
Photo 25: Access road along top of earthen dam, facing 
northeast.

Photo 27: Roadside embankment to the west of S.R. 9, 
facing north.

Photo 26: Sylvan Lake, facing south.

Photo 28: Roadside embankment to the west of S.R. 9, 
facing southwest.

April 26, 2021 Des. Nos.: 1601984 & 
2000041 Page 7
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Photo 29: UNT to Middle Branch Elkhart River, facing 
southwest.

Photo 31: Roadside embankment to the west of S.R. 9, 
facing southwest.

Photo 30: Source spring of UNT to Middle Branch Elkhart 
River, facing west.

April 26, 2021 Des. Nos.: 1601984 & 
2000041 Page 8
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Appendix 2 - PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (PJD) FORM

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PJD:

B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PJD:

C. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:

D. PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

(USE THE TABLE BELOW TO DOCUMENT MULTIPLE AQUATIC RESOURCES AND/OR
AQUATIC RESOURCES AT DIFFERENT SITES)

State: County/parish/borough: City:

Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):

Lat.: Long.:

Universal Transverse Mercator:

Name of nearest waterbody: 

E. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
Office (Desk) Determination.  Date:

Field Determination. Date(s):

5/7/2021

Mathew Aldridge; Burgess & Niple, Inc.;  
251 N. Illinois St.; Capital Center Suite 920; Indianapolis, IN 46204

IN Orange Township

41.50472 -85.37056

16N

Sylvan Lake

The proposed project for Des. Nos. 1601984 & 2000041 is located at the intersection of State 
Route (S.R.) 9 and Northport Road (3.74 mi. north of U.S. Route 6) in Orange Township, 
Noble County, Indiana. The proposed project includes the demolition of the existing 
bridge over SR 9 (#009-57-02086 C, NBI: 2850) and its subsequent replacement with an at 
grade intersection. The bridge was originally built to bridge an existing parallel railroad to 
SR 9, which is no longer in use. The bridge is now in need of major repair, and no longer 
serves its intended function.
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TABLE OF AQUATIC RESOURCES IN REVIEW AREA WHICH “MAY BE” SUBJECT TO REGULATORY 
JURISDICTION. 

Site 
number

Latitude 
(decimal 
degrees)

Longitude 
(decimal 
degrees)

Estimated amount 
of aquatic resource
in review area 
(acreage and linear 
feet, if applicable)

Type of aquatic
resource (i.e., wetland 
vs. non-wetland 
waters)

Geographic authority 
to which the aquatic 
resource “may be”
subject (i.e., Section 
404 or Section 10/404)

UNT to Middle 
Branch Elkhart 

River Perennial Stream41.503698 -85.371154 17 ft. (0.001 acre) Section 404
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1) The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional aquatic resources in
the review area, and the requestor of this PJD is hereby advised of his or her option
to request and obtain an approved JD (AJD) for that review area based on an
informed decision after having discussed the various types of JDs and their
characteristics and circumstances when they may be appropriate.

2) In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or a
Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring “pre-
construction notification” (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting NWP or
other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an AJD for the
activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware that: (1) the permit applicant has
elected to seek a permit authorization based on a PJD, which does not make an
official determination of jurisdictional aquatic resources; (2) the applicant has the
option to request an AJD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit
authorization, and that basing a permit authorization on an AJD could possibly result
in less compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) the
applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than accepting the terms
and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4) the applicant can
accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to comply with all the terms and
conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation requirements the Corps has
determined to be necessary; (5) undertaking any activity in reliance upon the subject
permit authorization without requesting an AJD constitutes the applicant’s acceptance
of the use of the PJD; (6) accepting a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered
individual permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps permit
authorization based on a PJD constitutes agreement that all aquatic resources in the
review area affected in any way by that activity will be treated as jurisdictional, and
waives any challenge to such jurisdiction in any administrative or judicial compliance
or enforcement action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federal court; and (7)
whether the applicant elects to use either an AJD or a PJD, the JD will be processed
as soon as practicable.  Further, an AJD, a proffered individual permit (and all terms
and conditions contained therein), or individual permit denial can be administratively
appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331.  If, during an administrative appeal, it
becomes appropriate to make an official determination whether geographic
jurisdiction exists over aquatic resources in the review area, or to provide an official
delineation of jurisdictional aquatic resources in the review area, the Corps will
provide an AJD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable.  This PJD finds
that there “may be” waters of the U.S. and/or that there “may be” navigable waters of
the U.S. on the subject review area, and identifies all aquatic features in the review
area that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following
information:
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SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for PJD (check all that apply)

Checked items should be included in subject file.  Appropriately reference sources 
below where indicated for all checked items: 

Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor:
Map: ________________ .

Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor. 
Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.
Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. Rationale: _______ .

Data sheets prepared by the Corps: ________ .
Corps navigable waters’ study: ____________ .

U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ________ .
USGS NHD data.
USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.

U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: _________ .
Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: __________ .

National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: ________ .

State/local wetland inventory map(s): ____________ .

FEMA/FIRM maps: ________________ .

100-year Floodplain Elevation is: ____ .(National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929)
Photographs: Aerial (Name & Date): ______ .

or      Other (Name & Date): ______ .

Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter: __________ .

Other information (please specify): ______________ .

IMPORTANT NOTE: The information recorded on this form has not necessarily 
been verified by the Corps and should not be relied upon for later jurisdictional
determinations.

Signature and date of Signature and date of
Regulatory staff member person requesting PJD 
completing PJD (REQUIRED, unless obtaining  

the signature is impracticable)1

1 Districts may establish timeframes for requestor to return signed PJD forms. If the requestor does not respond 
within the established time frame, the district may presume concurrence and no additional follow up is 
necessary prior to finalizing an action. 

indianamap.org

indianamap.org

Wolcottville, IN - 7.5 Minute
websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov

fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html

indianamap.org

www.indianamap.org
Site Visit: April 26, 2021

See attached Waters Report - INDOT Des. No.: 2000041
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September 30, 2020 

NNotice of Entry for Survey/Investigation 

Re:  SR 9 at Intersection of Northport Road, Noble County, Indiana (Des. 2000041) 

Dear ,

The Indiana Department of Transportation (INDOT) proposes to proceed with the replacement of 
the existing bridge on Northport Road over SR 9 and abandoned railroad with an at grade 
intersection north of the Town of Rome City, Noble County, Indiana (Des. 2000041).   

Our information indicates that you own property near or within the proposed limits of the above 
proposed transportation project. We have been contracted by INDOT and the designer (Burgess 
and Niple), to perform environmental and archaeological survey work for this proposed project.  
Our employees will be doing survey of the project area in the near future. It may be necessary for 
them to come onto your property to complete this work. This is allowed by Indiana Code 8-23-7-
26. They will show their identification, if you are available, before coming onto your property. If you
have sold this property, or if it is occupied by someone else, please contact us at the name and
number below with the name and address of the new owner or current occupant so we can contact
them.

At this stage, we generally do not know what effect, if any, this project may eventually have on your 
property. If, at a later time, it is determined that your property is involved, you will be contacted with 
additional information.  

The archaeological survey will entail the excavation of shovel probes at 50-foot intervals in a linear 
transect in the proposed right-of-way.  The shovel probes will be approximately 30 inches in 
diameter and will consist of the removal of the sod cap, which will be set aside, and then excavation 
of the dirt until subsoil is encountered.  The depth of the shovel probe will be approximately 12 
inches.  The dirt will be screened through 0.25-inch hardware mesh with the purpose of collecting 
any artifacts (i.e., projectile points, chert flakes, nails, pieces of glass, ceramic fragments, etc.) that 
would suggest human occupation/utilization of the area.  If artifacts are encountered, they will be 
collected in order to be taken to the laboratory for analysis. Once excavation of the shovel probe 
has been completed, it will be filled in and the sod cap will be placed on top of the shovel probe.  

SAMPLE LETTER
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A report presenting the results of the study will be submitted to INDOT and the Indiana Department 
of Natural Resources (IDNR) Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology, the state authorities 
responsible for Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 compliance.  Once 
the report has been accepted by these authorities, the artifacts will be returned to the landowner. 

These surveys are required for the proper planning and design of the transportation project. Please 
be assured of our sincere desire to cause you as little inconvenience as possible during these 
surveys. If you have any questions or concerns regarding the project or our visit to the site, please 
don’t hesitate to contact me at cjackson@sjcainc.com or 317-797-5439.   

Thank you in advance for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Jackson, M.S., RPA 
Archaeologist 
c. 317-797-5439
e. cjackson@sjcainc.com
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Phone Conversation on 4/13/2021 

INDOT PM- Miguel Tucker 

Orange Township FD Employee/INDOT Technician- John Wakeman 

John and Miguel spoke over the phone to discuss Orange Townships concerns in regarding the MOT 
routes once SR 9 is closed. John Wakeman states that his fire chief is not favorable of the designated 
MOT Route, Orange Townships fire department expressed that the MOT plan would add significant time 
to any runs North of the Northport Bridge over SR 9.  

Concern 1) Original MOT Route 

• Will not favor their runs as that would add on at least 11 minutes to a run, Orange township FD
runs all the way out to the opposite county line in Wolcottville.

Concern 2) Wolcottville FD possible getting emergencies redirected to them to assist with response 
time. 

• Orange Township FD is paid hourly so they feel that by redirecting their calls will affect their
income of living. Wolcottville FD supposedly does not have enough manpower to cover
emergencies on their own, which is why Orange Township runs as far out as they do within
Wolcottville. Orange Township FD also has expressed their discomfort on not being able to serve
their community which are the individuals that pays for the Orange Township FD
running/equipment expenses.

Concern 3) Wolcottville FD potentially being able to store a Truck or two on the other side to assist with 
response time where MOT would make it more difficult to respond to in a timely matter. (INDOT has in 
the past used this technically in similar situations) 

• Would not meet the purpose due to only 3 Orange Township fire fighters live on the north side
of the Northport Bridge, meaning all others would have to still travel on the designed MOT
route, which would not correct the concern.

Concern 4) Wolcottville FD went to look at potential other routes and seemed to believe there was a 
path to the before the Northport bridge when traveling north bound. They mentioned the potential of 
getting it graveled so emergency vehicles have access to EB Northport road.  

• After speaking internally with INDOT, it does not seem this would be an option due to a handful
of reasons.

This discussion was not meant to have any official resolutions. The meeting was an opportunity for the 
fire department to provide their concerns and for INDOT's consideration as the project advances 
through the project development process. 
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www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer

100 North Senate Avenue
Room N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

PHONE: (317) 233-2095 Eric Holcomb, Governor
Joe McGuinness, Commissioner

MMeeting Minutes 

Meeting to Discuss: 
Northport Road Bridge over SR 9, Des 1601984

Date/Time/Location: 
January 25, 2018/1 pm/Rome City Town Hall

Attendees: 
Leigh A. Pranger, Town Manager, Rome City  lapranger@romecity-in.org
Roberta Stone, President, Rome City Chamber of Commerce ROBERTA@RASTONEDESIGNS.com
Susan Doell, Scoping Engineer, INDOT – Fort Wayne SDoell@indot.IN.gov
Donya LaRue, Project Manager, INDOT – Capital Program DLarue@indot.IN.gov
Brad McNair, Project Manager, INDOT – Capital Program BMcnair@indot.IN.gov
Keith Lytton, Bridge Asset Engineer, INDOT – Fort Wayne KLytton@indot.IN.gov
Meagan Froman, Graduate Engineer, INDOT – GEDP MFroman@indot.IN.gov
Cole Johnson, Graduate Engineer, INDOT – GEDP JJohnson6@indot.IN.gov
Michael Black, Bridge Engineer, INDOT – Bridge Design MiBlack@indot.IN.gov
Stephanie Wagner, Bridge Engineer, INDOT – Bridge Design Swagner2@indot.IN.gov

Agenda: 
INTRODUCTION
Ms. Wagner opened the meeting with a brief history of the project and stated her team has been assigned the 
project as a bridge replacement. Through the process of writing an Engineering Assessment, the design team 
came to the conclusion an intersection modification may be a better alternative to bridge replacement. When the 
concept was brought to the district, the team was made aware of local stakeholders’ concerns with not replacing
the bridge. In order to assure the concerns were addressed by the bridge replacement this meeting was organized 
to open discussions between the stakeholders’ and INDOT. 

LAND USE CHANGES
Ms. Stone noted a number of land use changes in the area that have and will continue to change the traffic 
demands. Sylvan Cellars, in the northwest quadrant of the bridge, opened as an event center about 2 years ago 
and within the last year opened a tasting room. Additionally, Our Lady Mother of Mercy Center, a historic 
property in the southwest quadrant of the bridge, is in the process of becoming a conference center. Traffic 
safety is a major concern in this area. 

TRAILS
Ms. Pranger noted the Noble Trails organization has plans to extend the existing trails from the Gene Stratton 
Porter site through Rome City to Northport Road. The organization is actively trying to acquire the former 
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www.in.gov/dot/
An Equal Opportunity Employer

100 North Senate Avenue
Room N642
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

PHONE: (317) 233-2095 Eric Holcomb, Governor
Joe McGuinness, Commissioner

railroad right of way running along the east side of SR 9. She mentioned Terry Gaff and Lynn Spidel were 
spearheading the effort. There is concern as to how the future trail, which is proposed along the east side of SR 
9 will cross the state route in the vicinity of Northport Road. Ms. Wagner brought up the point that a bridge may 
complicate trail access because of the grade separation. An at-grade intersection would allow for more 
flexibility as trail development progresses. Ms. Pranger agreed that the intersection may better support trail 
access and would like to see a proposed layout of the intersection. She also will send the current trail plans to 
Ms. Wagner for consideration during design. 

SAFETY 
Ms. Stone stated previous concerns with the intersection option were related to the safety associated with the 
off-set intersection, which she understood to be the only intersection option available during previous 
discussions with INDOT. Ms. Wagner, in agreement with Ms. Doell, stated if the bridge is removed and an at-
grade intersection (either a traditions 4-leg or off-set) is the chosen option, the project will be required to meet 
all current design standards for geometrics and safety while providing adequate mobility.

Ms. Stone said she was also concerned with the number of through vehicles that would have to take the “jug-
handle” if the off-set intersection was chosen. Mr. Black presented 2013 traffic study numbers provided to the 
design team by the district which indicate a higher percentage of Northport Road traffic is accessing SR 9 
relative to the through traffic. Ms. Stone brought up that point these number are from late August which may 
not be indicative of the traffic when schools are out, which significantly impacts traffic patterns in the area.
Additional Sylvan Cellers was not open during the 2013 traffic study. INDOT staff agreed and offered to look
for more recent traffic numbers. 

HISTORIC PROPERTY 
A discussion was also had concerning the potential impacts to the historic site, Our Lady Mother of Mercy. The 
area is also listed as Kneipp Spring Sanitarium on the Indiana GIS Map. Through this discussion, it was noted 
that both scenarios (either a new bridge or a new intersection) would both impact the site. The intersection may 
actually have less impacts since the bridge and embankments were built after the historic site. Returning the 
area to an at-grade intersection could be less impactful to the site than adjusting the embankments for the new 
bridge as prior to 1932 those bridge embankments were not there. Further historical investigations will be 
performed. Findings will be presented and addressed as a detailed design is developed. 

AAction Items: 
Ms. Doell will search for more recent traffic counts and talk to the district traffic section about possible 
intersection layouts. 

Ms. Pranger will send the most recent Noble Trails plan to Ms. Wagner. 

Ms. Wagner will discuss potential impacts to the historic property INDOT Environmental. 

PREPARED BY: Stephanie Wagner
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At-Grade Intersection 

S.R. 9 at Northport Rd
 Rome City 

The current bridge was built in 1937 to allow traffic to bypass the railroad.  As the railroad is no 
longer a need, there is an opportunity to streamline the intersection.  A conventional 
intersection will enhance economic growth and meet todays traffic demands.  

   Eĸciency 

x� New turn lanes on State 
Route 9 

x� Improved sight distance 

x Minimal  construcƟon 

impact during lake season 

       Long Term Benefits 

x� Reduced impact to 
historical properƟes 

x� Supports exisƟng business 
by enhancing visibility 

x� Improved mobility for local 
residents and visitors. 

Future Local Advantages 

x� PotenƟal for local trail 
creaƟon 

x� Community connecƟvity 
through trail expansion 

x� Growth opportuniƟes due 
to direct access on SR 9 
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Replacing the bridge will update standards to adhere to clearance requirements while minimizing 
alterations to current traffic patterns.  The bridge will require additional design considerations to 
accommodate future trail access and reduce impacts to historical properties..  

Contact INDOT customer service 
INDOT4U.COM 
INDOT@indot.in.gov 
Download the INDOT Mobile App 

Follow us on social media  / INDOTNortheast  
For the most up to date information  

Bridge Replacement 

   Eĸciency 

x� Engineered to current 
design standards 

x� Lowered grade to 
improve verƟcal 
clearance  

       Long Term Benefits 

x� Minimal alteraƟon to 
the current bridge 
configuraƟon 

x� Limited addiƟonal right 
of way required 
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https://www.kpcnews.com/newssun/article_0b222fe6-410b-5a4e-883f-df22af08753e.html

INDOT discusses Rome City bridge 

By Steve Garbacz sgarbacz@kpcmedia.com 
Jun 28, 2018 

ROME CITY — After 80 years, it’s time for the state to do something about the Northport 

Road overpass just north of Rome City.

What, exactly, the Indiana Department of Transportation will do is still up for discussion, 

although it’s likely the state will remove the bridge in favor of a standard at-grade 

intersection.

INDOT presented this conceptual drawing of what a proposed intersection at S.R. 9 and Northport Road 
north of Rome City would look like during an informational meeting in June 2018. The state is 
discussing plans to remove the overpass around 2022.

File photo

Page 1 of 4INDOT discusses Rome City bridge | News Sun | kpcnews.com
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Still, INDOT hosted an open house in Rome City Tuesday evening to explain its ideas to 

residents and to get their feedback about what think should be done and what issues they 

experience on the highway in that area.

There’s no rush, since the state won’t be doing anything with the overpass until 2022 at the 

earliest.

“INDOT has a preference. Our preference is for it to be an at-grade intersection,” INDOT 

Northeast District spokeswoman Nichole Hacha-Thomas said. “No bridge maintenance 

costs or concerns, but we also understand the bridge is very important to the community.”

The bridge over S.R. 9, which is located just north of Rome City’s northern town line, was 

built in 1937. Although you can’t tell it now, it was built as a railroad overpass, carrying 

Northport Road over train tracks that used to exist on the east side of the highway.

With no railroad tracks any more, the Northport Road bridge doesn’t make much sense. 

Replacing it would be the most costly option for the state, since not only are bridge project 

pricey but the size of the structure would need to be expanded.

“The design standards have changed a lot since the original construction,” INDOT bridge 

asset engineer Keith Lytton said. “Right now it has a little over 14 foot clearance. It has a 

history of being hit. They did have a beam that had to be replaced. If we were to replace it it 

would have to raised to 16 feet.”

Page 2 of 4INDOT discusses Rome City bridge | News Sun | kpcnews.com
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INDOT’s current concept is to remove the bridge and establish a standard two-way stop at 

the highway. The hills that current support the bridge would be cut down and the 

intersection widened out to create appropriate site lines so drivers on Northport Road 

could see traffic approaching on the highway.

Other configurations, such as putting in a traffic light at the intersection are a possibility, 

but INDOT will continue to study the location and decide what kind of intersection 

controls are necessary.

“A two-way stop would be the least invasive to the S.R. 9 traffic,” Hacha-Thomas said. 

“We’ll most likely be making some further decisions as we move forward in the summer 

and we’ll come back to the community with a plan, maybe fall, early winter.”

Rome City officials expressed some concern about the bridge removal in winter when the 

topic came up for discussion at a town council meeting. But after meeting with INDOT and 

reviewing the plans for how the state would create an intersection, town council members 

said they were sold on the plan.

INDOT will be conducting a traffic study in the area this summer. The state wants to get 

traffic counts around the July 4 holiday when Rome City is at its busiest with seasonal 

visitors to Sylvan Lake.

Page 3 of 4INDOT discusses Rome City bridge | News Sun | kpcnews.com
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STEVE GARBACZ

At Tuesday’s open house, INDOT engineers explained conceptual drawings and took 

feedback from residents. Several people who showed up appeared to be less concerned 

about the intersection but more concerned about the speed limit in the area.

Once cars exit Rome City, the speed limit increases back up to 55 mph, which many 

residents thought was too fast for the northern gateway into the town. It’s one aspect the 

state will review as it locks in plans to reconfigure the area.

Page 4 of 4INDOT discusses Rome City bridge | News Sun | kpcnews.com
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Appendix H 

Air Quality 
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Note: Des No. 2000041 is included in this contract under the Lead Des. No. 1601984.
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Des 1601984 & 2000041 

Appendix I

Additional Studies and Information



Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) County Property List for Indiana (Last Updated July 2020)

ProjectNumber SubProjectCode County Property
1800002 1800002 Noble Chain O'Lakes State Park
1800118 1800118A Noble Chain O' Lakes
1800135 1800135 Noble Noble Co. Fairgrounds, Kendallville Fair Grounds
1800161 1800161G Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800171 1800171B Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800305 1800305H Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800312 1800312B Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800319 1800319 Noble G. Martin Kenney Memorial Park
1800327 1800327C Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800353 1800353 Noble Kelly St. Park
1800358 1800358 Noble Avilla Park
1800363 1800363D Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800369 1800369E Noble Gaff Park (Mainland Park)
1800378 1800378A Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800391 1800391 Noble Cromwell Community Park
1800405 1800405B Noble Big Lake Public Access Site
1800405 1800405AA Noble Crane Lake Public Access Site
1800405 1800405J Noble Eagle Lake Wetland Conservation Area
1800405 1800405T Noble Rome City Wetlands Fish and Wildlife Area
1800405 1800405U Noble Smalley Lake Public Access Site
1800413 1800413J Noble Chain O' Lakes State Park
1800492 1800492 Noble Hidden Diamonds Community Park
1800513 1800513 Noble Hidden Diamonds Community Park

*Park names may have changed. If acquisition of publically owned land or impacts to publically owned land is anticipated, coordination
with IDNR, Division of Outdoor Recreation, should occur.
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Project Location

Des. No. 1601984 & 2000041
SR 9 & Northport Rd Intersection Improvement
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Project Location

Des. No. 1601984 & 2000041
SR 9 & Northport Rd Intersection Improvement
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Project Location 
S.R. 9 and Northport 
Road, Rome City, IN 

Note to Reader: some pages from this report were removed to reduce the overall size of this CE document 
and can be made available upon request.
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Design Feature S.R. 9 
Functional 

Classification Minor Arterial 

Lane Width 12

Shoulder Width 

Roadside 
Drainage Open Ditches 

Right-of-Way Varies, 8

Posted Speed 
Limit (mph) 50 

Design Feature Northport Raod 
Functional 

Classification Local Road 

Lane Width 12

Shoulder Width 

Roadside 
Drainage Open Ditches 

Right-of-Way 

Posted Speed 
Limit (mph) 35 
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Four-Legged At-Grade Intersection
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Roundabout At-Grade Intersection
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Staggered At-Grade Intersection
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Bridge Inspection Report
009-57-02086 C

NORTHPORT ROAD
over

SR 9, ABANDONED RR

Inspection Date: 03/08/2021

Inspected By:

Inspection Type(s):

Joshua Biller

Routine
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Latitude: 41.50476

Longitude: -85.37052

Joshua BillerInspector:

Inspection Date: 03/08/2021

Asset Name: 009-57-02086 C

Bridge Inspection Report

Facility Carried: NORTHPORT
ROAD

Page 3 of 20
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Northport Road over SR 9 & Abandoned Railroad {RP 177+53}
4-span-continuous, steel beam bridge built in 1937 {B-1486}.
"A" Rehab in 1976 {B-9869; approaches added, new deck and railings, bituminous overlay & membrane,
partial substructure replacement}.

"B" Rehab in 1983 {B-14189; replace north fascia beam of Span B, with partial deck replacement}.

"C" Rehab in 1986 {B-15815; remove bituminous overlay, place rigid overlay, new joints, new railing posts &
reset rails}.

Scheduled for removal and replacement with an at-grade intersection {B-40473, Des. 1601984, letting
2022-02-09}.
The railroad track under Span C was abandoned in 1982.

OVERALL: Fair Condition
Wearing Surface is 35 years old.  Extensive patching with additional adjacent delamination/spalling.  A few
narrow-to-wide cracks.  Tining is in poor condition (little grip).
Deck is 45 years old (a portion of Span B is 38 years old).  Several full-depth patches.  Outside of curb (fascia)
has spalling with exposed rebar in places, but drip bead areas are still good.  A few marbled areas and some
longitudinal cracks with efflorescence along fillet edges (thicker areas above beams).
Superstructure is 84 years old (a portion of Span B is 38 years old).  Heavy corrosion (minor section loss)
above both end bents.  Sliding shoe expansion bearings at end bents are no longer functional.  Additional traffic
damag e to Span B beams (since 1983 work).  A few touches of corrosion on top flanges (below deck cracks).
Substructure is 84 years old (with portions of all units 45 years old).  Spalling/delamination to west abutment
cap. Delamination and/or spalling with exposed rebar to a couple columns near roadway.
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IDENTIFICATION
(1) STATE CODE:

(8) STRUCTURE:

(5 A-B-C-D-E) INV. ROUTE:
(2) HIGHWAY AGENCY
DISTRICT:
(3) COUNTY CODE:

185 - Indiana

002850

02 - For t Wayne

057 - NOBLE

1 4 1 00000 0

(11) MILEPOINT:

(4) PLACE CODE:

(6) FEATURES INTERSECTED:

(12) BASE HIGHWAY NETWORK:

NORTHPORT ROAD

85076 -
WOLCOTTVILLE

(7) FACILITY CARRIED:

(9) LOCATION:

SR 9, ABANDONED
RR

0000.000

03.74 N US 6

0

(13A) INVENTORY ROUTE:

(13B) SUBROUTE NUMBER:
(16) LATITUDE:

(99) BORDER BRIDGE STRUCT.
NO:

(98) BORDER

41.50476
(17) LONGITUDE:

B) PERCENT

-85.37052

A) STATE NAME:

%

- - - -

STRUCTURE TYPE AND MATERIAL
(43) STRUCTURE TYPE, MAIN:

4 - Steel continuous

02 - Str inger /Multi-
beam or  Girder

A) KIND OF
MATERIAL/DESIGN:
B) TYPE OF DESIGN/CONSTR:

(44) STRUCTURE TYPE,
APPROACH SPANS:

0 - Other

00 - Other

A) KIND OF
MATERIAL/DESIGN:
B) TYPE OF DESIGN/CONSTR:

(45) NUMBER OF SPANS IN MAIN
UNIT:
(46) NUMBER OF APPROACH
SPANS:

004

0000

(107) DECK STRUCTURE TYPE: 1 - Concrete Cast-in-
Place

(108) WEARING SURFACE/PROT
SYS:

A) WEARING SURFACE: 3 - Latex Concrete or
similar  additive

0 - NoneB) DECK MEMBRANE:

0 - NoneC) DECK PROTECTION:

AGE OF SERVICE
(27) YEAR BUILT:

(106) YEAR RECONSTRUCTED:

1937

1986 A) ON BRIDGE:

004

09

2019

(28) LANES:

(30) YEAR OF AVERAGE DAILY
TRAFFIC:
(109) AVERAGE DAILY TRUCK
TRAFFIC:

B) UNDER BRIDGE:

(19) BYPASS DETOUR LENGTH:

02

(42) TYPE OF SERVICE: 000963

02

(29) AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC:

%

MI

1  - HighwayA) ON BRIDGE:

1 - Highway, with or
w/out pedestr ian

B) UNDER BRIDGE:
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GEOMETRIC DATA

00179.0

00048.0

(49) STRUCTURE LENGTH: 99.99

(48) LENGTH OF MAX SPAN:

025.6

00.0

00.0

(34) SKEW:

028.6

(51) BRDG RDWY WIDTH CURB-
TO-CURB:

(32) APPROACH ROADWAY

A) LEFT

(10) INV RTE, MIN VERT
CLEARANCE:

(52) DECK WIDTH, OUT-TO-OUT:

14

0 - No median

026.0

(33) BRIDGE MEDIAN:

(50) CURB/SIDEWALK WIDTHS:

B) RIGHT:

0 - No flare(35) STRUCTURE FLARED:

(53) VERT CLEAR OVER BR RDWY:

000.0(56) MIN LATERAL UNDERCLEAR
ON LEFT:

(54) MIN VERTICAL
UNDERCLEARANCE:

(47) TOT HORIZ CLEARANCE:

H

99.99
025.6

H

(55) LATERAL UNDERCLEARANCE
RIGHT:

14.97

009.8

A) REFERENCE FEATURE:
B) MIN VERT UNDERCLEAR:

A) REFERENCE FEATURE:
B) MIN LATERAL UNDERCLEAR:

FT
FT

FT

FT

FT

FT

FT

DEG

FT

FT
FT

FT

FT
FT

INSPECTIONS
(90) INSPECTION DATE: (91) DESIGNATED INSPECTION

FREQUENCY:(92) CRITICAL FEATURE
INSPECTION:

A) FRACTURE CRITICAL
REQUIRED/FREQUENCY:
B) UNDERWATER INSPECTION
REQUIRED/FREQUENCY:
C) OTHER SPECIAL INSPECTION
REQUIRED/FREQUENCY:

(93) CRITICAL FEATURE
INSPECTION DATE:

03/08/2021 12

N

N

N

A) FRACTURE CRITICAL DATE:
B) UNDERWATER INSP DATE:
C) OTHER SPECIAL INSP DATE:

MONTHS

CONDITION
(58) DECK: 4 - Poor  Condition

(advanced
deter ioration)

3 - Ser ious Condition(58.01) WEARING SURFACE:

4 - Poor  Condition
(advanced
deter ioration)

(59) SUPERSTRUCTURE:

(60) SUBSTRUCTURE: 4 - Poor  Condition
(advanced
deter ioration)

(61) CHANNEL/CHANNEL
PROTECTION:

N - Not Applicable

(62) CULVERTS: N - Not Applicable

CONDITION COMMENTS
(58) DECK: 4 - Poor  Condition (advanced deter ioration)
Comments:
Top: covered by rigid overlay;
Underside:
Span A: minor spalls to fillets over beams {all spans}; hairline transverse cracks with some light efflorescence;
Span B: narrow, irregular transverse cracks at Bent 2; hairline crack with light efflorescence and some map cracks over SB side of
roadway; a few hairline longitudinal cracks along edges of fillets (thicker areas above beams);
Span C: similar to Span B; full-depth patching; map cracks with rust stains over Bent 4; numerous surface patches (from
construction);
Span D: similar to Span B; diagonal strip of map cracks with rust stains and light efflorescence; some full-depth patching;
curbs/copings have delamination and spalling with exposed rebar below aluminum railing posts (especially SE corner);
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(58.01) WEARING SURFACE: 3 - Ser ious Condition
Comments:
Approximately 10% of the deck was patched in 2016, with total delaminated area still remaining above 25% (contract did not allow
additional quantity; selective applied to stabilize surface).  Some of the patching is unsound, and adjacent areas are spalling (at least
20 SFT will need immediate repair).

(59) SUPERSTRUCTURE: 4 - Poor  Condition (advanced deter ioration)
Comments:
Span A: heavy corrosion (with some section loss) at west ends (1' each) of beams & end diaphragms; moderate corrosion a few more
feet on many beams;

Span B: Beam1 has collision damage (deflected by roughly 3" to the south, the north edge of the bottom flange is flared upward by
2").  The damage is 1' from an interior diaphragm, the lower portion of the web is bent outward by less than 1/2" by the diaphragm.  A
few other beams have minor traffic damage.

Span C: heavy corrosion (with some section loss) at west ends (1' each) of beams; with moderate corrosion a few more feet on all
beams; most of the end diaphragms have heavy section loss;

Note: some uplift of deck ends due to pack rust at bearings;

(60) SUBSTRUCTURE: 4 - Poor  Condition (advanced deter ioration)
Comments:
Abutment 1 (west): cap has extensive delamination and spalling (with come exposed rebar); backwall has some deterioration;
Bent 2: cap has a delaminated area; Column 1 has a spall with exposed rebar;
Bent 3: Column 1 has a delamination/spall; cap has an area of delamination;
Bent 4: cap has a few areas of delamination; Column 2 has an area of delamination (covered with paint);
Abutment 5: cap has a few cracks with rust stains and some minor delamination; backwall has minor spalling and some rust stains;

(61) CHANNEL/CHANNEL
PROTECTION

N - Not Applicable

Comments:

(62) CULVERTS: N - Not Applicable
Comments:

LOAD RATING AND POSTING
(31) DESIGN LOAD:

(63) OPERATING RATING
METHOD:

(64) OPERATING RATING:

(70) BRIDGE POSTING

(41) STRUCTURE
OPEN/POSTED/CLOSED:

4 - H 20

1 - Load Factor  (LF)

38

5 - Equal to or  above
legal loads

A - Open

23(66) INVENTORY RATING:

(65) INVENTORY RATING METHOD: 1 - Load Factor  (LF)

(66B) INVENTORY RATING (H): 16

(66C) TONS POSTED :

(66D) DATE POSTED/CLOSED:
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APPRAISAL

(67) STRUCTURAL EVALUATION:
(68) DECK GEOMETRY:

(69) UNDERCLEARANCES,
VERTICAL & HORIZONTAL:

(36) TRAFFIC SAFETY FEATURE:
36A) BRIDGE RAILINGS:

36B) TRANSITIONS:
36C) APPROACH GUARDRAIL:

36D) APPROACH GUARDRAIL
ENDS:

4
4

5

0

0
0

0

SUFFICIENCY RATING:
1STATUS:
41.0

(71) WATERWAY ADEQUACY: N - Not Applicable
Comments:

(72) APPROACH ROADWAY ALIGNMENT: 6 - Equal to present minimum cr iter ia
Comments:

(113) SCOUR CRITICAL BRIDGES: N - Not over  waterway
Comments:

CLASSIFICATION

(112) NBIS BRIDGE LENGTH:

(104) HIGHWAY SYSTEM OF
INVENTORY ROUTE:

(26) FUNCTIONAL CLASS OF
INVENTORY RTE:

(100) STRAHNET HIGHWAY:
(101) PARALLEL STRUCTURE:

(102) DIRECTION OF TRAFFIC:(103) TEMPORARY STRUCTURE:

(105) FEDERAL LANDS
HIGHWAYS: (110) DESIGNATED NATIONAL

NETWORK:

(20) TOLL: (21) MAINT. RESPONSIBILITY:

(22) OWNER:

(37) HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE:

Yes

0 - Structure/Route is
NOT on NHS

07 - Rural - Major
Collector

Not a STRAHNET route
N - No parallel structure

2-way traffic

0-Not Applicable

Inventory route not on
network

3 - On Free Road 01 - State Highway
Agency

01 - State Highway
Agency

5 - Not eligible

NAVIGATION DATA
(39) NAVIGATION VERTICAL CLEAR:

(116) MINIMUM NAVIGATION VERT.
CLEARANCE, VERT. LIFT BRIDGE:

(40) NAV HORIZONTAL CLEARANCE:

000.0

0000.0

FT

FT

FT

N - Not applicable, no
waterway

(38) NAVIGATION CONTROL:

(111) PIER OR ABUTMENT
PROTECTION:

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

000000(96) TOTAL PROJECT COST:

(95) ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT COST: 000000

(97) YR OF IMPROVEMENT COST EST:

(115) YR OF FUTURE ADT:
(114) FUTURE AVG DAILY TRAFFIC: 003113

2032

$

$

(75A) TYPE OF WORK:
(75B) WORK DONE BY:

(94) BRIDGE IMPROVEMENT
COST:

000000

00000.0(76) LENGTH OF IMPROVEMENT: FT

$
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PHOTO 1

Description North Side

PHOTO 2

Description West Joint and Approach
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PHOTO 3

Description Wearing Surface (NW corner, looking SE)

PHOTO 4

Description Wearing Surface (above Bent 2, looking NE)
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PHOTO 5

Description Wearing Surface (SE corner, looking NW)

PHOTO 6

Description East Approach and Joint

Joshua BillerInspector:

Inspection Date: 03/08/2021

Asset Name: 009-57-02086 C

Bridge Inspection Report

Facility Carried: NORTHPORT
ROAD

Page 11 of 20
I-32



PHOTO 7

Description Looking West (across bridge)

PHOTO 8

Description Along South Fasccia (SE corner)
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PHOTO 9

Description Span D Bearings at Abutment 5

PHOTO 10

Description Span D Underside and Abutment 5
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PHOTO 11

Description Span D Underside and Bent 4

PHOTO 12

Description Span C Underside and Bent 4
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PHOTO 13

Description Bent 3 (north column, looking NE)

PHOTO 14

Description Span B Underside and Bent 3
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PHOTO 15

Description Span B Underside (north fascia in upper left)

PHOTO 16

Description Bent 2 Columns (looking SW)
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