtles
on the road and can cause road kills).

Roads should be ditched, not curbed or below grade.
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ROADS cont.

Culverts between wetland areas, or between wetland areas
and nesting areas, should be 36 inches or greater in
diameter, and elliptical or flat-bottomed.

Road placement should avoid separating wetlands from
adjacent upland nesting sites, or these roads should be
fenced to prevent turtles from attempting to cross them
(contact your DNR Nongame Specialist for details).

Wetland crossings should be bridged, or include raised
roadways with culverts which are 36 in or greater in
diameter and flat-bottomed or elliptical (raised roadways
dis%ourage turtles from leaving the wetland to bask on
roads).

Road placement should avoid bisecting wetlands, or these
roads should be fenced to prevent turtles from attempting
to cross them (contact your DNR Nongame Specialist for
details). This is especially important for roads with more
than 2 lanes.

Culverts under roads crossing streams should be oversized
(at least twice as wide as the normal width of open water)
and flat-bottomed or elliptical.

Roads crossing streams should be bridged.

UTILITIES

Utility access and maintenance roads should be kept to a
minimum (this reduces road-kill potential).

Because trenches can trap turtles, trenches should be
checked for turtles prior to being backfilled and the sites
should be returned to original grade.

LANDSCAPING AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT

Terrain should be left with as much natural contour as
possible.

As much natural landscape as possible should be preserved
(installation of sod or wood chips, paving, and planting of
trees within nesting habitat can mallze that habitat unusable
to nesting Blanding’s turtles).

Graded areas should be revegetated with native grasses
and forbs (some non-natives form dense patches through
which it is difficult for turtles to travel).

Open space should include some areas at higher elevations
for nesting. These areas should be retained in native
vegetation, and should be connected to wetlands by a wide
corridor of native vegetation.

Vegetation management in infrequently mowed areas --
such as in ditches, along utility access roads, and under
power lines -- should be done mechanically (chemicals
should not be used). Work should occur fall through
spring (after October 1% and before June 1*).

Ditches and utility access roads should not be mowed or
managed through use of chemicals. If vegetation
management is required, it should be done mechanically,
as infrequently as possible, and fall through spring
(mowing can kill turtles present during mowing, and
makes it easier for predators to locate turtles crossing
roads).

Protecting Blanding’s Turtle Nests: Most predation on turtle nests occurs within 48 hours after the eggs are laid.
After this time, the scent is gone from the nest and it is more difficult for predators to locate the nest. Nests more
than a week old probably do not need additional protection, unless they are in a particularly vulnerable spot, such as
a yard where pets may disturb the nest. Turtle nests can be protected from predators and other disturbance by
covering them with a piece of wire fencing (such as chicken wire), secured to the ground with stakes or rocks. The
piece of fencing should measure at least 2 ft. x 2 ft., and should be of medium sized mesh (openings should be about

2in.x 2 in.). It is very important that the fencing be removed before August 18t so the young turtles can escape

from the nest when they hatch!

REFERENCES
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Cover Email to
Early Notification
Memo
6205-39 (US 10)

Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 4:22 PM
To: Peter Leete (Peter.Leete@dot.state.mn.us); *DOT_CulturalResources; Boben, Carolyn

(DOT); Vogel, Mark (DOT); Richter, Jason (DOT); Kelly, Brian (DOT); Weatherhead, James
(DOT); 'Nnaemeka.Ezekwemba@dot.gov'; Moynihan, Debra (DOT); 'Markeson, Tina
(DOT)"; Sorenson, Debra (DOT); Heinz, Katherine (DOT); Henricksen, Jim (DOT); Wasko,

Peter (DOT)
Cc: Dalton, Richard (DOT); Baker, Keith (DOT); Adams, Jerome (DOT)
Subject: For Review: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM; Response Date: 5/20/15
Attachments: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM (EAW).doc; 6205-39 Project Location Map.pdf; 6205-39 USGS

Map.pdf; 6205-39 Concept Map.pdf

Dear Addressees,

Please respond to the attached Early Notification Memo (ENM) Environmental Review Request
for SP 6205-39 on

EB U.S. 10 in the city of Arden Hills, in Ramsey County. This is a state-funded safety
and capacity project, including the construction of a one-mile-long auxiliary lane on EB
U.S. 10 between Co. Rd. 10 and Co. Rd. 96. The project will require a noise analysis and
a noise barrier solicitation process. The environmental document is an EAW. See the
“Project Description” in the attached ENM. Your response is requested by Friday, May 22,
2015.

Also attached: Project Location Map, USGS Map, Project Concept Map

Letting Date: January 2017

P6 Update for Wendy Kufner & Jerome Adams
Only the following ENM activities are needed in the P6 schedule for 6205-39. Wendy:
Please delete any other ENM activities showing on this project.

Activity Activity Name Activity Owner

ENM1000 Prepare & Distribute ENM Candyce Clayton

ENM1010 Review & Respond to ENM by CRU Kristen

Zschomler

ENM1020 Review & Respond to ENM by CMMT Carolyn Boben
(Contaminated Properties)

ENM1030 Review & Respond to ENM for Mark Vogel
Regulated Waste

ENM1040 Review & Respond to ENM by DNR Candyce Clayton

ENM1120 Review & Respond to ENM by Rail Jim Weatherhead
Office

ENM1140 Review & Respond to ENM by WRE Brian Kelly

Thank you for your assistance. (NOTE: Individuals listed under the “Cc” heading, above,
are not expected to respond.)

Candyce Clayton
Project Documentation
Metro District
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From: Gombold, Brigid (DOT)

To: Leete, Peter (DOT); Smith, Christopher E (DOT); Boben, Carolyn (DOT); Vogel. Mark (DOT); Voigt, Paul (DOT);
Heinz, Katherine (DOT); MN_DOT_CulturalResources

Cc: Adams, Jerome (DOT); Dalton. Richard (DOT); Moynihan. Debra (DOT)

Subject: Re-Review of ENM for SP: 6205-39 TH 10

Date: Friday, June 09, 2017 9:02:00 AM

Hi Reviewers

Unfortunately the EAW did not get published during the time period that some of the reviews would
still be valid. In addition, this project has had Federal funds added to it, so the state only reviews are
also invalid. The good news is that there is a layout with the proposed ponding site. The green on
the layout is Not MnDOT — it is Ramsey County. Attached are all of the reviews that were received.
Please respond if a new review is needed. Approximate tree removal is in the ENM.

CRIS # 24416

The document we had discussed with FHWA prior to Emeka’s departure and while Ryan was starting
was a EAW and separate Non-Programmatic CE.

If you have any questions regarding the design of the project please contact Jerome Adam, the PM
at 651-234-7611.

Thanks Brigid

Brigid Gombold

MnDOT — Environmental Coordinator
1500 Co. Rd. B2

Roseville, MN 55113

(651) 234-7674
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Early Notification
Memo

Early Notification Memo
Metro District Office Tel: 651/234-7677
Waters Edge Building - Mail Stop 050 Fax: 651/234-7608
1500 W. County Road B-2

Roseville, Minnesota 55113-3175

!iﬂs Minnesota Department of Transportation | 6205-39 (US 10)
E Page 1 of 11

Date:  April 10,2015  Resent 6/9/2017
Subject: Early Notification Memo

SP: 6205-39 (U.S. 10)  Job Number: T9WO076

Letting Date: dJaruary-2647 July 2018

Type of project: Construct a two-lane exit on southbound 1-35W to eastbound U.S. 10;
construct an auxiliary lane on eastbound U.S. 10 from C.R. 10 to C.R. 96.

PPMS project limits: On U.S. 10 from I-35W to C.R. 96 in Arden Hills, Ramsey County,
Minnesota

Funding: State-erly(EMSP} Federal Funds
ENM response date: May 22, 2015

To: The following MnDOT Functional Groups (checked with an “X").
(Addressees - additional information is available by clicking “see below” or HPDP” links in the table below)
HPDP .
Person — Area of Concern Seebelow | 7o o 1qs | PEActivity #

Peter Leete (MS 620) — DNR questionnaire (for thresholds on
X | when to use, see “HPDP" link to the right [links to DNR/MnDOT | Seebelow | HPDP ENM1040
MOU], then go to bottom of page 24.)
For projects near the Mississippi River
IF project lies in MNRRA, (map at EDMS 508748) contact
Alan Robbins-Fenger
Resource Management - Planning and Land Use, MNRRA
National Park Service See Below | HPDP None
111 East Kellogg Boulevard, Suite 105
St. Paul, Mn. 55101
alan_robbins_fenger@nps.gov
651-290-3030 ext 250 Respond
For projects near the St. Croix River, contact :Js'ng official
. etterhead
Jill Medland
Jill_Medland@nps.gov
St. Croix National Scenic Riverway NPS web
401 North Hamilton Street page
Saint Croix Falls, Wl 54024
Phone:715-483-2284
Fax: 715-483-3288
X | Chris Smith (MS 620) - Federal T&E Species Review See below | HPDP ENM1060
Cultural Resources Unit Review
X | (see guidance at EDMS doc 1274121 for state-funded See below | HPDP ENM1010
pavement rehab projects)

T

None

Ker-Aufdencamp—{Metro-West-and-East-Areas)
R db
X Carolyn Boben (Metro North Area) See below | HPDP ENM1020 Eﬁ?gﬁr;r y

(MS 620) — Contaminated property review memo

Mark Vogel (Metro North and East Areas)
X | JackieKlein{Metro-South—and-West-Areas) See below | HPDP ENM1030
(MS 620) — Regulated Waste

File: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM (EAW)
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Person — Area of Concern See below %holds P6 Activity #
(Building Demolition/Relocation and Bridge Reconstruction/Painting)

X | Tina Markeson (MS 620) — Forestry/ tree survey See below | HPDP ENM1070
Kathryn McFadden (MS 686) - Historic Properties Program See below None
Rob Williams (MS 686) - Safety Rest Area Program See below Na
Vera Westrum Ostrom (MS 686) - State Entry Monuments See below Na
Gina-Mitteco-{Metroy—Bicyele-and-Pedestrianreview/ ENM1090

L . See below | HPDP ENM1100
. . All Bridge

Dan Prather (MS 610) — Bridge Projects SeeBelow | oo None
Jason Richter (MS XXX) — Geology review for EAW Item 10 |

X (MnDOT written EA only) See Below None
Jim Weatherhead (all Metro Areas)

X | (MS 470) - Railroad Review (rail contacts list) See below | HPDP ENM1120

X | Debra Sorenson (MS 410) -- Office of Aeronautics See below | HPDP ENM1110

X | Jim Henrickson (Metro) — Traffic Forecasts None

X | Peter Wasko (Metro) — Noise review See below | HPDP ENM1050
XXXXX - Metro Right of Way (click here for maps) See below None

X | Katherine Heinz — District Wetlands review See below | HPDP None
Brian Kelly— Metro Water Resources (click here for map)

X | Only send WRE federally-funded projects and EAW See below None
projects
XXXXX — Metro Traffic (click here for map) See below None

X | Deb Moynihan - (MS 620) — Environmental Review Document | See below None
Emeka Ezekwemba (FHWA Area Engineer) - Emeka
Ezekwemba (East, West, and North Areas); Abbi-Ginsberg

X | (South-Area) See below None

o Environmental Review Document (EAW, EA vs. CAT EX) | Seebelow
o Interstate Access Request

Cc:

X | Keith Baker — Consultant Administration

Minnie Milkert - Value Engineering

. . . See bel
(for projects with total costs >$20 million) S

Deb Moynihan - (MS 620) — Environmental Review Document

Jerome Adams — Metro District Project Manager (PPMS Fin.
Des. Pro))

2XXXXX — Metro District Project Designer (PPMS DES. ENG)

Brigid Gombold - Metro Environmental Coordinator
(Cat_Ex and Cat_Ex_Not documents)

Rick Dalton — Metro Environmental Coordinator
(EAW, EA and EIS documents)

For additional information about the project, please contact the Project Designer or the Project

Manager:
Project Manager:  Jerome Adams
Metro District
1500 W. Co. Rd. B2
Roseville, Mn. 55113
Phone: 651-234-7611
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Project Designer:  XXXX
Phone:  651-234-XXXX

For additional information about this Early Notification Memo, please contact the Report Writer:

Report Writer:  Brigid Gombold -Project Documentation
Metro District
1500 W. Co. Rd. B2
Roseville, Mn. 55113
Phone: 651-234-7676

PLEASE RETURN REVIEW RESPONSE TO THE PROJECT DESIGNER AND REPORT WRITER

The Metro District Project Documentation Unit is providing early notification of the proposed project described in
the subject line (above), and is requesting your review of the project (and coordination with other agencies where
needed) following guidance on the Highway Project Development Process (HPDP) web site.

Please reply by: Friday, May 22, 2015.
(Typically 45 days from the date the ENM is sent). If this date is not possible, please reply, estimating when this
review can be completed.

Information available at this time in regard to the project may be limited, therefore, MnDOT recognizes that the
responses you provide are preliminary and may change after reviews of other documents or if the highway plan
change. However, your early input will help assure that all environmental concerns and interests relating to this
project are considered in the development of this project.

Project Description

federal __This-state-funded construction project on eastbound U.S. 10 will create a two-lane exit from southbound I-
35W onto eastbound U.S. 10 by adding a second exit lane left of the existing exit lane. An auxiliary lane
will be constructed on eastbound U.S. 10 from the County Road 10 entrance ramp to the exit onto County
Road 96, in Ramsey County, in the city of Arden Hills, Minnesota. The proposed 1-mile + auxiliary lane
will require that a Type 1 noise analysis be conducted, preliminary to constructing any voter-approved
noise barriers. This project comes under the programming category of safety/capacity. [See attached
maps for project location and details.]

Need Statement

The 2013 Metropolitan Freeway System Congestion Report identifies this segment of U.S. 10 as having
greater than three hours of daily congestion. The demand for exit maneuvers exceeds capacity at I-35W
and at County Road 96. There is also a demand during the high-volume a.m. peak for gaps to allow
entrance onto U.S. 10 by vehicles operating out of a local business (Scherer Brothers).

Purpose Statement
The project purpose is to improve capacity and decrease congestion along this segment of U.S. 10.

The pond will remove spot trees - 5-8 trees. The possible
noise walls will be 0.5 acres if all possible wall were
installed.
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Anticipated Project Features
Road Surface WRE Design

A reconstruction or major grading section

Culvert replacement with same size

Guardrail replacement

Pavement mill and overlay

Culvert replacement with larger size

Guardrail improvement

Joint/crack repair

X |Culvert extension or lining

Bicycle and Pedestrian

Realignment

Temporary Stream diversion

Elimination of bicycle access

Construct 2-lane exit

Permanent Stream diversion

Right of Way

Construct auxiliary lane

X |Storm water pond construction

Work outside existing R/W

Roadway widening, curve correction, etc

Erosion repair

Temporary easement

Work outside the existing shoulder Pl

Wetland fill or excavation

Building demolition/relocation

Curb and gutter work (or replacement)

Disturb more than 1 acre land

Right-of-way acquisition

Add more than 1 acre impervious

Resurfacing/ rehabilitation Relocations
surfaces

Traffic DNR stream/water crossings

Turn lane or bypass construction Bridge Other

Turn lane construction

Bridge painting

Conduct noise analysis

Traffic Management System (TMS) install

Bridge demolition, rehabilitation
or replacement

X |Add noise barriers, if approved
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General Project Information:
District: Metro | County(ies): Ramsey ‘ City(s): Arden Hills

Legal Description: Twp. | T3IN Range: | R23W | Section(s): | 17, 16, 21

Location and From: CR 10 (238+00.5) To: CR 96 (239+00.2)
Reference Points

Planned Letting Date: 01/2017
Is Project in the currently approved STIP? (X)No () Yes
Document being prepared: ( ) CATEX ()EIS ()EA (X)EAW () NONE [CAT EX not needed ]

Funding types: ( X) State funds ( ) FHWA funds (X) Uncertain; for Historical review assume federal funds unless
the project will be let in the next 9 months with state funds

Projectisin: () scoping stage ( X ) pre-design stage

Plan drawings are: () available (X)) not yet available
Tribal Lands: Is project within a Reservation? (X ) No () Yes: ‘ If yes, Reservation name: XX

The project does/ does not require a permit from ( ) DNR () Federal ( ) PCA () Other (X)) Unknown
Bridge no. (if applicable): XX Feature bridge crosses (e.g., railroad, river, stream): XX

PONTIS Bird Nest Report lists bridges by highway and Ref Point , and lists feature crossed — print appropriate pages and attach, if this helps answer the questions
above..

There are no borrow areas associated with this project.

If Yes, give description of location including Twp., Range, Section(s). XXXX
There are no disposal areas associated with this project.

If Yes, give description of location including give Twp., Range, Section(s). XXXX

Current land use: see Georilla under the layers /LAND USE AND FEATURES/Generalized Land Use . . . for land
use in the project area Mixed-use industrial (Twin Cities Army Ammunition Plant); Retail/commercial office;
Mixed-use residential; Single family; Undeveloped; Park/recreation.

1. Arethere any parks, trails, wildlife refuges, and/or recreation areas in the project vicinity?

()No (X) Yes
2. If Yes, will this project have any impacts on this parks, trails, refuges, and/or recreation area?

(X)No ()Yes
If Yes, please explain and, since there could be Section 4(f) impacts, contact Rick Dalton and /or Deb Moynihan
(OES).
(In Metro, the Georilla map displaying Metro Council annotated base-map is helpful; or review park and trail maps
posted on city web-pages)

1. Are there any Manufactured Home Parks and/or Apartment Buildings in the project vicinity?
() No (X)Yes: Manufactured home park located at U.S. 10 and CR 96, NW quadrant.

2. If Yes, will this project have any impacts [direct or indirect (e.g., noise)] on any Manufactured Home
Parks and/or Apartment Buildings?
(X)No ()Yes Maybe. Some temporary traffic impacts could occur during project construction;
however, these impacts would occur equally throughout the project corridor, not only within this
neighborhood.

If Yes, please explain and, since there could be environmental justice considerations, contact Rick Dalton and /or
Deb Moynihan (OES).

Note: Before answering “yes” to #2 above, “impacts” need to exceed the thresholds listed in Attachment B of the
Programmatic Categorical Exclusion Agreement between FHWA and MnDOT. View these in the “Attachment “B”
Checklist” at:

http://dotapp7.dot.state.mn.us/edms/download?docld=617753

(In Metro, the Georilla map displaying Metro Council Generalized Land Use (2010) is helpful; it shows areas with
manufactured and multifamily residences.)
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Additional information, by subject area
X DNR Review and Determination: Peter Leete

| Please complete a DNR Questionnaire for this highway project.

Federal T&E Species Review

This is a federally funded project, or an Interstate project requiring an Interstate Access Request (IAR)

Explain other reasons for sending project to Jason -

X Cultural Resources Review and Determination: CRU Staff

The Early Notification Memo will NOT be sent to CRU for this state funded project because the project
meets the work type criteria set in EDMS doc # 1361058. CRU has determined this work type is a low risk.

This project is on TH 55 or TH 62, and within the sensitivity zones of Coldwater Spring listed in the report
Safeguarding Coldwater Spring Requirements for Projects Conducted on MnDOT Right-of-Way at EDMS doc
1523387.

Request for Archaeological/Historical Review to meet federal and state requirements (the normal review,
unless the project will be let in the next nine (9) months with state funds — then use state-only review
below.)

Request for Archaeological/Historical Review, state only (state funded project, with no likelihood of federal
funds). But may need COE permit.

X Contaminated Properties or Regulated Materials (including asbestos): Carolyn Boben

The Early Notification Memo will NOT be sent to the Environmental Investigation Unit (EIU) for this project
because the project meets the RTMC work-type criteria set in EDMS doc # 1362394 regarding contaminated
properties review. EIU has determined this work type is a low risk.

Cable median barrier projects do not need ENM review by EIU (CMMT) unless other earthwork (such as
culvert replacement) is associated with the project (see EDMS doc 1483765 for background).

Crack Seal, Fog Seal and Surface Rehab project that are programmed from Maintenance do not need ENM
review by CMMT. This work type has been determined low risk. See EDMS doc 1535639 for confirmation.

Sign panel replacement projects or sign structure Type A projects as described in EDMS doc 1545443 do not
need ENM review by CMMT. This work has been determined low risk. See EMDS doc 1545443

X | Project involves grading and/or excavation, including minor work (e.g., turns lanes, signal footings, sign posts,
culvert replacement).
Project is in or near a commercial/industrial area.
District has information that indicates potentially contaminated sites are located along the corridor (e.g., filling
stations, dumps, manufacturing, scrap yards, dry cleaners, etc.). Army ammunition plant
Project requires groundwater dewatering.
Regulated Materials: Mark Vogel
Project will include building demolition or relocation.
Project will include bridge demolition, deck replacement, or renovation.
Project will include bridge painting or painting of any steel structure. (Check for PCB’s in paint system)
X | Project will include treated wood materials (such as noise walls, guardrail posts, etc.)
? | Project will include acquisition of property with above ground discarded regulated materials or waste.
Other:
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Forestry (tree survey) and Vegetation: Tina Markeson

This project may impact trees and vegetation. Please provide recommendations for trees listed at the sites below that
may be affected by this project.

Location

Reference
Point

Cause of potential impact

X Geology Review for (new) EAW Item 10: Jason Richter

Please provide responses to EAW Item 10.

X Railroad Review — Jim Weatherhead: See attached map for railroad locations; one of the conditions below
is true. Please review the attached map and provide your response.
e Construction activity is expected within 50-ft of the centerline of an individual pair of railroad (RR) tracks.
e  Project limits are estimated to be within 600-ft of any RR tracks.
e Project has a detour that directs traffic across a RR grade crossing.
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X Noise: Peter Wasko
Send email to the FHWA Area Engineer and ask them which of the following statements apply:

I have reviewed your request for an FHWA determination under 23 C.F.R. 772, for project type to be used for
noise analysis in the subject project.

After reviewing the material, | consider this to be a Type | project because it meets one of the definition criteria
below:

(1) The construction of a highway on new location; or,

(2) The physical alteration of an existing highway where there is either:

(i) Substantial Horizontal Alteration. A project that halves the distance between the traffic noise source
and the closest receptor between the existing condition to the future build condition; or,

(ii) Substantial Vertical Alteration. A project that removes shielding, therefore exposing the line-of-sight
between the receptor and the traffic noise source. This is done by either altering the vertical alignment
of the highway or by altering the topography (not including the addition or removal of vegetation)
between the highway traffic noise source and the receptor; or,

(3) Bridge replacement projects that satisfy item (2), above.

(4) The addition of a through-traffic lane( s). This includes the addition of a through-traffic lane that functions
as a HOV lane, contraflow lane, High-Occupancy Toll (HOT) lane, bus lane, or truck climbing lane; or,

(5) The addition of an auxiliary lane, except for when the auxiliary lane is a tum lane.

(6) The addition or relocation of interchange lanes or ramps added to a quadrant to complete an existing partial
interchange; or,

(7) Restriping existing pavement for the purpose of adding a through traffic lane or an auxiliary lane; or,

(8) The addition of a new or substantial alteration of a weigh station, rest stop, ride-share lot or toll plaza.

(9) Ifaproject is determined to be a Type | project as defined above, then the entire project area as defined in
the environmental document is a Type | project.

OR

I have reviewed your request for an FHWA determination under 23 C.F.R. 772, for project type to be used for
noise analysis in the subject project. After reviewing the material, | would not consider this to be a Type 1
project and no noise analysis is required.

Contact Anne Claflin (651-297-8324) at MPCA, and ask for MPCA’s opinion as to whether if a noise analysis
is required under state statute and rules.

? Right of Way

? | This project involves one of the following right-of-way actions: permanent acquisitions; easements;
leases/permits; Commissioner’s Orders on roadways of other jurisdictions; transfers of custodial control; excess
acquisition; Railbank; shared facilities; partnership projects that acquire property for which MnDOT will
become the owner; and Right of way Acquisition Loan Fund (RALF) projects. at the time the EMN is sent.

If yes (box to left is checked), Metro Project Manager should have contacted Metro Right of Way to
complete an EDD-1 form in REALMS (please check to see that you have received this; if not, contact the
Project Manager).
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X Wetlands: Katie Heinz
Katie - Please respond to the following questions:
- Are there wetlands within the project corridor?
- What is your timeline for completing the Level 1 wetland delineation?

If further wetland field delineation work is needed, Katie, please ask the Project Manager (and cc Cynthia
Krumsieg) to add PPMS activity 1082 and 1083 (Wetlands) to the project schedule. Project Schedules can be
viewed on the internet at http://ihub/projectmanagement/project-development/pmsu/metro/index.html .

Process for completing the Environmental Document: this text is taken form EDMS doc 961236.

- Katie reviews available wetland information for a Level 1 Wetland Delineation and marks (maps) Level 1
Wetland Delineation lines on a Microstation file.

- Katie completes her portions of Environmental Document write-up and a pdf map of the delineation lines to
Writer and WRE Squad Leader.

- Katie sends Microstation file location, and Environmental Document write-up (see below) to Design (the
Project Manager and/or Project Designer) and the WRE Squad Leader.

- Project Designer measures wetland impacts, completes wetland impact table, creates a pdf-figure
identifying wetland impacts, and describes wetland avoidance and minimization sections for Environmental
Document write-up, and returns to Writer and Katie.

- Katie requests Sarma to write wetland replacement mitigation letter (see EDMS doc 1347838 for sample
letter).

- Sarma prepares wetland replacement mitigation letter, and sends to Writer.

- WRE Squad Leader working with Katie completes permits and mitigation section of Environmental
Document write-up, and returns to Writer.

- Writer assembles the wetland write-up for the Environmental Document.

Water Resources

The Early Notification Memo will NOT be sent to the Water Resources squad leader for this state funded
project because the project is state funded and does not require an EAW. See e-mail in EDMS doc
#1224389 for more information. Water Resources will obtain all necessary permits as noted in in EDMS
doc #1224389.
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X Water Resources — Brian Kelly (state-funded project requiring EAW)

Check project scoping information. Has any of that information changed? If so, please explain. Should any WRE
items be added to this project?

Yes | No

Please review the table below, check the appropriate boxes and provide the information requested.

Is a DNR Public Waters Work Permit needed (Public Waters maps)? PWI # XXX, XXX,

Isa US Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 permit needed? If yes, What Type?

NPDES (> 1 acre of soil disturbed)? Will NPDES permit & SWPPP be required?

NPDES (> 1 acre new impervious)?

Will storm water ponds or other water quality mitigation be required?
Where would you like them to be located on the project?

Is R/W needed for ponds?

Is project within 1 mile of TMDL or Special water and do we drain to it? (TDML = Total Daily
Maximum Load)

Do we have a WLA for this TMDL? (WLA = Waste Load Allocation, such as phosphorous or suspended
solids)

100-year floodplain impacts

Does the project cross any floodplains? ( Map available at
http://msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/stores/servilet/CategoryDisplay?catalogld=10001&storeld=10001&cateq
oryld=12001&langld=-1&userType=6&type=1&dfirmCatld=12009&future=false

If yes, will the project do any work below the 100-year floodplain elevation?

If yes, what agency regulates floodplain impacts for this waterbody?
What replacement requirements does this agency have?

Are any waters within the project limits infested with an aquatic invasive species, according to DNR
Designation of Infested Waters guidance?

Note: water from infested waters may not be transported on a public road or off riparian property on
infested waters except in emergencies or under permit ($200 civil penalty or misdemeanor).

Does the project discharge to a Prohibited Water (SNA)? ( Cannot have new or expanded discharge to
these areas)

If yes, how will you mitigate?
( Map available at S\WRE\MS4AORVW _ Special _Waters)

Does the project discharge to a Restricted Water (Calcareous Fen or a Wild, Scenic or Recreational
River? (Try to avoid new or expanded discharge and get permission for discharge from PCA if new
discharge or expanded discharge — follow steps).

If yes, how will you mitigate?
( Map available at S\WRE\MS4AORVW _ Special _Waters)

Does the project discharge to_Special Water? ( Trout Lake or Trout Stream)
( Map available at S\WRE\MS4AORVW _ Special _Waters)
If yes, how will you mitigate?

Does the project discharge to an Impaired (TMDL) Water?
( Map available at S:\WRE\MS4\TMDLs\2008 TMDL ArcMap\Metro\2008TMDL.pdf)
If yes, how will you mitigate?

Is the project within a Watershed District? Name of district(s)?
( Map available at S:\WRE\S7\GIS\WD-WMO\2007WD-WMOmap.pdf)
If yes, what are requirements?
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Check project scoping information. Has any of that information changed? If so, please explain. Should any WRE
items be added to this project?

Yes | No | Please review the table below, check the appropriate boxes and provide the information requested.
Is the project within a Watershed Management Organization (WMO map) (Name of WMO)?

( Map available at S\WRE\S7\GIS\WD-WMO\2007WD-WMOmap.pdf)

If yes, what are requirements?

Does the project lie within a Drinking Water Supply Management Area (DWSMA) (Map available at
S:\WRE\MS4\Drinking Water Info\2008 DWSMA.pdf)

If yes, what is the Drinking Water Supply (DWS) vulnerability (Very high / High / Moderate / Low /
Very Low)?

If moderate to very low vulnerability, then contact city for final decision on whether treatment device can
be located in DWSMA area. If in very high or high vulnerability area — do not infiltrate!

X Aeronautics Review: Deb Sorenson

This project (corridor) is within an Airport Influence area (see Metro Publicly Owned Airports map, then click on an
airport).

X Metro Traffic: Jim Henricksen

X | If the purpose of this project is safety (HES), please provide HES worksheet(s) for alternatives considered, or
other justification for this work.

X' | If the purpose of this project is capacity, please provide LOS analysis (write-up) for alternatives considered, or
other justification for this work.

For Resurfacing projects, please identify crash clusters and crash problems; where crash clusters and crash
problems exist, provide potential solutions, and whether these solution will be included in the project scope.

OES and FHWA Area Engineer - Environmental Review Project Path

Deb Moynihan- based on the information presented thus far, would you recommend an Environmental Assessment
Worksheet? [The auxiliary lane length'is about 1 mile long. Please call me if you would like to discuss this, or we
can set up a meeting to discuss the environmental review document.

Interstate Access Request

FHWA Area Engineer — Checked items listed below are included in this project. Please respond as to whether an
Interstate Access Request will be needed for this project. An Interstate Access Request federalizes a state-funded
project, and a federal environmental document (Cat Ex, EA, EIS) will be required for the project.

This project will add a new access point to an Interstate highway.

X" | This project will add lanes (an auxiliary lang), or relocate entrance or exit ramp noses on an Interstate highway.

Attachments

Project Location Map
USGS Map
Project Concept Map
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Revised Cover Email to
Tina Markeson (ENM

P6 Table Update) See revised P6
6205-39 (US 10)
Clayton, Candyce (DOT) Page 1 of 2 table on p.2
From: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 9:23 AM
To: 'Markeson, Tina (DOT)'
Subject: Revised ENM P6 Table FW: For Review: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM; Response Date: 5/20/15
Attachments: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM (EAW).doc; 6205-39 Project Location Map.pdf; 6205-39 USGS

Map.pdf; 6205-39 Concept Map.pdf

Hi Tina,

Thanks for your email of 4/15/15, which | copied into this message, below. If you scroll down, you will see that | have
now added your ENM 1070 review task to the P6 table. At the time that | filled out the table, | didn’t know your task
number — so thanks for sending it. Also, you should know that at this point, there is no P6 schedule, as Jerome hasn’t
created it yet. | will forward the revised table to him (and to Wendy) so he will know to include ENM 1070. Thanks again
-- Candyce

From Tina Markeson on 4/15/15

Candyce-

I am a little confused. You do not list ENM 1070 in your table as a P6 activity to keep, however, on the ENM my name is checked
indicating you would like a Vegetation Review. If we are to complete an ENM Review, | would like to have ENM1070 in the P6
schedule.

Please let me know which way you would like to go on this.
Tina

Tina Markeson

Office of Environmental Stewardship

Roadside Vegetation Management Unit Superivsor
651-366-3619

From: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 4:22 PM

To: Peter Leete (Peter.Leete@dot.state.mn.us); *DOT_CulturalResources; Boben, Carolyn (DOT); Vogel, Mark (DOT);
Richter, Jason (DOT); Kelly, Brian (DOT); Weatherhead, James (DOT); 'Nnaemeka.Ezekwemba@dot.gov'; Moynihan,
Debra (DOT); 'Markeson, Tina (DOT)'; Sorenson, Debra (DOT); Heinz, Katherine (DOT); Henricksen, Jim (DOT); Wasko,
Peter (DOT)

Cc: Dalton, Richard (DOT); Baker, Keith (DOT); Adams, Jerome (DOT)

Subject: For Review: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM; Response Date: 5/20/15

Dear Addressees,

Please respond to the attached Early Notification Memo (ENM) Environmental Review Request
for SP 6205-39 on

EB U.S. 10 in the city of Arden Hills, in Ramsey County. This is a state-funded safety
and capacity project, including the construction of a one-mile-long auxiliary lane on EB
U.S. 10 between Co. Rd. 10 and Co. Rd. 96. The project will require a noise analysis and
a noise barrier solicitation process. The environmental document is an EAW. See the
“Project Description” in the attached ENM. Your response is requested by Friday, May 22,
2015.

Also attached: Project Location Map, USGS Map, Project Concept Map

1
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Revised Cover Email to :
Tina Markeson (ENM Revised P6
Letting Date: January 2017 P6 Table Update) Table
6205-39 (US 10)
Page 2 of 2

P6 Update for Wendy Kufner & Jerome Adams
Only the following ENM activities are needed in the P6 schedule for 6205-39. Wendy:
Please delete any other ENM activities showing on this project.

Activity Activity Name Activity Owner

ENM1000 Prepare & Distribute ENM Candyce Clayton

ENM1010 Review & Respond to ENM by CRU Kristen

Zschomler

ENM1020 Review & Respond to ENM by CMMT Carolyn Boben
(Contaminated Properties)

ENM1030 Review & Respond to ENM for Mark Vogel
Regulated Waste

ENM1040 Review & Respond to ENM by DNR Candyce Clayton

ENM 1070 [ Review & Respond to ENM by Tina Markeson
Vegetation Unit

ENM1120 Review & Respond to ENM by Rail Jim Weatherhead
Office

ENM1140 Review & Respond to ENM by WRE Brian Kelly

Thank you for your assistance. (NOTE: Individuals listed under the “Cc” heading, above,
are not expected to respond.)

Candyce Clayton
Project Documentation
Metro District
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Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Nnaemeka.Ezekwemba@dot.gov

Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:13 PM

To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: FW: SP 6205-39 US 10 eastbound auxiliary lane

For your records.

Nnaemeka U. Ezekwemba, P.E.

Area Engineer

Federal Highway Administration - Minnesota Division
direct: (651)-291-6108 | nnaemeka.ezekwemba@dot.gov
380 Jackson Street, Suite 500, St. Paul, MN 55101
www.fhwa.dot.gov/mndiv

From: Adams, Jerome (DOT) [mailto:jerome.adams@state.mn.us]
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2015 8:17 AM

To: Ezekwemba, Nnaemeka (FHWA)

Cc: Dalton, Richard (DOT); Kauppi, Sheila (DOT)

Subject: SP 6205-39 US 10 eastbound auxiliary lane

Emeka,

We just spoke by phone. | explained that MnDOT intends to develop SP 6205-39 US 10 for a Jan. 2017 letting. The scope
of this project will add the second lane to the southbound I35W to eastbound US 10 exit ramp, and then add a 3" lane
on the right on eastbound US 10 from 135W and drop it at CR 96. MnDOT intends to use state funds and do a State EAW.
We will be doing a noise wall process. We plan on closing the median openings in front of Scherer Brothers and Big 10,

and keep those entrances open as right in/right out only.

In our conversation today you said that we did not need an IAR and do not need full federal oversight. We will of course

involve you in layout development, and | will try to keep you informed in general.
As always, feel free to contact me anytime with questions or comments.

Jerome Adams, PE, PMP
MnDOT

1500 Co. Rd. B2
Roseville, MN 55113
0:651-234-7611

C: 651-775-5069





Per FHWA: No IAR
or NEPA Required
6205-39 (US 10)

Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Nnaemeka.Ezekwemba@dot.gov

Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2015 3:13 PM

To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: RE: For Review: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM; Response Date: 5/20/15

Candyce — FYl Jerome and | covered this project via phone. No IAR/no NEPA.

Nnaemeka U. Ezekwemba, P.E.

Area Engineer

Federal Highway Administration - Minnesota Division
direct: (651)-291-6108 | nnaemeka.ezekwemba@dot.gov
380 Jackson Street, Suite 500, St. Paul, MN 55101
www.fhwa.dot.gov/mndiv

From: Clayton, Candyce (DOT) [mailto:candyce.clayton@state.mn.us]

Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 4:22 PM

To: Leete, Peter (DOT); *DOT_CulturalResources; Boben, Carolyn (DOT); Vogel, Mark (DOT); Richter, Jason (DOT);
Kelly, Brian (DOT); Weatherhead, James (DOT); Ezekwemba, Nnaemeka (FHWA); Moynihan, Debra (DOT); Markeson,
Christina (DOT); Sorenson, Debra (DOT); Heinz, Katherine (DOT); Henricksen, Jim (DOT); Wasko, Peter (DOT)

Cc: Dalton, Richard (DOT); Baker, Keith (DOT); Adams, Jerome (DOT)

Subject: For Review: 6205-39 (US 10) ENM; Response Date: 5/20/15

Dear Addressees,

Please respond to the attached Early Notification Memo (ENM) Environmental Review Request
for SP 6205-39 on

EB U.S. 10 in the city of Arden Hills, in Ramsey County. This is a state-funded safety
and capacity project, including the construction of a one-mile-long auxiliary lane on EB
U.S. 10 between Co. Rd. 10 and Co. Rd. 96. The project will require a noise analysis and
a noise barrier solicitation process. The environmental document is an EAW. See the
“Project Description” in the attached ENM. Your response is requested by Friday, May 22,
2015.

Also attached: Project Location Map, USGS Map, Project Concept Map

Letting Date: January 2017

P6 Update for Wendy Kufner & Jerome Adams
Only the following ENM activities are needed in the P6 schedule for 6205-39. Wendy:
Please delete any other ENM activities showing on this project.

Activity Activity Name Activity Owner

ENM1000 Prepare & Distribute ENM Candyce Clayton

ENM1010 Review & Respond to ENM by CRU Kristen

Zschomler

ENM1020 Review & Respond to ENM by CMMT Carolyn Boben
(Contaminated Properties)

ENM1030 Review & Respond to ENM for Mark Vogel
Regulated Waste

ENM1040 Review & Respond to ENM by DNR Candyce Clayton

ENM1120 Review & Respond to ENM by Rail Jim Weatherhead
Office
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Project Assignment
Memo: 3/26/15
6205-39 (US10)

Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Dalton, Richard (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:49 PM

To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Cc: Gombold, Brigid (DOT); Jung, Paul (DOT); Fischer, Jose (DOT)
Subject: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Documentation assignment - EAW
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Candyce — this one is a rush. Letting is 07/22/16.
Please prepare an ENM ASAP. It has State-funds (CMSP).
Project Description - *SCOPE15-17* EB US10, FROM SB 135W TO RAMSEY-CR96 IN ARDEN HILLS - CONSTURCT 2-LANE

See scoping map-booklet at http://georilla/scoping mapbooks/2017/jung paul alan/scope 1542.pdf

Tony can give you the purpose and need, or you may find it in the Scoping Data base. See me with questions.
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Project Not in STIP
6205-39 (US 10)

Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Krumsieg, Cynthia (DOT)
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:42 PM
To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)
Subject: RE: 6205-39 in STIP?

Hi Candyce,

This project is not in the STIP and is not going in the Draft 2016-2019 STIP that will be submitted by April 15", What |
know is this is a CMSP project that Tony Fischer is asking to be scoped for consideration for FY17.
Cindy

From: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 2:37 PM
To: Krumsieg, Cynthia (DOT)
Subject: 6205-39 in STIP?

Hi Cindy,
Could you please let me know whether 6205-39 on US 10 is in the current STIP? Letting is 7/22/16.

Thanks.
Candyce
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Table of Project
Lanes
6205-39 (US 10)

Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 12:08 PM

To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Documentation assignment - EAW
Attachments: SB35W_to_EB10_AuxTo96.pdf

Hi Candyce,

Hopefully this table and the attached concept picture helps. The solid blue shows what is proposed.

# lanes | Existing | Proposed | Notes

SB 35W exit to US 10 EB 1 2 New decision lane so not much
impact to 35W.

EBCR10to EBUS 10 1 1

EB US 10 east of 35W 2 3

EB US 10 at Scherer Bros/Big Ten | 2 3

East of CR 96 exit 2 2 Aux lane along US 10 begins at
CR 10 and ends at exit to CR 96

Tony

From: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:16 AM

To: Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Documentation assignment - EAW

Tony,
Could you clarify something for me please — where exactly does the aux lane begin? Is the aux lane separate from the 2
proposed SB 35W exit lanes? Or does one of the 2 SB exit lanes from 10 onto 35 become the aux lane on 10 to 96?

Thanks.

Candyce

From: Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 4:09 PM

To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Documentation assignment - EAW

Hi Candyce,

The first page on Rick’s link has what | put in the scoping database. | hope this is a good place to start but let me know if
you want to refine it.

From: Dalton, Richard (DOT)
Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 12:49 PM
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Possible ROW
Areas
6205-39 (US 10)

Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 3:22 PM

To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Cc: Adames, Jerome (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/I-35W) - Documentation assignment - EAW

Jerome is scoping this and that is intended to be completed in fall. The intent is not to take any right of way but that
depends largely on probably not building 6" standard shoulders and not needing right of way for ponding.

If we do need right of way the most likely locations in order are:

1) West of US 10 for a right turn lane into Big Ten

2) West of US 10 east of Scherer Bros entrance to provide improved exit.

3) West of US 10 throughout project limits to match in slopes.

4) I'd like to stay out of ROW for ponding but | really have no idea how that might play out.

Tony

From: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 3:17 PM

To: Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Documentation assignment - EAW

Hi Tony,
Thanks for the table and map.

Will there be any ROW taken on this project on US 10?
If so, where?

Thanks again!
Candyce

From: Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 12:08 PM

To: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Documentation assignment - EAW

Hi Candyce,

Hopefully this table and the attached concept picture helps. The solid blue shows what is proposed.

# lanes | Existing | Proposed | Notes

SB 35W exit to US 10 EB 1 2 New decision lane so not much
impact to 35W.

EBCR 10to EB US 10 1 1

EB US 10 east of 35W
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Email: Jerome
Adams Is PM
6205-39 (US 10)

Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

From: Adams, Jerome (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:11 PM

To: Fischer, Jose (DOT); Jung, Paul (DOT); Dalton, Richard (DOT)
Cc: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/I-35W) - Layout / Concept drawing
Attachments: SB35W_to_EB10_AuxTo096.pdf

Yes, | am going to scope 6205-39, which is US 10 east of I35W. Yes, | am including the US 10 west of I35W into 6284-172.

Jerome Adams, PE, PMP
MnDOT

1500 Co. Rd. B2
Roseville, MN 55113
0:651-234-7611

C: 651-775-5069

From: Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:05 PM

To: Jung, Paul (DOT); Dalton, Richard (DOT)

Cc: Clayton, Candyce (DOT); Adams, Jerome (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Layout / Concept drawing

Let’s be clear. | thought Jerome was picking up the scoping for 0214-45, US 10 west of 35W.

Rick is referring to 6205-39, US 10 east of 35W, concept attached. Note that this will have to touch mainline 35W to
match in the 2-lane exit. Scoping maps show a bit short of that.

Tony

From: Jung, Paul (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 2:01 PM

To: Dalton, Richard (DOT); Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Cc: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: RE: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Layout / Concept drawing

Hi Rick,

There is a late-breaking development. Per the attached e-mail, as of today Jerome has taken over scoping responsibility
for this project from me.

Paul

From: Dalton, Richard (DOT)

Sent: Thursday, March 26, 2015 1:58 PM

To: Jung, Paul (DOT); Fischer, Jose (DOT)

Cc: Clayton, Candyce (DOT)

Subject: 6205-39 (TH 10/1-35W) - Layout / Concept drawing
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Project Planning Report Date Printed: 3/26/2015

TH: US10 Primary SP: 6205-39 Element ID: 122861 MSD PID: 1542 Sponsor: Kauppi,Sheila Complexity: 2-Moderat Fiscal Yr: 2017
First PreLetting Job#: (not yet assigned)
Recommendation / Approval of Project: Paul Jung, Project Manager Planning Report
. . 6205-39 (US 10)
| have reviewed this report Page 1 of 2
Timothy Quinn, Resource Engineer Date

Location & approximate TH termini:
Project Location Desc: US 10 EB from 35W to CR 96.

Begin Reference Point, True miles End Reference Point, True miles  Length
GIS location Project usi10 238+00.5 240.432 239+00.2 241.132 | 0.70

Needs 4766 Lane:Construct 6205 US10 238+00.5 240.432 239+00.2 241.132 I 0.70

State Plan Policy Code:

Need Statement: Greater than 3 hours of daily congestion (Metropolitan Freeway System 2013 Congestion Report). Scherer Brothers along US 10 is not able to enter
) the highway during the morning due to high volumes and lack of gaps.

Pu rpose Statement: Demand for exit exceeds capacity, a 2-lane exit will reduce congestion along SB 35W. The auxiliary lane will provide a lover volume lane for Schere
) Brothers to access providing more gaps in traffic to enter the highway.

Construct 2-lane exit from SB 35W, additional lane from decision lane, carries as aux lane alon g EB US 10, drops at exit to CR 96.

Proposed Project Scope
/ Work Description:

Prelimi nary Cost Estimate: These are functional area budgeted amounts + risk factor + inflation
4766 Lane : Construct CMSP : General : 2017 $2,184,000
Project Preliminary Estimate $2,184,000
PrOJeCt Contacts: Type: First Name Last Name Sema4 Dept email?
Email only Jose Fischer Program Support
Traffic Engineering Gayle Gedstad Program Support
Traffic Engineering Lars Impola Program Support

Project Documentation

Documentation for the Need(s)

Need Details:

Rpt:  rptProjectPlanningReport Page 1 of 2 3/26/2015
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Project Planning Report Date Printed: 3/26/2015

TH: US10 Primary SP: 6205-39 Element ID: 122861 MSD PID: 1542 Sponsor: Kauppi,Sheila Complexity: 2-Moderat Fiscal Yr: 2017
DETAILS FOR NEED ID 4766 Created By:  Fischer,Jose A |
Functional Area of Object: ‘ Traffic Engineering ‘ Object: ‘ Lane ‘ Target FY: | 2017 Creator's Func Area: ‘ Traffic Engineerin ‘
FA Custom Info: | Auxiliary Lane ' Action: | Construct - Aea: Locking Status:  [7] Not Locked [1] PM Lock [ Full Lock

Location Desc: US 10 EB from 35W to CR 96.
Work Desc: Construct 2-lane exit from SB 35W, additional lane from decision lane, carries as aux lane alon g EB US 10, drops at exit to CR 96.

Need Stmt: Greater than 3 hours of daily congestion (Metropolitan Freeway System 2013 Congestion Report). Scherer Brothers along US 10 is not able to enter the highway during the
morning due to high volumes and lack of gaps.

Purpose Stmt: Demand for exit exceeds capacity, a 2-lane exit will reduce congestion along SB 35W. The auxiliary lane will provide a lover volume lane for Schere Brothers to access
providing more gaps in traffic to enter the highway.

Funding / Set Asides  Total Cost Est: $2,000,000 Mapping Locations:
Type Subtype FndgFY Cost us10 238+00.5 240.432 239+00.2 241.132 LIMITS 0
CMSP General 2017 $2,000,000

Planning Report
6205-39 (US 10)
Page 2 of 2

Rpt:  rptProjectPlanningReport Page 2 of 2 3/26/2015
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Project Location Map

SP 6205-39 (US 10)
between 35W
and CR 96
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species (Endangered, Threatened, or Special Concern) and two types of native vegetation (Oak — (red
maple) Woodland, and Dry Sand — Gravel Prairie) identified in this query. In order to prevent the
inadvertent release of the location of specific listed or rare species contained in the NHIS, | have not
identified the species or their location on the attached ‘DNRbasemap.pdf’. If these details are needed
for documentation, please contact me. Please note that the following rare features were identified in
the query and may be impacted by the proposed project. Suggested avoidance and/or protection
measures are also identified:

a. Blanding’s turtles (Emydoidea blandingii), a state-listed threatened species, have been reported
from the vicinity of the proposed project and may be encountered on site. If Blanding’s turtles
are found on the site, please remember that state law and rules prohibit the destruction of
threatened or endangered species, except under certain prescribed conditions. If turtles are in
imminent danger they should be moved by hand out of harms way, otherwise they should be left
undisturbed.

For your information, | have attached a Blanding’s turtle fact sheet that describes the habitat use
and life history of this species. The fact sheet also provides two lists of recommendations for
avoiding and minimizing impacts to this rare turtle. Please refer to the first list of
recommendations for your project. Please note the items for road design. These include new
curb being a mountable design (Type D or Type S) in order to also allow animals to exit the
roadway should they attempt to cross the road. On culverts between wetlands and on streams
they should be oversized (min 36”) to allow them opportunity to utilize these structures for safe
passage under the road. If greater protection for turtles is desired, the second list of additional
recommendations can also be implemented. The attached flyer should be given to all contractors
working in the area.

Any use of Category 3 or 4 erosion control blanket shall be limited to ‘bio-netting’ or
‘naturalnetting’ types (category 3N or 4N), and specifically not allow plastic mesh netting.
Attached is a page that outlines the issue of entanglement. This is from Chapter one in the
manual * Best Practices for Meeting GP 2004-0001’, at
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/waters/watermgmt_section/pwpermits 2004_0001_manual.html

The Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS) is not an exhaustive inventory and thus does not
represent all of the occurrences of rare features within the state. If information becomes available
indicating additional listed species or other rare features, further review may be necessary.

MnDOT projects should be coordinated with MnDOT Wildlife Ecologist Chris Smith regarding federally
listed species:

a. This project occurs in a county that USFWS identified as having rusty-patched bumble bees
(Bombus affinis), a species recently listed as endangered under the federal Endangered Species
Act. The rusty-patched bumble bee typically occurs in grasslands and urban gardens with
flowering plants from April through October, underground in abandoned rodent cavities or in
clumps of grasses above ground as nesting sites, and in undisturbed soils for hibernating queens
during the winter. Where practicable, reseed areas of disturbed soils with seed mixes containing
native species of grasses and forbs. Please utilize the native recommendations developed by
BWSR (http://www.bwsr.state.mn.us/native_vegetation/) or MnDOT in the
‘Vegetation Establishment Recommendations’
(http://www.dot.state.mn.us/environment/erosion/seedmixes.html).

b.  The northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), federally listed as threatened and state-


http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/waters/watermgmt_section/pwpermits/gp_2004_0001_manual.html
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/minnesot-cty.html
http://www.bwsr.state.mn.us/native_vegetation/
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/environment/erosion/seedmixes.html

listed as special concern, can be found throughout Minnesota. During the winter this species
hibernates in caves and mines, and during the active season (approximately April-October) it
roosts underneath bark, in cavities, or in crevices of both live and dead trees. Pup rearing is
during June and July. Activities that may impact this species include, but are not limited to, any
disturbance to hibernacula and destruction/degradation of habitat (including tree removal).

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has published a final 4(d) rule that identifies
prohibited take. To determine whether you need to contact the USFWS, please refer to the
USFWS Key to the Northern Long-Eared Bat 4(d) Rule (see links below). Please note that the
NHIS does not contain any known occurrences of northern long-eared bat roosts or hibernacula
within an approximate one-mile radius of the proposed project.

Links:  USFWS Key to the Northern Long-Eared Bat 4(d) Rule for Non-Federal Activities
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/KeyFinal4dNLEB.html
USFWS Key to the Northern Long-Eared Bat 4(d) Rule for Federal Actions

http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/KeyFinal4dNLEBFedProjects.html
USFWS Northern Long-eared Bat Website
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/index.html
USFWS Northern Long-eared Bat Fact Sheet
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/nlebFactSheet.html

6. Round Lake is a Unit of the Minnesota Valley National Wildlife Refuge.
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/profiles/index.cfm?id=32590. Contact the USFWS should work be
proposed that could impact this area. Typically the concern when working adjacent to these areas is
that invasive species not be introduced with any fill or seed mixes. If there is soil disturbance the this
area, revegetate disturbed soils with native species suitable to the local habitat. For recommended seed
mixes see the MnDOT turf establishment recommendations dated November 13, 2015.
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/environment/erosion/seedmixes.html

This ENM has not been circulated to DNR field staff for comment. | will let you know if any additional comments
on design requirements are returned to me due to this email.

DNR folks, if I've missed anything, or have any suggestions for MnDOT to consider, please respond ASAP to
Brigid, and myself.

Contact me if you have questions

Peter Leete

Transportation Hydrologist (DNR-MnDOT Liaison) | Division of Ecological & Water Resources
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources

Office location: MnDOT Office of Environmental Stewardship

395 John Ireland Blvd., MS 620

St. Paul, MN 55155

Phone: 651-366-3634

Email: peter.leete@state.mn.us


http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/KeyFinal4dNLEB.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/KeyFinal4dNLEBFedProjects.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nleb/nlebFactSheet.html
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/profiles/index.cfm?id=32590
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/environment/erosion/seedmixes.html

Unnamed (620T7200)W

nnarieg82017100)W
~ (62006000)W

029

Unnamed g' 017300)W

Rice Creek

~—~

] UnReged (62078 o
Unnamed62018500)W Farrel's 52k Ty e
0 0.125 0.25 0.5 Miles
L 1 1 1 1 1 J
|
| [FH10 Rehabilitation

(SP6205-39)
|___ W Designated Infested (Aquatic Invasive Species - AIS)|
|| National Wildiife Refuges

Public Water Watercourse

® 1 Public Ditch/Altered Natural Watercourse

... ] Public Waters Basins
Public Access - Trailer Launch

Site of Biodiversity Significance - Moderate

[ ] DNR Native Plant Communities (w/description’

Peter Leete, Transportation Hydrologist
MNnDNR-MnDOT Liaison)
ate: 7/27/2017


leet1pet
Callout
project limits

leet1pet
Line


BLANDING’S TURTLES

MAY BE ENCOUNTERED
IN THIS AREA

The unique and rare Blanding’s turtle has been found in this area. Blanding’s turtles are state-listed
as Threatened and are protected under Minnesota Statute 84.095, Protection of Threatened and
Endangered Species. Please be careful of turtles on roads and in construction sites. For additional
information on turtles, or to report a Blanding’s turtle sighting, contact the DNR Nongame Specialist
nearest you: Bemidji (218-308-2641); Grand Rapids (218-327-4518); New Ulm (507-359-6033);
Rochester (507-280-5070); or St. Paul (651-259-5764).

DESCRIPTION: The Blanding’s turtle is a medium to large turtle (5 to 10 inches) with a black or dark
blue, dome-shaped shell with muted yellow spots and bars. The bottom of the shell is hinged across
the front third, enabling the turtle to pull the front edge of the lower shell firmly against the top shell to
provide additional protection when threatened. The head, legs, and tail are dark brown or blue-gray
with small dots of light brown or yellow. A distinctive field mark is the bright yellow chin and neck.

BLANDING’S TURTLES DO NOT MAKE GOOD PETS
IT IS ILLEGAL TO KEEP THIS THREATENED SPECIES IN CAPTIVITY



Environmental Review Fact Sheet Series |

Endangered, Threatened, and Special Concern Species of Minnesota

Blanding’s Turtle

(Emydoidea blandingii)

Minnesota Status: Threatened State Rank': S2
Federal Status: none Global Rank': G4

HABITAT USE

Blanding’s turtles need both wetland and upland habitats to complete their life cycle. The types of wetlands used
include ponds, marshes, shrub swamps, bogs, and ditches and streams with slow-moving water. In Minnesota,
Blanding’s turtles are primarily marsh and pond inhabitants. Calm, shallow water bodies (Type 1-3 wetlands) with
mud bottoms and abundant aquatic vegetation (e.g., cattails, water lilies) are preferred, and extensive marshes
bordering rivers provide excellent habitat. Small temporary wetlands (those that dry up in the late summer or fall)
are frequently used in spring and summer -- these fishless pools are amphibian and invertebrate breeding habitat,
which provides an important food source for Blanding’s turtles. Also, the warmer water of these shallower areas
probably aids in the development of eggs within the female turtle. Nesting occurs in open (grassy or brushy) sandy
uplands, often some distance from water bodies. Frequently, nesting occurs in traditional nesting grounds on
undeveloped land. Blanding’s turtles have also been known to nest successfully on residential property (especially
in low density housing situations), and to utilize disturbed areas such as farm fields, gardens, under power lines, and
road shoulders (especially of dirt roads). Although Blanding’s turtles may travel through woodlots during their
seasonal movements, shady areas (including forests and lawns with shade trees) are not used for nesting. Wetlands
with deeper water are needed in times of drought, and during the winter. Blanding’s turtles overwinter in the muddy
bottoms of deeper marshes and ponds, or other water bodies where they are protected from freezing.

LIFE HISTORY

Individuals emerge from overwintering and begin basking in late March or early April on warm, sunny days. The
increase in body temperature which occurs during basking is necessary for egg development within the female turtle.
Nesting in Minnesota typically occurs during June, and females are most active in late afternoon and at dusk.
Nesting can occur as much as a mile from wetlands. The nest is dug by the female in an open sandy area and 6-15
eggs are laid. The female turtle returns to the marsh within 24 hours of laying eggs. After a development period of
approximately two months, hatchlings leave the nest from mid-August through early-October. Nesting females and
hatchlings are often at risk of being killed while crossing roads between wetlands and nesting areas. In addition to
movements associated with nesting, all ages and both sexes move between wetlands from April through November.
These movements peak in June and July and again in September and October as turtles move to and from
overwintering sites. In late autumn (typically November), Blanding’ s turtles bury themselves in the substrate (the
mud at the bottom) of deeper wetlands to overwinter.

IMPACTS / THREATS / CAUSES OF DECLINE
loss of wetland habitat through drainage or flooding (converting wetlands into ponds or lakes)
loss of upland habitat through development or conversion to agriculture
human disturbance, including collection for the pet trade* and road kills during seasonal movements
increase in predator populations (skunks, raccoons, etc.) which prey on nests and young

*1t is illegal to possess this threatened species.
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR AVOIDING AND MINIMIZING IMPACTS
These recommendations apply to typical construction projects and general land use within Blanding’s turtle habitat,
and are provided to help local governments, developers, contractors, and homeowners minimize or avoid detrimental
impacts to Blanding’s turtle populations. List 1 describes minimum measures which we recommend to prevent harm

to Blanding’s turtles during construction or other work within Blanding’s turtle habitat.

List 2 contains

recommendations which offer even greater protection for Blanding’s turtles populations; this list should be used in
addition to the first list in areas which are known to be of state-wide importance to Blanding’s turtles (contact the
DNR’s Natural Heritage and Nongame Research Program if you wish to determine if your project or home is in one
of these areas), or in any other area where greater protection for Blanding’s turtles is desired.

List 1. Recommendations for all areas inhabited by
Blanding’s turtles.

List 2. Additional recommendations for areas known to
be of state-wide importance to Blanding’s turtles.

GENERAL

A flyer with an illustration of a Blanding’s turtle should be
given to all contractors working in the area. Homeowners
should also be informed of the presence of Blanding’s
turtles in the area.

Turtle crossing signs can be installed adjacent to road-
crossing areas used by Blanding’s turtles to increase public
awareness and reduce road kills.

Turtles which are in imminent danger should be moved, by
hand, out of harms way. Turtles which are not in
imminent danger should be left undisturbed.

Workers in the area should be aware that Blanding’ s
turtles nest in June, generally after 4pm, and should be
advised to minimize disturbance if turtles are seen.

If a Blanding’s turtle nests in your yard, do not disturb the
nest.

If you would like to provide more protection for a
Blanding’s turtle nest on your property, see “Protecting
Blanding’s Turtle Nests” on page 3 of this fact sheet.

Silt fencing should be set up to keep turtles out of
construction areas. It is critical that silt fencing be
removed after the area has been revegetated.

Construction in potential nesting areas should be limited to
the period between September 15 and June 1 (this is the
time when activity of adults and hatchlings in upland areas
is at a minimum).

WETLANDS

Small, vegetated temporary wetlands (Types 2 & 3) should
not be dredged, deepened, filled, or converted to storm
water retention basins (these wetlands provide important
habitat during spring and summer).

Shallow portions of wetlands should not be disturbed
during prime basking time (mid morning to mid- afternoon
in May and June). A wide buffer should be left along the
shore to minimize human activity near wetlands (basking
Blanding’s turtles are more easily disturbed than other
turtle species).

Wetlands should be protected from pollution; use of
fertilizers and pesticides should be avoided, and run-off
from lawns and streets should be controlled. Erosion
should be prevented to keep sediment from reaching
wetlands and lakes.

Wetlands should be protected from road, lawn, and other
chemical run-off by a vegetated buffer strip at least 50'
wide. This area should be left unmowed and in a natural
condition.

ROADS

Roads should be kept to minimum standards on widths and
lanes (this reduces road kills by slowing traffic and
reducing the distance turtles need to cross).

Tunnels should be considered in areas with concentrations
of turtle crossings (more than 10 turtles per year per 100
meters of road), and in areas of lower density if the level
of road use would make a safe crossing impossible for
turtles. Contact your DNR Regional Nongame Specialist
for further information on wildlife tunnels.

Roads should be ditched, not curbed or below grade. If
curbs must be used, 4 inch high curbs at a 3:1 slope are
preferred (Blanding’s turtles have great difficulty climbing
traditional curbs; curbs and below grade roads trap turtles
on the road and can cause road kills).

Roads should be ditched, not curbed or below grade.
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ROADS cont.

Culverts between wetland areas, or between wetland areas
and nesting areas, should be 36 inches or greater in
diameter, and elliptical or flat-bottomed.

Road placement should avoid separating wetlands from
adjacent upland nesting sites, or these roads should be
fenced to prevent turtles from attempting to cross them
(contact your DNR Nongame Specialist for details).

Wetland crossings should be bridged, or include raised
roadways with culverts which are 36 in or greater in
diameter and flat-bottomed or elliptical (raised roadways
dis%ourage turtles from leaving the wetland to bask on
roads).

Road placement should avoid bisecting wetlands, or these
roads should be fenced to prevent turtles from attempting
to cross them (contact your DNR Nongame Specialist for
details). This is especially important for roads with more
than 2 lanes.

Culverts under roads crossing streams should be oversized
(at least twice as wide as the normal width of open water)
and flat-bottomed or elliptical.

Roads crossing streams should be bridged.

UTILITIES

Utility access and maintenance roads should be kept to a
minimum (this reduces road-kill potential).

Because trenches can trap turtles, trenches should be
checked for turtles prior to being backfilled and the sites
should be returned to original grade.

LANDSCAPING AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT

Terrain should be left with as much natural contour as
possible.

As much natural landscape as possible should be preserved
(installation of sod or wood chips, paving, and planting of
trees within nesting habitat can mallze that habitat unusable
to nesting Blanding’s turtles).

Graded areas should be revegetated with native grasses
and forbs (some non-natives form dense patches through
which it is difficult for turtles to travel).

Open space should include some areas at higher elevations
for nesting. These areas should be retained in native
vegetation, and should be connected to wetlands by a wide
corridor of native vegetation.

Vegetation management in infrequently mowed areas --
such as in ditches, along utility access roads, and under
power lines -- should be done mechanically (chemicals
should not be used). Work should occur fall through
spring (after October 1% and before June 1*).

Ditches and utility access roads should not be mowed or
managed through use of chemicals. If vegetation
management is required, it should be done mechanically,
as infrequently as possible, and fall through spring
(mowing can kill turtles present during mowing, and
makes it easier for predators to locate turtles crossing
roads).

Protecting Blanding’s Turtle Nests: Most predation on turtle nests occurs within 48 hours after the eggs are laid.
After this time, the scent is gone from the nest and it is more difficult for predators to locate the nest. Nests more
than a week old probably do not need additional protection, unless they are in a particularly vulnerable spot, such as
a yard where pets may disturb the nest. Turtle nests can be protected from predators and other disturbance by
covering them with a piece of wire fencing (such as chicken wire), secured to the ground with stakes or rocks. The
piece of fencing should measure at least 2 ft. x 2 ft., and should be of medium sized mesh (openings should be about

2in.x 2 in.). It is very important that the fencing be removed before August 18t so the young turtles can escape

from the nest when they hatch!

REFERENCES
'Association for Biodiversity Information. “Heritage Status: Global, National, and Subnational Conservation
Status Ranks.” NatureServe. Version 1.3 (9 April 2001). http://www.natureserve.org/ranking.htm (15

April 2001).

Coffin, B., and L. Pfannmuller. 1988. Minnesota’s Endangered Flora and Fauna. University of Minnesota

Press, Minneapolis, 473 pp.
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Preventing Entanglement
by Erosion Control Blanket

Plastic mesh netting is a common component in erosion control blanket. It is utilized to hold loose fibrous materials in
place (EG straw) until vegetation is established. Erosion control blanket is being utilized extensively and is effective for
reducing soil erosion, benefitting both soil health and water quality. Unfortunately there is a negative aspect of the plastic
mesh component: It is increasingly being documented that its interaction with reptiles and amphibians can be fatal
(Barton and Kinkead, 2005; Kapfer and Paloski, 2011). Mowing machinery is also susceptible to damage due to the long
lasting plastic mesh.

Potential Problems:
e Plastic netting remains a hazard long after other components have decomposed.
¢ Plastic mesh netting can result in entanglement and death of a variety of small animals. The most vulnerable
group of animals are the reptiles and amphibians (snakes, frogs, toads, salamanders, turtles). Ducklings, small
mammals, and fish have also been observed entangled in the netting.
¢ Road maintenance machinery can snag the plastic mesh and pull up long lengths into machinery, thus binding up
machinery and causing damage and/or loss of time cleaning it out.

Suggested Alternatives:

e Do not use in known locations of reptiles or amphibians that are listed as Threatened or Endangered species.

e Limit use of blanket containing welded plastic mesh to areas away from where reptiles or amphibians are likely
(near wetlands, lakes, watercourses, or rock outcrops) or habitat transition zones (prairie — woodland edges,
rocky outcrop — woodland edges, steep rocky slopes, etc.)

e Select products with biodegradable netting (preferably made from natural fibers, though varieties of biodegradable
polyesters also exist on the market). Biodegradable products will degrade under a variety of moisture and light
conditions.

e DO NOT use products that require UV-light to degrade (also called “photodegradable”) as they do not degrade
properly when shaded by vegetation.

Solution: Most categories of erosion control blanket and sediment control logs are available in natural net options.
e Specify ‘Natural Netting’ for rolled erosion control products, per MnDOT Spec 3885. See Table 3885-1.
e Specify ‘Natural Netting’ for sediment control logs, per MnDOT Spec 3897

The plastic mesh compoent of erosion control blanket becomes a net for entrapment.

Literature Referenced
Barton, C. and K. Kinkead. 2005. Do erosion control and snakes mesh? Soil and Water Conservation Society 60:33A-35A.
Kapfer, J.M., and R.A. Paloski. 2011. On the threat to snakes of mesh deployed for erosion control and wildlife exclusion.
Herpetological Conservation and Biology 6:1-9.

(http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/waters/watermgmt section/pwpermits 2004 0001 manual.html)
Best Practices for Meeting DNR GP 2004-0001 (version 4, October 2014) Chapter 1, Page 25



mﬁ DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Office of Environmental Stewardship Office Tel: (651) 366-3614
Mail Stop 620

395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

June 14, 2017

Re: S.P. 6205-39, Trunk Highway 10 Lane Construction, Arden Hills, Ramsey County
T30N, R23W, Sections 16, 17, and 21

Dear Tribal Representative:

The Minnesota Department of Transportation is proposing to construct a two-lane exit from I-35W to
Trunk Highway (TH) 10 with federal funds administered by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).
This undertaking is subject to review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)
of 1966, as amended, and under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Section 106 of the
NHPA requires Federal agencies to take info account the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties (i.e., those properties eligible for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places). This
process involves efforts to identify historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking, assess its
effects and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate any adverse effects on historic properties. On
behalf of the FHWA, which has designated its Section 106 responsibilities to the Minnesota Department
of Transportation (Mn/DOT) Cultural Resources Unit (CRU), we are now initiating review to determine the
possible effects of the undertaking (if any) on historic properties. In accordance with 36 CFR 800.2(c) of
the NHPA and as per the terms of the Programmatic Agreement between the Tribe and the FHWA, we
are contacting you to see if you know of any historic properties of religious or historic significance in the
areq, and to see if you would like to participate in the Section 106 process for this project (i.e., to be a
consulting party). :
This project will construct a two-lane exit from southbound I-35W onto eastbound TH 10 by adding a
second exit lane left of the existing exit lane. An auxiliary lane will be constructed on TH 10 from the CR
10 entrance ramp to the exit onto CR 96 in Arden Hills. The project will additionally include the
construction of a pond southwest of US 10 and east of I-35W where they intersect. The pond will remove
five to eight spot trees. Noise walls may also be installed.

Our office has defined the area of potential effect (APE) for the project as the proposed construction
limits. The APE is defined as the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or
indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist.
Once the APE was established, we examined the SHPO database for the list of previously recorded
resources in the area. Based on these queries, there are two previously recorded archaeological
resources within the APE, or adjacent fo it, 21RA56 (one flake, one glass fragment, and one wire nail)
and 21RA60 (seven wire nails and one hammerstone).

We would appreciate any comments you may have about historic, cultural, and archaeological
resources and other concerns regarding this project. Our planning schedule is such that we must initiate
work on our environmental and historic preservation studies, so we hope to hear from you within 30 days
of receipt of this letter. If you indicate that you are not aware of any historic properties with religious or
cultural significance and that you do not wish to comment on the project, or if our office does not
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receive aresponse within 30 days, we will conclude that you do not wish to be a consulting party for this
project and no further project information will be forwarded.

Thank you for your attention to this request. We look forward to working with you on this project.

Sincerely,

~

Craig Johnson
Archaeologist
Cultural Resources Unit

Encl.

cc:  Floyd Azure, Chairman, Fort Peck Tribes
Robert Larsen, Chairman, Lower Sioux Indian Community
Cheyanne §t. John, THPO, Lower Sioux Indian Community (email)
Roger Trudell, Chairman, Santee Sioux Nation (email)
Duane Whipple, THPO, Santee Sioux Nation (email)
Dianne Desrosiers, THPO, Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate Community (email)
Jim Whitted, Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate Community {email)
Bruce Nadeau, THPO, Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa (email)
Kevin Jensvold, Chairman, Upper Sioux Community (email)
Waziyatawin, THPO, Upper Sioux Community {email)
Brigid Gombold, MnDOT Metro District (email)
Jerome Adams, MnDOT Metro Distict (email)
MnDOT CRU Project File
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m h DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Office of Environmental Stewardship Office Tel: (651) 366-4291
Mail Stop 620 Fax: (651) 366-3603
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

Jerome Adams
MnDOT Metro District
1500 W. Co. Rd. B2
Roseville, MN 55113

July 14, 2017

Re: S.P. 6205-39, TH 10 Lane Construction, Arden Hills, Ramsey County

Dear Mr. Adams,

We have reviewed the above-referenced undertaking pursuant to our FHWA-delegated responsibilities
for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (36 CFR 800),
and as per the terms of the applicable Programmatic Agreements between the FHWA and the
Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). The Section 106 review fulfills MNnDOT’s
responsibilities under the Minnesota Historic Sites Act (MS 138.665-.666), the Field Archaeology Act of
Minnesota (MS 138.40); and the Private Cemeteries Act (MS 307.08, Subd. 9 and 10).

This project will construct a two-lane exit from southbound I-35W onto eastbound TH 10 by adding a
second exit lane left of the existing exit lane. An auxiliary lane will be constructed on TH 10 from the CR
10 entrance ramp to the exit onto CR 96 in Arden Hills. The project will additionally include the
construction of a pond southwest of US 10 and east of I-35W where they intersect. The pond will remove
five to eight spot trees. Noise walls may also be installed.

Based on our existing programmatic agreements with various tribal groups, we sent a consultation letter
to the following tribes: Fort Peck Tribes, Lower Sioux Indian Community, Santee Sioux Nation, Sisseton-
Wahpeton Oyate Community, Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa, and Upper Sioux Community. We did
not receive any response within the allotted time.

The area of potential effects (APE) for direct effects of the project consists of the proposed construction
limits. There are no known archaeological sites in the APE. Much of the APE has been disturbed by
previous roadway construction. The APE has low potential for containing unidentified significant
archaeological resources. The APE for indirect effects of the project consist of properties adjacent to
the proposed project. There are no eligible or potentially- eligible buildings or structures in the APE.

The finding of this office is that there will be no historic properties affected by the project as currently
proposed. If the project scope changes, please provide our office with the revised information and we
will conduct an additional review.

Sincerely,

Do e Rt Boeeo
1)

Renée Hutter Barnes, Historian

Cultural Resources Unit
renee.barnes@state.mn.us

cc: MnDOT CRU Project File
Brigid Gombold, MnDOT Metro District
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